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VOTES AND PI1OCREDINGS (REFERENCES vo)-voa. 1.-SESSION 1873-4. 1 PAPERS. 

VOL. I PAGE. 

A 
ABSENCE 

Leave of granted to Joseph George Raphael, Esq., 14; Richard Hill, Esq., 32; John Samuel 
Smith, Esq., 42; Joseph Single, Esq., 148; John Nowlan, Esq., 359. 

ABSENCE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL :- 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan.) condemnatory of, and amendment negatived, 194; original questior 
negatived, 195. 

ABSTRACTS OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS FOR 1872:- 
Auditor General's Report, and Accounts, laid on Table by Speaker, 22.................................... 

ACCOUNTS (See also "ROADS"; also "FINANCE") 
Public, kept by Banks in London, Regulations for keeping, laid on Table, 21 ........................... 
Abstract of Public, for 1872, laid on Table by'Speaker, 22................................................... 
Government Savings Banks, laid on Table, 365.................................................................. 

ADDITIONAL (See also "ESTIMATES") :- 
Sitting Day appointed (Monday), 413. 

ADDRESS :- 
IN REPLY TO OPrnmcG SPEECH OF GOVERNOR :- 

Select Comn2ittee appointed to prepare, 3; brought up and red by Clerk, and amendment 
proposed and negatived, 4 ; adopted, 4 ; presented, and reply reported, 5. 

TO THE Q.UEF.N-OCRAN MAIL SEItYICES (Session 1872-3) 
Despatcli in reply to, respecting Terminus of Suez Postal Service, laid on Table, 7 .................. 

ADDRESSES :- 
AlphabeticalRegister of, and Orders for Papers ............................................................... 
Do. do. not being for Papers .................................................................. 
Do. do. and Orders for Papers of former Sessions ....................................... 

ADJOURNMENT 
Or Housz :- 
For Prorogation of Parliament, 566. 
Special, 217, 252, 275, 374, 401, 428, 488, 500, 516, 526, 552. 
For want of Quorum, before commencement of Business, 209, 367, 395. 
Do. ' after do 53, 90, 173, 306, 320, 330, 332, 310, 341, 

K344, 359, 383, 407, 410, 415, 421, 429, 434, 437, 444, 446, 475, 479, 519, 536, 563. . on Division, 53, 90, 306, 482. 
Motion made for, and House counted out, 340, 583. 
Motion made for, and widlidraw,i, 394, 556.' 
Motion made for, and passed, 265, 281, 428, 559. 
Motion made for, and negatived, 32, 40, 57, 76, 91, 06, 116, 122, 126, 133, 137, 158 (2),  159, 162, 
180, 213, 214, 240, 260, 261, 268, 272, 2742  291, 308, 322, 344, 346, 349, 440, 406, 470, 472, 
474, 482, 492,496, 535, 538, 549, 554 (°), 553, 563, 56g. 
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A 
ADJOURNMENT (continued) 
OF DEBATE, 22, 33, 37; 40, 74, 101, 116, 130, 142, 153, 160, 206, 221, 225, 236, 244, 258, 26 

265, 272, 274, 277, 289 (2),  296, 320, 354, 394, 434, 437, 513, 516, 518, 522, 531. 
Motion made for, and negatived, 4, 23, 90, 156, 194, 224, 236, 244, 253, 261, 274, 286, 305, 30 
404, 436, 443, 475, 486, 501, 549. 
Do. and withdrawn, 229. 
Do. and Rouse counted out, 306, 434, 479. 

ADMINISTRATION OF GOVERNMENT :- 
Motion proceeded with (Mr. Parlces) for adoption of Resolutions respecting creation of Departmei 
of Justice and Public Instruction; Attorney General not to be a Member of the .EKecutl, 
Council; and the abolition of the office of Solicitor General, 166; Speaker ruled th: 
action of a preliminary Committee was necessary, 166; motion made (Mr. .Parlces) f 

- Committee of the Whole to consider Resolutions, 166; Rouse in Committee, and Resoli 
tions reported, 170; agreed to, 181. 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE :- 
RULES OF COURT 
Dated 19th May and 8th July, 1873, laid on Table, 2 ....................................................... 
Dated 25th November, 1873; laid on Table, 198 .............................................................. 
Dated 10th December, 1873, laid on Table, 240 ............................................................. 
DIsTRIcT C0ilRTS ACT OF 1858 :- 
Returns under, laid on Table, 2 .................................................................................. 
Ditto,, ditto 555 ............................................................................... 

THE CASE OF HENDERSON:- 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Petitions, Letters, &c., bearing upon, charge of fraudules 
Insolvency, 15; Return to Address, laid on Table, 21 .................................................. 

APPEALS TO THE PJUVY CouNCIL :- 
Circular Despatch respecting, laid on Table, 64................................................................ 
OFFICE OF CHIEF JUSTICE :- 
Letter from Sir James Martin, informing of his acceptance of, read by Speaker, and ordered I 
be entered upon the Records of the House, 131. 

Correspondence relative to, laid on Table, 153 ................................................................ 
APPOINTMENT OF THE CHIEF JUSTICE :- 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) in reference to the Correspondence between the Colonial Secretai 
and Attorney General, 162; Previous Question moved, 162. 

THE COMMISSION OF THE PEACE :- 
Motion made (Mr. Raphael) for Return showing attendances of Magistrates, and names of tho, 
absent from the Colony, and by leave withdrawn, 133. 

CASE OF PATRICK GALLEN :- 
Motion made (Mr. .h'orster) for Correspondence respecting, 105; Return to Order laid on Table, 17 
WALLACE COLDEEY:- 
Petition from, praying for an amendment in the law respecting niprisonment for Debt, presente 
184; ordered to be printed, 188 ............................................................................ 

ATTENDANCES OF MAGISTRATES ON BENCH DuTY :- 
Return showing number of, during 1872, laid on Table, 185 .............................................. 
Hs HONOR JUDGE JOSEPHSON: - 
Motion made (Mr. O'Connor) for Papers and Documents having reference to the charges agains 
made by Simon Belinfante, Esq., 193; Return to Order laid on Table, 288. 

BENCH OF MAGISTRATES, RAYMOND TERRACE :- 
Motion made (Mr. Jacob) for Returns showing Cases dealt with by, in the years 1871, 1872, 187i 
195; Return to Address laid on Table, 240 ............................................................... 

BAILIFFS, SMALL. DEBTS COURTS 
Correspondence respecting remuneration of, at Gosford, Rylstone, and Wollongong, laid on Tabh 
201 ................................................................................................................ 

THE REVEREND CHARLES CURLIEr :- 
Motion made (Mr. .l3urns) for Correspondence and other Documents relating to case of, 217 
Return to Order laid on Table, 228 ......................................... ................................. 

es Petition from, praying for an inquiry into the conduct of Judge Meymott, prented, 313 
orderedto be printed, 315...................................................................................... 

Petition from, respecting his imprisonment for an assumed violation of the Marriage Registratso: 
Act, and praying relief, presented, 322; ordered to be printed, 327 ................................ 

THE CASE OF ROBERT ROBERTS 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for Depositions in, 225; Return to Address laid on Table, 243 ..... 
MR. ERNEST CHARLES DAVIES:- 
Motion made (Mr. J. S. Srnith) for Papers and Correspondence relative to the resignation of, as 
Magistrate of the Colony, 225; Return to Address laid on Table, 22 ............................. 

MR. HENRY TEBBUPT, J.P. :- 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Petitions, Papers, and Correspondence, bearing upon charges o 
corruption made against, 228; Return to Address laid on Table, 274................................ 

MR. J. M. LRTT, J' 
Petition from George Atkinson, complaining of conduct of, presented, 236; ordered to be printed 
240 ................................................................................................................ 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL AND SOLICITOR GENERAL 
Motion made (Mr. .F'orster) for Return of cases prosecuted by, and by leave withdrawn, 253. 
POLICE MAGISTRATE, RAYMOND TERRACE :- 
Correspondence relative to letter written by, to a litigant, laid on Table, 280 .......................... 
THE CASE OF RICHARD STAPLES :- 
Moti,n made (Mr. Buchanan) for Depositions in, 319; Return to Address laid on Table, 326..... 
MATHEWS V. ASHE :- 
Depositions and Correspondence in case of, laid on Table, 339 ............................................ 
CASE OF DR. FREDERICK BEER:- 
Recent correspondence respecting, laid on Table, 365 ........................................................ 
CASE OF PEMBROXE AND OREIDGE 
Amendment moved (lWr. .Forster) on motion for going into Committee of Supply for Minutes and 
Documents having reference to, 366. 

THE OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) respecting position of Attorney General as Grand Jury, 372 
amendment moved and negatived, 372; original question negatived, 372. 
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ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE (continued) :— 
REPORT OF MUDGEE BENCH IN LIvxLE's CASE :— 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for, 378; Return to Address laid on Table, 409......................... 

M'Bninn V. Dvisoie 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Information, Summons, Ac, in the case of, 404; Return to 

Address laid on Table, 488 .................................................................................... 
THE CASE OF G. U. GRIMES:— 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Information, Depositions, Ac., in, 411; Return to Address laid on 

Table, 538 ......................................................................................................... 
AT GuLG0NG:— 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for the Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into, and 

charges against Mr. Tebbutt, J.P., 420; Return to Address laid on Table, 506 .................... 
LIBERATION AND EXILE or PRISONERS :— 
Motion made (Mr. Comber) for Return showing names, &c., of Prisoners whom it is proposed to 

exile or liberate during the next twelve mouths, 461; Return to Address laid on Table, 493... 
GARDINER alias CHRISTIE :— 
Correspondence relating to applications for mitigation of existing sentences passed on, laid on 

Table, 466 .......................................................................................................... 
Correspondence relating to mitigation of sent.ence under former convictions of, laid on Table, 466 
Particulars as to crimes or offences committed by, laid on Table, 506 .................................... 
Minute of His Excellency the Governor, on release of, laid on Table, 566 .............................. 
CAsES or DOOLEY AND EBSERY :— - 
Correspondence respecting, laid on Table, 501 ................................................................... 

PREROGATIVE OF PAND0N 
Despatches and correspondence, laid on Table, 508 ........................................................... 

RELEASE OF PRISONERS:— 
Petition from Bathurst and District, signed by Mayor, on behalf of Public meeting, against pro- 

posed,.presented, 512; ordered to be printed, 516 ...................................................... 
Return showing number of Prisoners released during the five years ending 31st December, 1873, 

irrespective of good conduct regulations, laid on Table, 555............................................. 
CASE OF WILLIAM WATKINS:— 
Papers in the, laid on Table, 566 ..................................................................................... 

MINNIE GORDON 
Explanations of Police, respecting alleged illtreatment oflaid'onTable, 566 ........................... 

ADMINISTRATION OF THE LAND LAW :— 
Motion made (Mr. Gunneen) for Select Committee to consider working of Crown Lands Acts, and 

that Progress Reports, brought up, on 6th August; 1872, and 24th April, 1873, be referred, 15 
leave given to sit during any adjournment of the House, 160; Third Progress Report brought 
up, 563............................................................................................................ 

AD VALOREM DUTIES :— 
Resolution agreed to repealing, 123. 

AGREEMENTS WITH THE BANK OF NEW SOUTH WALES 
For the deposit and management of the Government Moneys in the Colony and in England, laid 

onTable, 228 ..................................................................................................... 
AGRICULTURE AND LIVE STOCK 

Returns of, for the year ending 31st March, 1874, laid on Table, 558 .................................... 
ALBURY 

By-laws of Borough of; laid on Table, 60 ........................................................................ 
ALBTJRY GAOL (See "GAOLER AT ALBURY.") 
ALIENATION OF WATER FRONTAGES IN PORT JACKSON 

Motion made (Mr. Macintosh) for return of, and plan showing, 482. 
ALLEN, GEORGE WIGRAM, ESQUIRE :— 

Seat of, for The Glebe, declared vacant by reason of his acceptance of the office of Minister of 
Justice and Public Instruction, 193; Speaker reports issue and return of Writ, certify-
ing to return of, 214; sworn, 214; return amended from Allan to Allen, 214. 

ALLEN, MR., SHERIFF'S BAILIFF AT MAITLAND :— 
Motion made (Mr. Scholey) for Reports and Correspondence having reference to complaints made 

against, by Mr. John Lavender, 251; Return to Order laid on Table, 354 ........................ 
ALTERATION OF ROAD NEAR MOLONG 

Motion made (Mr. J. S. Smith) for Papers and Correspondence relating to, 267; Return to 
Order laid on Table, 332 ....................................................................................... 

AMENDMENT OF THE CROWN LANDS ALIENATION ACT :— 
Motion made (Mr. Thomas Robertson) respecting, and negatived, 293. 

AMENDMENT OF THE LAND LAWS :— 
Petition from Conditional Purchasers, Ac., Broughton Vale, Wood Hill, and Broger's Creek, 

respecting the alienation and occupation of the Public Lands, presented, 104; ordered to be 
printed, 108......................................................................................................... 

Petition from Electors and Conditional Purchasers in The Hume District, praying for, in certain 
respects, presented, 129 ; ordered to be printed, 133 ................................................... 

ANVIL CREEK COAL MINING COMPANY'S INCORPORATION BILL :— 
Petition praying for leave to bring in, presented, 322; leave given, 327; presented and read 10, 

327; referred to Select Committee, 336; Report brought up, 343; motion made for 2°, and 
debate adjourned, 354; read 2°, committed, reported with amendments, and.Report adopted, 
421; read 3° and sent to Council, 428; returned with amendments, 470; amendments 
agreed to, 493; assent reported, 508......................................................................... 

APPEALS TO THE PRIVY COUNCIL :— 
Circular Despatch, laid on Table, 64 ............................................................................. 

APPLICATIONS FOR SURVEYS OF LANDS :— 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Return showing number of, from 1st January, 1870, to 31st October, 

1873, 162; Return to Order laid on Table, 409............................................................ 
APPOINTMENT OF THE CHIEF JUSTICE :— 

Correspondence relative to, laid on Table, 153 .................................................................. 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) in reference to the Correspondence between the Colonial Secretary 

and Attorney General, 162; Previous Question moved, 162. 
APPOINTMENTS TO THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL :— 

Motion made (Mr. .Forsfer) respecting interference in, by the Secretaryof State or Governor, 319; 
Contingent Notice moved as an amendment, and debate adjourned, 320; Order of the 
Day postponed, 341, 354., 420, 437, 460; amendment negatived, no Tellers for the Noes, 
492; original question put and passed, 492. 
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APPROPRIATION BILL 
Standing Orders suspended, 374; leave given to bring in, presented, and read 10;  read 2°, com 
mitted, reported with amendments, and. Report adopted, 400; read 3° 404; sent to Council, 
405; returned by Council without amendment, 405; speaker draws attention to practice, and 
proper mode and time of presenting Bill for Royal Assent, 405; assent reported, 412. 

ARDILL, JOHN ROCHE 
Petition from, respecting cancellation of tender for, and survey of certain Crown Lands, presented, 
122; ordered to be printed, 130 .............................................................................. 

ARNOLD, THE 110 N. W. M. Esq. (See "SPEAKER.") 
ARTILLERY (See "VOLUNTEERS"; also "PERMANENT ARTILLERY FORCE.") 
ASCHER, EDWARD (See "MEDICAL PROFESSION, THE.") 
ASHFIELD :--- 

Petition from Ratepayers of Municipality of, respecting the filling up of vacancies in the Council 
caused by resignation, presented, 446; ordered to be printed, 447 ................................. 

ASSEMBLY, LEGISLATIVE (See also "ADJOIJRNMENT"; also "ADDRESS"; also "CLERK"; 
also "DIVISIONS" ; also "STANDING ORDERS"; also "SPEAKER") 

Message from Governor, requesting the attendance of, in Legislative Council, 1, 566. 
Pro forrnd Bill read. 1°, 2. 
Opening Speech of Governor reported, 2; Select Committee appointed to prepare Address i 
reply, 3;' Address brought up and read by Clerk, and amendment proposed and negatived, 4; 
reply adopted, 4; presented and answered, 5. 

Prorogation Speech, 566. 
Opening of the Session, 1. 
Proclamation summoning Parliament, read by Clerk, 1. 
Speaker reads Governor's Opening Speech, 2. 
Speaker reports receipt of Commission for Sergeant-at-Arms, 1. 
Speaker lays on Table Abstract of the Public Accounts for 1872, 22 ....................................... 
Speaker lays on Table Minutes of Executive Council, respecting application of balances from one 
headof Service to another, 10 ................................................................................. 

Speaker lays on Table warrant appointing Committee of Elections and Qualifications, 10. 
Speaker reports maturity of warrant, 26. 
Speaker reports issue and return of Writs, 1, 10, 183, 214. 
Speaker's Casting Vote, 527. 
Speaker reports Resionation of Member, 1, 131, 566. 
Speaker's Rulings, 52, 61, 138, 166, 189, 224, 299, 363(2),  405, 413 (dissented. from,) 479, 549, 559 
Speaker informs the House that Clerk has been summoned, 42. 
Speaker presents Bills to Governor for Royal Assent in Council Chamber, 566. 
Question of Privilege, 371. 
Clerk reads Petitions at length, 29, 42, 105, 133, 223, 228, 253, 274, 316, 344. 
Clerk swears Members of Committee of Elections and. Qualifications, 26, 28, 32, 42. 
Members sworn, 19, 193, 214. 
Standing Orders suspended, 52, 137, 257, 284, 308, 374, 555. 
Additional Sitting Day (Monday), 413. 
Precedence of Government Business on Tuesday, 413, 555. 
Sessional Orders passed, 6, 7, 413, 555. 
Richard Driver, Esq., Acting Chairman of Committees of the Whole, 11. 
Richard Driver, Esq., elected Chairman of Committees of the Whole, 11. 
Deputy Speaker's Commission to administer the Oath, 19. 
Contingent Motions, 123, 284, 320, 336, 355, 358, 362, 375. 
Interruptions, 19, 508. 
Orders of the Day discharged, 156, 172, 189, 269, 290, 299, 436 (2),  437, 442, 478, 479. 
Order of the Day lapsed, 53. 
Lapsed Orders of the Day restored, 119, 413, 448, 484. 
Disorderly words used, 233, 363, 549. 
Ballot for Select Committee, 7, 119, 152, 306. 
Leave of absence, to Joseph George Raphael, Esq., 14; Richard Hill, Esq., 32; John Samuel 
Smith, Esq., 42; Joseph Single, Esq., 148; John Nowlan, Esq., 359. 

No Tellers for Division, 84, 118, 119, 156, 308, 355, 366, 372, 375, 434, 437, 492 
No Report from Committee of the Whole, 460. 
No Quorums, 53, 90, 173, 209, 302, 306, 316, 320, 330, 332, 340, 341, 344, 351 (3),  356, 359, 363, 
367, 395, 407, 410, 415, 421, 429 (2),  434, 437, 444, 446, 453, 460, 470, 475, 479, 482, 519, 
536, 563. 

Vacant Seats, 1, 131, 193, 566. 
Recommittal of Bills, 40, 298 (2),  504. 
Sittings after Midnight, 80, 97, 123, 128, 139, 162, 194, 233, 274, 278, 281, 284, 299, 306, 309, 
316, 323, 327, 337, 348, 351, 363, 366, 375, 394, 405, 412, 417, 425, 436, 449, 453, 457, 470, 
501, 549, 555, 563. 

Previous Question, 74, 85, 89, 162, 241. 
Authority given to examine Witnesses at the Bar, 336, 337. 
Petition presented, praying that Counsel may be heard at the Bar, 350; Counsel heard, 474....... 
Votes and Proceedings, 1 to 158 .................................................................................... 
Business undisposed of at the close of the Session ............................................................ 
Weekly Reports of Divisions in Committee of the Whole House, 1 to 33................................. 
Weekly Abstract of Petitions received, 1 to 36 ................................................................. 
General Summary of ditto .......................................................................................... 
Alphabetical Register of Bills ....................................................................................... 
Do. do. Addresses and Orders .................................................................. 

Standing and Select Committees appointed during the Session ............................................. 
Business of the Session ................................................................................................ 
RESTORATION OF SEATS IN CHAMBER TO ORIGINAL STATE :- 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for, 43. 
RESTORATION OF CROSS BENCHES 
Motion made (Mr. Terry) for, 57. 
EXCLUSION OF STRANGERS PROM THE HOUSE : 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) respecting, 118; amendment moved to refer subject to Standing 
Orders Committee, and negatived, 118 ; original question negatived, 118. 

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE - 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) respecting right of Members to question Ministers, and negatived, 371 
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ASSENT TO BILLS 

Reported, 2, 80, 93, 157, 159 (2),  160 (2),  171, 172, 198,223 (2),  243,264, 275, 278, 304 (2),  305, 315, 
319 (2),  332, 335, 399,412, 414 (2),  443, 446,479,496, 508 2),  522 (2),535 (3), 548, 565,566 (3).  

ASSENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL :- 
Speaker draws attention to practice and proper mode of, 405. 

ASSETS (See "BANK.") 
ASTRONOMER (See "OBSERVATORY.") 
ASYLUMS 

List of Directors of Randwick, laid on Table, 322 ............................................................ 
Report on Hospital for Insane, Gladesville, for 1873, laid on Table, 417 ................................. 
Report of Board of Management relative to Expenditure on Government, during 1873, laid on 
Table, 558 ......................................................................................................... 

Statistics of Lunatic, for 1873, laid on Table, 478 ........................................................... 
ATKINSON, GEORGE 

Petition from, complaining of the conduct of Mr. J. M. Lett, J.P., presented, 236; ordered to be 
printed, 240......................................................................................................... 

ATTENDANCES OF MAGISTRATES ON BENCH DUTY:- 
Return showing, during the year 1872, laid on Table, 185 ................................................... 

ATTORNEY GENERAL (See also "ADMINISTRATION OF GOVERNMENT" also "ADMINIS-
TRATION OF JUSTICE") 

Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) respecting position of, as Grand Jury, 372; amendment moved 
respecting functions of, and negatived, 372; original question negatived, 372. 

AUDIT ACT AMENDMENT BILL (See "LAPSED VOTES BILL.") 
AUDIT OFFICE, EXTRA CLERKS:- 

Return ehewing names of, and amounts paid to, laid on TaWe, 50 .......................................... 
AUDITOR GENERAL:- 

Report of, with Public Accounts for 1872, laid on Table by Speaker, 22 ................................. 
AURIFEROUS LEASES IN THE DISTRICT OF GULGONG :- 

Schedule of, laid on Table, 407....................................................................................... 
AUSTRALASIAN AND AMERICAN MAIL STEAM-SHIP COMPANY (See "POSTAL.") 
AUSTRALIAN JOCKEY CLUB BILL 

Petition for leave to bring in, presented (Mr. S. Brown), 36; leave given, 42; presented and read, 10, 
42 ; referred to Select Committee, 46 ; Report brought up, 60; read 2°, committed, reported 
without amendment, and Report adopted, 84; read 3°  and sent to Council, 88; returned 
without amendment, 122; assent reported, 160 ......................................................... 

AUSTRALIAN JOINT STOCK BANK ACT CONTINUATION BILL:- 
Petition for leave to bring in, presented (Mr. Burns), 147; leave given, 152; presented and 
read 1°, 153; referred to Select Committee, 12; Report brought up, 188; read 2°, committed, 
reported without amendment, and Report adopted, 206; read 3° and sent to Council, 213 
returned by Council without amendment, 257; assent reported, 275................................. 

AUSTRALIAN MUTUAL PROVIDENT SOCIETY'S ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
Petition for leave to bring in, presented, 88 (htr. S. Brown) ; leave given, 93 ; presented and 
read 10,  93 ; referred to Select Committee, 112; Report brought up, 137 ; Order of the Day 

- for 2° postponed, 160,163 ; read 2°, committed, reported, and Report adopted, 176; read 3° 
and sent to Council, 181; returned by Council without amendment, 213; assent reported, 
223 .................................................................................................................. 

u,J 

BAILEY, WILLIAM FRANCIS XAVIER, LL.D. 
Petition from, complaining of refusal of Registrar General to grant authority to celebrate 
marriages, and praying to be heard by counsel at the Bar of the House, presented, 42; 
ordered to be printed, 46 ....................................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Papers in the case of, and by leave withdrawn, 359, 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan), for papers respecting claim of, to be placed on the list of Clergymen 
licensed to celebrate marriage, and no Tellers for the Ayes on Division, 372. 

BAILIFF AT MAITLAND, MR. ALLEN, SHERIFF'S :- 
Motion made (Mr. Scholey) for Reports and Correspondence having reference to Complaints made 
against, by Mr. John Lavender, 251; Return to Order laid on Table, 354 ........................ 

BAILIFFS OF SMALL DEBTS COURTS:- 
Correspondence respecting remuneration to, at Gosford, R.ylstone, and Wollongong, laid on Table, 
201 .................................................................................................................. 

BALANCES (See "FINANCE.") 
BALLOT:- 
FoN SELECT AND STANDING COMMITTEES :- 
Sessional Order in reference to, 7. 
On Library Committee, 7. 
On Payment of Duty on Tobacco, 119. 
On Sydney United Omnibus Company's Tramways Bill, 152. 
On Sydney Museum, 306. 

BAMFORD, JAMES BROMLEY :- 
Petition from, relative to dismissal from the Volunteer Force, presented, 64; ordered to be 
printed, 74 ......................................................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Tunics) for Correspondence, &e., having reference to dismissal of, from Artillery 
Force, 172; Return to Address laid on Table, 228 ...................................................... 

BANK :- 
GOVPBNMENT SAVINGS 
Statement of Accounts of, to 31st December, 1873, laid on Table, 365 .................................... 
Posy Oricu SAVINGS :- 
Motion made. (Mr. W. C. Browne) for Return showing particulars respecting, 68; Return to 
Orderlaid on Table, 464 ....................................................................................... 

LIADILITIES AND ASSETS 
General Abstract of Returns of, for 1uarter ended 31st March, 1873, laid on Table, 2 ............... 

Do. do. 30th June, 1873, laid on Table, 2 ............... 
Do. do. 30th September, 1873, laid on Table, 185 ...... 

BARKER, BISHOP (See "BISHOP BARKER.") 
BARNES, PHILLIPS, AND CO., MINERAL SELECTIONS OF 

Motion made (Mr. Macbay) for Correspondence relating to the Claim of, to certain Mineral 
Lands in the Burril Ranges, 19; Return to Order laid on Table, 221 .............................. 
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BAR OF THE HOUSE:- 
Contingent Motion made (Mr. Wearne) and amended on motion for going into Committee of 
Supply, to examine witnesses at, 336, 337. 

Petition praying that Counsel may be heard at, against the the "Sydney Suburban passing of and 
Street Tramways Bill," presented, 350; ordered to be printed, 354; prayer of Petition granted, 
356; Counsel heard, 474 .................................................................................. 

BARON, WILLIAM. HENRY 
Motion made (Mr. J?ocld), for Correspondence respecting abolition of office of, and application for 
compensation for loss of office, 84; Return to Address laid on Table, 199 ........................ Motion made (Mr. .Rodd) to refer Claim of to Select Committee, 237; Petition of Mrs. Isabel 
Baron, and Return to Address referred to Committee, 252. 

BARON MRS. ISABEL 
Petition from, respecting abolition of her husband's office, and praying for relief, presented, 18 
ordered to be printed, 26; referred to Select Committee on " Claim of m Willia Henry 
Baron," 252............................................................................................. 

BARRISTER5 AND ATTORNEYS ADMISSION BILL :- 
Leave given (Mr. B. B. Smith), to bring in, 466, presented and read 1°, 466; read 2°, committed 
and reported with amendments, 504; Report adopted, 507; read 3° and sent to Council, 512; 
returned with amendments, 535. 

BASE LINE AT LAKE GEORGE :- 
Report of the Surveyor General on the completion of, laid on Table, 309 ............................... 

BASE LINE FOR TRIANGULATION OF THE COLONY:- 
Motion made (Mr. Combes) for Correspondence, Documents, &c., relating to, now being measured, 
339. 

BATHURST CATTLE SALE YARDS BILL-(SESSION 1872-3) :-
Petition from Borough Council of Bathurst, for leave to proceed with, presented, 18; presented 
and read 10, 19; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 40; read 2°, committed and reported 
with amendments, 68; Report adopted, 85; read 3° and sent to Council, 89; returned by 
Council without amendment, 137; assent reported, 160. 

BEDELL, W• H. 
Petition from, respecting the disposal of the property of Charles Galonski, a lunatic, presented, 
161; ordered to be printed, 166 ................................................................................. 5 BEER, DR. 

Recent Correspondence respecting the case of, laid on Table, 365 
BELINFANTE, SIMON, ESQUIRE (See" JOSEPHSON, HIS HONOR JUDGE.") 

2 

BELL RIVER, BRIDGE OVER :- 

......................................... 

Motion made (Mr. J. S. Smith), for Committee of the Whole to consider of an Address to the 
Governor, praying for sum to be placed on Supplementary Estimates for construction of, 268; 
Order of the Day postponed, 290, 354, 421, 442. 460, 467, 504, 531. 

BENCH OF MAGISTRATES, RAYMOND TERRACE :- 
Motion made (Mr. Jacob) for Return showing cases dealt with by, in the years 1871, 1872, 1873, 

2 195; Return to Address laid on Table, 240 ................................................................. 
BENSON JOHN,.PETITION OF:- 

BILLS:- 2 
Motion made (Mr. J. S. Smith), for copy of, 530; Return to Order laid on Table, 558 ................

Discharged, 156, 172, 189, 269, 290, 299, 436 (2), 437, 442, 478, 479. 
Assent to, reported, 2, SO, 93, 157, 159 (2), 160 (2), 171, 172, 198, 223 (2), 243, 264, 275, 278, 304 (2), 305, 315, 319 (2), 332, 335, 399, 412, 414 (2), 443, 44.6, 479, 496, 508 (2), 522 (2), 535 (s,), 548, 565, 566 (3). 
Amendment for 2° "this day six months," carried, 145. 
Recommittal of, 40, 298 (2), 504. 
AlphabeticalRegister of ................................................................................................ 

BILOELA INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL 
Motion made (Mr. Macintosh) for Reports, &c., from the Acting Superintendent, and by leave 
withdrawn, 358. 

BINDON, MR. M. B., LATE GAOLER AT ALBURY 
Motion made (Mr. Burns), for documents having reference to removal of, 378. 

BISHOPTHORPE ESTATE CHARGE BILL :- 
Petition presented (Mr. Lad/ecu1) praying for leave to bring in, 166; leave given, 172; l)csented 
and read 1°, 172; referred to Select Committee, 176; Report brought up, 213; read 2° and 
committed, 252; further considered in Committee, 278, 316; no quorum reported, 316; 
Committee resumed, 316 ; reported with amendments, 316 ; contingent notice for recom-mittal negatived, 355 ; Report adopted, 355 ; motion made for 3°, and motion for adjourn-
ment of debate negatived, 443; read 3° and sent to Council, 443; returned without amend. 
ment, of debate, 470; assent reported, 479 ............................................................... 

BISHOPTHORPE ESTATE FUND (See also "BISHOP BARKER.") :- 
5 

Statement shewing amount paid into the Treasury on account of; from 1st January, 1868, to 3lst 
December, 1873, laid on Table, 267 

BISHOPTHORPE ESTATE, THE 5 ............................................................................ 
Motion made (Mr. Wearne), for Returns shewing income of, and amount paid into Consolidated 
Revenue from, 466; Return to Order laid on Table, 536 

BISHOP BARKER (See also "BISHOPTHORPE ESTATE FUND.") :- 5 ............................................... 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Return showing particulars of payments to, 265; Return to 
Order laid on Table, 267 .............................................................................. 

Statement of amount paid to, in addition to income out of the Bishopthorpe Estate, laid on 
Table, 267 ............................................................................................... 

5 

Correspondence relative to leave of absence granted to, in 1862 and 1870, laid on Table, 267 
Return showing date of appointment of, as Bishop Sydney, date 

5 
of and of arrival in the Colony, laidon Table, 267 .......................................................................................... BLACK ROD :- 5 

Usher of, delivers Message from Governor, 1, 566. 
BLAOKWATTLE BAY, RECLAMATION OF 

Motion made (Mr. Lucas) for Committee of the Whole to consider of Address to Governor to 
place sum on Supplementary Estimates for, 371; Order of the Day 421, 347, postponed, 460, 475, 504, 507, 531. 

LACKWATTLE SWAMP, RECLAMATION OF :- 
Plan showing proposed, laid on Table, 260. 
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BLEEK'S DR., RESEARCHES INTO THE BUSHMkN LANGUAGE 
Circular Despatch, laid on Table, 322.............................................................................. 

BLUE BOOK:— 
For the Year 1873, laid on Table, 374 ........................................................................... 

BONDED STORE AT NEWCASTLE, DESTRUCTION BY FIRE OF :- 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 46 ......................................................... 

BORDER DUTIES (See also "CUSTOMS"; also " CONVENTIONS ") :- 
Conventions with Victoria and South Australia relative to Murray River Customs Duties, laid or 

Table, 21........................................................................................................... 
Correspondence respecting retirement of Victoria from Convention, laid on Table, 256............... 
Further Correspondence laid on Table, 293 ..................................................................... 
Petition from Council of Borough of Albury relative to the re-imposition of, presented, 371 

ordered to be printed, 378 ; motion made (Mr. Thomas Robertson) for Committee of the 
Whole to consider Petition, 410; proposed amendment withdrawn and House in Committee 
410; no quorums reported and House counted out, 410 ................................................ 

BORDER DUTIES CONVENTION :- 
Motion made (Mr. aarrett) for Correspondence, Ac., having reference to suspension of, betweer 

New South Wales and Victoria, 193; Return to Order laid on Table, 214 ........................ 
BRANDS REGISTRATION ACT :- 

Correspondence relative to transfer of duties under, froi Registrar General's Department tc 
Department of Chief Inspector of Stock, laid on Table, 566 .......................................... 

BRANDS REGISTRATION ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
Motion made (Mr. .Farnell) for leave to bring in 122; presented and read 1°, 144; Order of the 

Day for 2° postponed, 202, 217, 233; Order of the Day discharged and Bill withdrawn, 437. 
BRANDS REGISTRATION AMENDMENT BILL :- 

Received from Council and read 1°, 470; read 2°  and committed, 486; further considered in Com-
mittee and reported with amendments, 488; Report adopted, 498; read 3°, 505; returned 
with amendments, 506 ; amendments agreed to, 516; assent reported, 535. 

BRIDGES :- 
BIIEDRO BRIDGE :- 

Motion made (Mr. Rodd) for Correspondence, Ac., respecting Mr. Hannaford's claim in con-
struction of, 84; Return to Order laid on Table, 199 ................................................... 

OVER THE BELL RIVER:— 

Motion made (Mr. J. S. Smith) for Committee of the Whole to consider of an Address to the 
Governor, to place sum on Supplementary Estimates for construction of, 268; Order of the 
Day postponed, 290, 354, 421, 442, 460, 467, 504, 531. 

OVER KARUAR RIVER :- 
Motion made (Mr. Rit:patricic) for Correspondence having reference to application for, by inhabitante 

of Booral, 253; Return to Order laid on Table, 332 .................................................... 
OVER PARRAMATTA RIVER :- 

Motion made (Mr. .Forster) respecting construction of, in the neighbourhood of Gladesviile, and 
to be available for connection with the Railway, and by leave withdrawn, 105. 

UNION, OVER THE RIVER MURRAY:-  

Petition from Mayor and Aldermen of Albury, complaining of the collection of Tolls on, presented, 
415; ordered to be printed, 420 .............................................................................. 

BUNGOWANNAR, PUBLIC SCHOOL AT:- 
Petition from residents, praying for erection of on more available site, presented, 497. 

BURNS, JAMES, LATE RAILWAY STATION MASTER AT EAST MAITLAND 
Motion made (Mr. Forster) for Correspondence having reference to removal of, 19; Return to 

Orderlaid on Table, 199 .................................................................................... 
BURROWA POST AND TELEGRAPH OFFICE 

Motion made (Mr. Hos/cins) for Correspondence respecting site of, 466. 
BTJRWOOD AND HOMEBUSH RAILWAY STATIONS 

Return to Order (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 2 ............................................................ 
BUSHMAN LANGUAGE :- 

Circular Despatch respecting Dr. Bleek's researches into, laid on Table, 322 ............................ 
BUSINESS :- 

DAYS:— 

Sessional Orders passed, 6, 7, 413, 555. 
Hour of Meeting, 6. 
Additional Sitting Day, 413. 

PRECEDENCE OP GOVERNMENT 

Motion made (Mr. Par/ces), for, on Tuesday, 555. 
Or THE Ssssio 
Return showing ......................................................................................................... 

UNDI5P05ED OF, AT THE CLOSE OP THE SESSION :— 
Returnshowing ......................................................................................................... 

BUTCHERS, SUNDAY TRADING BY (See "SUNDAY TRADING.") 
BY-LAWS:- 

OF UNIVERSITY OP SYDNEY 
Laidon Table, 503...................................................................................................... 
Sr. ANDREW'S COLLEGE :- 
Within the University of Sydney, laid on Table, 109 ......................................................... 
Sr. PAUL'S COLLEGE :- 
Laid on Table, 260 

PUBLIC VEHICLES REGULATION ACT OP 1873 
Laid on Table, 2, 50, 180, 198, 228, 362, 446, 452, 549 ...................................................... 

UNDER MUNICIPALITIES ACT :- 
Nowra Free Libry, laid on Table, 446 ........................................................................... 
Numba Free Library, laid on Table, 446 ........................................................................ 
Prospect and Sherwood, laid on Table, 2, 60..................................................................... 
Shellharbour, do. 2,109 .............................................................. 
Leichhardt, do. 2 ..................................................................... 
Windsor, do. 2 ..................................................................... 
Albury, do. 60 ..................................................................... 
Liverpool, do. 80 ..................................................................... 
Numba, do. 109 ..................................................................... 
Parramatta, do. 180 ..................................................................... 
Kiama, do. 180 ..................................................................... 
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BY-LAWS (continued) : - 
5 37 Mudgce, laid on Table, 180 ......................................................................................... 
5 43 
5 45 
5 47 

Graft,on, do. 180 ......................................................................................... 

5 49 

Tenterfield, do. 185 ......................................................................................... 
Petersham, do. 216 .......................................................................................... 

5 51 
iRedfern, do. 228 ......................................................................................... 
Nowra, . do. 299 ......................................................................................... 
Penrith, do. 362 ....................................................................................... 5 55 

5 
. 

53 
5 57 

BY-LAWS, METROPOLITAN TRANSIT COMMISSIONERS 

Waterloo, do.. 362 ........................................................................................ 
HillEnd, do. 427 ........................................................................................ 

Motion made (ilfr. TdnI's) respecting those omitted by the Goyernnient when submitted for 
5 765 confirmation, 119; Return to Order laid on Table, 228 .............................................. 

BYRON RUN:- 
Petition from Farmers, &c., District of Inverell, respecting Reserve No. 123 on, presented, 358; 

orderedto be printed, 371 .................................................................................. 3 1007 

C 

CAB-HIRE 
Motion made (Mi-. Garrett) disapproving of the paymert for, for Colonial Treasurer, and 

Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, and negatived, 449. 
CAMPBELL, MR. JOHN ARCHIBALD 

Petition from, respecting the abstraction of a registration of a Deed, presented, 343 ; ordered 
5 085 tobe printed, 347 .............................................................................................. 

Petition from, respecting professional services rendered to the Police Force, presented, 399; 
5 987 

CAMPBELLTOWN RESERVOIR BETTER PRESERVATION BILL :- 
ordered to be printed, 407........................................................................................

Motion made (Mi-. Farnell) for leave to bring in, 50; presented and read 1°, 144; Order of the 
Day for 2°  postponed, 202, 217, 233, 248, 261, 274, 284, 298, 327, 351, 362, 399, 404; 
Order of the Day discharged, and Bill withdrawn, 436. 

Petition from Thomas Chippindall, respecting, presented, 326; ordered to be printed, 329 5 051 
CAMPBELLTOWN RESERVOIR BETTE' R PRESERVATION BILL (No. 2):- 

Received from Council and read 1°, 456; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 479, 513, 545, 551. 
CASINO, CLERK OF PETTY SESSIONS AT (See "CROWN LA.NDS," also "STRATFORD, MR. 

H. E.") 
CASINO, LAND REVENUE RECEIPTS (See also "RICHMOND RIVER") :- 

Return showing from 1st January, 1872, to 30th June, 1873, laid on Table, 260...................... 5 995 
CASTING VOTE :- 

Of Speaker, 527. 
CATARACT AND NEPEAN RIVERS 

94 
CENSUS OF 1871 :- 

4 429 

Extract from daily record of water runnin" into, laid on Table, 137 .....................................5 

CHAIRMAN:- . 
Report of the Registrar General on the Statistical results of, laid on Table, 32 ......................... 

Or COM2XII°TEES or PHFJ WHOLE Hous :- 
Richard Driver, Esq., acting for the day, 11. 
Election of Richard Driver, Esq., 11. 
Commission for, to administer Oath to Members, reported, 19. 
Points of Order reported by, 138, 189, 299, 362, 363, 559. 
Reports no Quoi.um in Committee of the Whole, 173(2),  302, 316, 351(2),  356, 363, 407, 410(3), 
415, 429, 440, 442, 453, 460, 470. 

Reports no quorum in Committee of Supply, 351(e), 363. 
Reports disorderly words, 233, 363. 
OF SELECT CoSSerITTEE ON PRIVATE BILL 
Vote of (Sessional Order), 7• 

CHAMBER (See "ASSEMBLY," also "CROSS BENCHES.") * 
CHANNELS NEAR SOW AND PIGS SHOAL 

3 453 
CHARITIES COMMISSION:- 

First Report of (Sydney Infirmary), laid on Table, 26........................................................... 6 

Further Return to Order laid on Table (Session 1872-3), 527 .............................................. 

Second Report of, laid on Table, 501 .............................................................................. 6 
CHIEF JUSTICE, OFFICE OF (See also "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE") 

Letter from Sir James Martin, informing of his acceptance of, read by Speaker, and ordered to be 

. 

ent ered' upon the Records of the House, 131. 
2 247 Correspondence relative to the appointment of, laid on Table, 153...........................................

Motion made (2t&. .Thcclianan) in reference to Correspondence between the Colonial Secretary and 
Attorney Genera], 162; Previous Question moved, and negatived, 162. 

CHIPPINDALL THOMAS :- 
Petition from, respecting operation of the Campheiltown Reservoir better Preservation Bill 

5 951 
CHURCH AND SCHOOL ESTATES FUND :- 

presented, 326; ordered to be printed, 329 .............................................................. 

Return in reference to InvesLnieut of, laid on Table, 77 ....................................................5 
m Motion made (Sir Jaes Martin) disapproving of investment of £90,000 in the purchase of 

.  
651 

Funded Stock, aud negatived, 89. 
CHURCH AND SCHOOL LENDS :- 

Motion made (Ms- Buchanan) for return showing number of acres sold since 1st May, 1872, 372. 
Motion made (]W-. Steseast) for return showing area and distribution of proceeds of ssle of arcs 
granted to religious denominations, and sums paid for support of Schools and Cle;-gymeu, 

5 653 506; Return to Order (in part) laid on Table, 566 .................................................... 
Ms- Motion made (. Buchanan) respecting the paying of money, the proceeds of sale of, to any 

. 

of the different religious sects, and House counted out, 519. 
Paper respecting alienated and unalienated, laid, on Table, 566 .......................... .................5 655 
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CIRCULAR OF THE COUNCIL OF EDUCATION (See also "EDUCATION") 

Motion made (Mr.IV. C. Browns) for Return showing particulars of Examinations of Teachers 
5 569 

Motion made (Mr. Barns) for Reports of Inspectors, and Correspondence respecting, of 14th Sep- 
tember, 1871, 492; Return to Order laid on Table, 555 ................................................ 

5 575 
CIRCULAR QUAY (See also "WHARF ACCOMMODATION, SYDNEY HARBOUR," also 

"RAILWAYS.") 

under, of 14th September, 1871, 526; Return to Order laid on Table, 566 ......................... 

Contingent motion moved (Mr. Watson) on motion for going into Committee of.Ways and Means 
respecting Contract for letting, and by leave withdrawn, 123. 

3 419 
CIRCULARS TO SURVEYORS AND RUN APPRAISERS 

3 883 

Letter of J. Musson & Co. in reference to improvement of, laid on Table, 519.............................

CITIES, TOWNS, AND VILLAGES RESERVES DECLARED (See "CROWN LANDS.") 
Respecting Residence on Free Selections and Crown Run Appraisements, laid on Table, 536 .........

CITY FUND 
Correspondence between Town Clerk and Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, in reference to 

5 69 
CITY PROPERTIES LEASING AND IMPROVING ACT AMENDMENT BILL:— 

Endowment of £10,000, laid on Table, 475 .................................................................. 

Motion made (Mr. .Farnell) for leave 4o bring in, 347; presented, and read 1°, 354; Order of 
the Day for 2°  postponed, 374, 399, 404; Order of the Day discharged and Bill withdrawn, 
436. 

CIVIL SERVICE 
MRS. IsAL BARoN:— 
Petition from respecting abolitipn of her husband's office, presented, 18; ordered to be printed, 26; 

2 407 WILLIAM HENRY BARON 
referred to Select Committee on "Claim of William Henry Baron," 252 ............................. 

tions for compensation for loss of office, 84; Return to Address, laid on Table, 199; claim of, 
referred to Select Committee, 237; Petition of Mrs. Isabel Baron, and Return to Address, 

Motion made (Mr. .Rocid) for Correspondence, Ac., respecting abolition of office of, and applica- 

referred to Committee, 252 ...................................................................................... 
QUARTERS, Ac., FOIl PUBLIC OFFIcERs 

2 409 

2 399 THE RAILWAY DEPARTMENT 
Further and Final Return (Session 1872), laid on Table, 36 .............................................

Motion made (Gaptain Onslow) respecting evidence given by Mr. Moody, Mr. Byrnes, and the 
Honorable Mr. Sutherland, before the Select Committee on the Civil Service, Session 1872-3, 
and negatived, 30. 

MOODY MR. ROBERT 
Motion made (C'apt,eia Onslow) for Papers and Correspondence relating to removal of from office 

EXTRA CLERKS, AUDIT OFFICE :— 
3 657 as Railway Traffic Managei-, 7; Return to Address laid on Table, 199................................. 

2 
CERTAIN APPOINTMENTS ise 405 
Amendment moved respecting (Mr. Garrett) on motion for resumption of Committee of Ways 

Return showing names of; and amounts paid to, laid on Table, 50...........................................

and Means, and negatived, 113. 
EXAMINATIONS :— 
Motion made (C'aptain Onslow) for Return showing particulars of, 202; Return to Order laid on 
Table, 417 ........................................................................................................... 

MRS. MARY LANE :— 
2 423 

Petition from, praying for relief, presented, 232; ordered to be printed, 236 ............................. 2 417 DEPARTMENTS OF THE TREASURY AND POST OFFICE :— 
Motion made (Jl&. Garrett) for Return showing particulars of Appointments in, 336; Return to 

MRS. FINCH, WIDOW OF THE LATE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS :— 
2 419 

Orderlaid on Table, 339 ...................................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Abbott) for Committee of the Whole, to consider of Address to the Governor 
for sum to be placed on the Supplementary Estimates as a gratuity to, 434; Motion made 
for adjournment of debate, and House counted out, 434; Motion again made, 448; House 
in Committee, and resolution reported, 460; agreed to, 475. 

CLAIM OF MR. JAMES TWADDELL :— 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for documents connected with the arbitration on, 399; Return to 

CLAIM OF MR. STEPHEN SCHOLEY :— 
4 73 

Orderlaid on Table, 420 ...................................................................................... 

'It[otion made (Mr. Caaneen) for adoption of Report of Select Committee of Session 1872-3, 19. 
Petition from Joseph Eckford respecting re-imbursement for certain losses sustained by Mr. 
Scholey presented, 52; ordered to be printed, 57 

CLAIM OF WILLIAM HENRY BARON (See "CIVIL SERVICE.") 
3 545 

CLAIMS AGAINST GOVERNMENT BILL 

......................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. .Forter) for leave to bring in, 216. 
CLERK:— 

OF LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 
Reads Proclamation on Assembling of Parliament, 1. 
Summoned to produce Papers at Gulgong relative to the Mudgee election, 42. 
Reads Address in reply to Opening Speech, 3. 
Reads Petitions at length, 29, 42, 105, 133, 223, 228, 253, 274, 316, 344. 
Swears Members of Committee of Elections and Qualifications, 26, 28, 32, 42. 
Amends Return on the Glebe Writ from Allan to Allen, 214. 
Reads Papers in the case of Captain Rossi, 221. 

CLERK OF PETTY SESSIONS, CASINO (See "CROWN LANDS.") 
CLEVELAND-STREET FORMATION BILL 

Motion made (Mr. Sutherland) for Committee of the Whole, to consider propriety of bringing in, 
505; Order of the Day postponed, 513, 522; Message No. 51 from Governor recommending 
provision for, 526 ; Message referred to Committee, House in Committee, and Resolution 

ment, 565 ; presented by Speaker to Governor for Royal Assent in Council Chamber, and 

agreed to, 527; presented and read. 1°, 527 ; read 2°, committed, reported without amend-
ment,and Report adopted, 544; read 30  and sent to Council, 551 ; returned without amend- 

COAL FIELDS :— 3 645 
assentedto, 566 .............................................................................................. 

Report of Examiner of, an Reports of Inspector of Collieries on Coal and Kerosene Shale 
Mines, laid on Table, 18 ........................................................................................... 709 
655-B 
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COAL MINES REGULATION BILL 
MotiOn made (Mr. Parnell) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 122; 
House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 126; Order of the Day for 2°  postponed, 181, 
217, 233, 257, 274, 296, 327, 351, 362, 399, 404, 513. 

COHEN'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
Petition for leave to bring in, presented (Mr. Burns), 104.; leave given to bring in, 112; 
presented and read 1°, 112; referred to Select Committee, 118; Report brought up, 129; 
read 2°, committed, reported without amendment, and Report adopted, 146; read 3° and 
sent to Council, 148; returned by Council with an amendment, 198; amendment agreed to, 
206 ; assent reported, 223 ..................................................................................... 

COLDREY, WALLACE 
Petition from, in Darlinghurst Gaol, praying for an amendment of the Law respecting Imprison-
ment for Debt, presented, 184; ordered to be printed, 188............................................. 

COLEMAN, ROBERT 
Petition from, alleging that he received bodily injuries while performing his duties as a Gunner in 
the New South Wales Artillery, and praying consideration of his case, presented, 199; 
orderedto be printed, 206....................................................................................... 

COLLIERIES 
Report of luspoctor laid on Table, 18 ........................................................................... 

COMMISSION :.- 
Reception of Deputy Speaker's, to administer the Oath, reported, 19. 

COMMISSION OF THE PEACE, THE :- 
Motion made (Mr. Raphael) for Return showing attendances of Magistrates, and by leave with- 
drawn, 133. 

COMMISSION ON PUBLIC CHARITIES :- 
First Report of (Sydney Infirmary), laid on Table, 26 ...................................................... 
Second Report of, laid on Table, 501 .............................................................................. 

COMMISSIONERS FOR AFFIDAVITS BILL'— 
Received from Council, and read 1°, 260; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 284; read 2°, 
committed, and reported with amendments, 286; amendment moved for re-committal of 
Bill, and debate adjourned, 296; re-committed for re-consideration of clause 1, reported 2° 
with a further amendment, and report adopted, 298; read 3° and returned, 310; Assembly's 
amendments agreed to, 323; assent reported, 335. 

COMMITTEE 
Or SUPPLY :- 
Days for Resumption of. (Sessional Order), 6. 
No Quorum reported in 351 (3),  363. 

OF WAYS AND MEANS 
Days for Resumption of (Sessional Order), 6. 

SELECT 
In reference to balloting for (Sessional Order), 7. 

11 Chairman's Vote in, on Private Bills, 7. 
Ballot for, 7, 119, 152. 

OF ELECTIONS AND QUALIFICATIONS :- 
Appointed, 10. 
Maturity of Warrant reported, 26. 
Members sworn, 26, 28, 32, 42. 
LIBRARY - 
Appointed by Ballot (Sessional Order), 7. 
REFRESRIEEXT Roosr 
Appointed (Sessional Order), 7. 
STANDING ORDERS 
Appointed (Sessional Order), 7. 
OF THE WROLE:- 
Temporary Chairman, 11. 
Election of Richard Driver, Esq., as Chairman of 11; Commission to administer Oath, 19. 
No report from, 400. 
No Quorum in, reported, 173(2),  302, 316, 351 (3),  356, 363, 407,410 (3),  415, 429,442,453, 460,470. 

STANDING AND SELECT, APPOINTED DURING THE SESSION:- 
Returnshowing ......................................................................................................... 

COMMON (See "FIELD OF MARS COMMON.") 
COMMON LODGING HOUSES BILL 

Motion made (Mr. Hos/cilis) for Committee of the Whole, to consider propriety of bringing in, 
145; Order of the Day postponed, 160; House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 176; 
presented and read 10, 176; Order of the Day for second reading postponed, 225, 252, 289, 
354, 421; Order of the Day discharged, and Bill withdrawn, 442. 

COMMONS REGULATION ACT :- 
Petition from Henry Moss, Mayor of the Municipal Council of Nowra, praying for repeal of a 
portion of; presented, 371 ; ordered to be printed, 399 ................................................ 

COMMUNISTS :- - 
Despatch on Transportation of, to New Caledonia, laid on Table, 1 ...................................... 

COMPANIES BILL:— 
Received from Council and read 1°, 298; read 2°, and committed, 341; House again in 
Committee, reported with amendments and Report adopted, 354; Order of the Day post-
poned, 460, 475 ; motion made for 3°, and Bill recommitted, 504; reported 2° with further 
amendments, and Report adopted, 504; read 3° and returned, 507; amendments agreed 
to, 516; assent reported, 548. 

COMPENSATION TO REV. D. M'GUINN (See "M'GUINI.") 
CONDITIONAL PURCHASES (See "CROWN LANDS.") 
CONFERENCE OF THE OFFICERS OF THE MARINE DEPARTMENTS OF THE AUSTRA-

LASIAN COLONIES :- 
Report of, laid on Table 109 ....................................................................................... 

CONFERENCE, MUNICIPAL 
Report from, on the Financial Position of Municipalities, laid on Table, 185; referred to Select 
Committee on "Working of Municipalities," 188......................................................... 

CONSERVATION OF WATER BY ARTIFICIAL MEANS (See "WATER SUPPLY REGULA-
TION BILL.") 

CONSOLIDATEI) REVENUE FUND BILL 
Ordered, on motion of Mr. G. A. Lloyd, to be brought in, 127; read 1°, 127; Standing Orders 
suspended, 137; read 2°, committed, reported without amendment, Report adopted, read 3° 
and sent to Council, 138; returned by Council without amendment, 153; assent reported, 157. 

1053 

353 

67 
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CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND BILL (No. 2):- 
Standing Orders suspended to allow of Bill passing through all its stages in one day, 257; leave 
given to bring in, presented, and read 10,  read 2°, committed, reported with an amendment, 
Report adopted, read 3° and sent to Council, 258; returned by Council without amendment, 
260; assent reported, 264. 

CONSOLIDATED -REVENUE FUND BILL (No. 3):- 
Standing Orders suspended to allow of Bill passing through all its stages in one day, 308 ; pre- 
sented audread 1°, read 2°, committed, reported, Report adopted, read 3° and sent to Council, 
309; returned without amendment, 313 ; assent reported, 315. 

CONTINGENT MOTIONS 
Ways and Means, 123. - 
Electoral Act Amendment Bill, 284. 
Appointments to the Legislative Council, 320. 
Supply, 336, 362 (dropped), 375. 
Bishopthorpe Estate Charge Bill, 355. 
Discovery of Gold in New South Wales, 358. 

CONTRACTS FOR GOVERNMENT WORKS :- 
Motion made (Mr. Wearne) for -Return of, the time for completion of which expired between 
30th Jane, 1872, and 1st May, 1874, 466. 

CONTRACTS FOR PROVISIONS AND FORAGE 
Motion made (Mr. .Z'orster) for Return giving particulars of, entered into by the Government, 105. 

CONTRACTS FOR THE NEW GENERAL POST OFFICE :- 

CONTRACTS FOR PUBLIC WORKS 
2 1063 

Motion made (Mr. Lucas) respecting agreement.s where contract time is exceeded, 448; proposed 

Return showing, laid on Table, 536...................................................................................

amendment and original question negatived, 448. 
CONYENTION, POSTAL 

Between the United States and New South Wales, laid on Table, 339 ...................................... 
Between the Colonial Government of New South Wales and the Hawaiian Kingdom, laid on 

2 1001 
Table, 455 ............................................................................................................ 

CONVENTIONS WITH VICTORIA AND SOUTH AUSTRALIA RELATIVE TO MURRAY 
2 1003 

RIVER CUSTOMS DUTIES :- - 

2 889 
2 899 Further correspondence laid on Table, 293 ..................................................................... 2 901 

Laidon Table, 21 ......................................................................................................... 

COOPER, WALTER HAMPSON, ESQUIRE 

Correspondence respecting retirement of Victoria from Convention, laid on Table, 256................

Speaker reports issue and return of Writ certifying return of; as a Member for East Macquarie, 183: 
Sworn as a Member for East Macquarie, 193. 

COUNCIL (See "LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.") 
COUNCIL OF EDUCATION (See also "EDUCATION"):- 

Report of, on Public Schools for 1873, laid on Table, 455 .................................................... 
Report of, on Certified Denominational Schools for 1873, laid Table, 

5 265 

COUNSEL AT BAR OF THE HOUSE 5 373 on 455 ............................ 

Petition praying that Counsel may be heard at the Bar of the House against the passing of the 
Sydney and Suburban Street Tramways Bill, presented, 350; ordered to be printed, 354; 
prayer of Petition granted, 358; Counsel heard, 474 ................................................... 

COUNT OUT (See "ADJOURNMENT.") 
3 561 

COURT HOUSE AND POLICE QUARTERS, WEST MAITLAND 
2 267 Correspondence respecting purchase of premises for, laid on Table, 205 .................................. Motion made (Mr. Jo/us ./?obertson) disapproving of conduct of Government in the matter of the 

purchase of; and negatived, 281. 
COURT HOUSE AT GTJNDAROO :- 

Motion made (Mr. .Forster) for Correspondence having reference to erection of new, 535. 
CRANE, JOHN 
- Petition from, as Chairman of Public Meeting, praying that the name of the proposed new 

Electorate may be " Warialda" instead of "The Gwydir," presented, 409 ; ordered to be 

CREER, MR. JOSEPH :- - 
2 365 printed, 411 ................................................................................................. 

Petition from, respecting losses sustained by fire at Newcastle, presented, 285; ordered. to be 
printed, 288.......................................................................................................

CRIMINAL LAW CONSOLIDATION AND AMENDMENT BILL 
5 1003 

Motion made (Mr. Butler) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 10; 
House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 15; presented and read 1°, 15; motion made 
for 2° and debate adjourned, 22; read 2° and 26; House committed, again in Committee, 37, 
46, 50, 61, 65; Order of the Day postponed, 127, 138, 153, 156, 167, 181, 202, 217, 233, 
257, 296, 336, 348, 366, 378, 404, 513. - 

CRONIN, WILLIAM 
Petition from, respecting loss of gold, presented, 301 ; ordered to be printed, 313 ...................... CROOKEIAVEN RIVER:- - 

4 749 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3) laid on Table, 2 ............................................................. CROSS BENCHES 3 439 
Motion made (Mr. Terry) for restoration of, 57. 

CROWN LANDS (See also "GOLD FIELDS"; also, "MINERAL LEASES") :- 
WATER Supp'y:- 
Abstract of; reserves from Sale for preservation of, laid on Table, 21, 88, 141, 213, 265, 297, 322, 
400, 446, 512, 563 ................................................................................................. 

RELIGIOUS AND PUDLIC Punrosxs :- - 
3 753 to 788 

Abstract of; authorized to be dedicated to, laid on Table, 36, 88, 141, 213, 265, 322, 409, 506, 512, 

- CITIES TOWNS AND VILLAGES : - 
3 789to808 563 .................................................................................................... 

3 809 to 816 JOHN ROCIIEARDILL, PETITION OF:- - 
Abstract of Sites for declared, laid on Table, 21, 141, 265, 322 ........................................... 

Relative to survey of certain Crown Lands and cancellation of Tender, presented, 122; ordered 
to be printed, 130 ................................................................................................ 

PETITION OF JAdES TWADDELL :- - 
3 885 

Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Committee of the Whole to consider the recommendations of the 
Report of the Select Committee brought up on 17th March, 1873, 28; Order of the Day,  post-
poned, 40; House in Committee and Resolution reported, 116; agreed to, 119. 

Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for documents connected with arbitration, 399; Return to Order 
laidon table, 420 ............................................................................................... 
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CROWN LANDS (continued) 
LEASEHOLDEI1S OF, PATRICK'S PLAINS 

3 821 
ADIIINrsTRATIOse OF THE LAND LAW :

(Mr. Motion made (. Cussneen), for Select Committee to consider working of Crown Lands Acts 
and that. Progress Reports brought up on 6th August, 1872. and 24th April, 1873, be 
referred, 15 ; leave given to sit during any adjournment of the House, 160; Third Progress 

3 891 

Return to Order (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 36 .......................................................... 

RF.GULATI0NS UNDER Acrs OF 1861 AND 1873:— 
3 817 

TURNER'S AND SHARP'S LAND SELECTIONS 
Motion made (Mr. Lucas), for Applications, Minutes, Reports, &e., having reference to, 42; 

Laidon Table, 10 ........................................................................................................ 

4 785 Return to Order, laid on Table, 201 ......................................................................... 
"DUMMY" SELECTIONS 
Petition from Free Selectors, &c., Tumbleton Creek, respecting, presented, 45; ordered to be 

3 829 
Motion made (Mr. Baker), respecting checking of; and Legislative action to remedy system of; 
89; Previous Question moved, 89. 

Report brought up, 563 ......................................................................................... 

AMENDMENT OF THE LAND LAWS :— - 

3 831 
Petition from Electors and Conditional Purchasers in The Hume District, praying for, in certain 

printed, 50 .......................................................................................................... 

tion of the Public Lands, presented, 104; ordered to be printed, 108 ............................... 

3 833 particulars, presented, 129; ordered to be printed, 133 ................................................. 
RESERVES ON ROAD PROM WILLOW TREE TO NARRABRI 
Motion made (.11ti. Danger) for Return showing number and extent of, 105; Return to Order laid 
onTable, 137 ....................................................................................................... 3 1009 

FAST MAITLAND RESERVE :- 
Motion made (Mr. Sc/ioleij) for accounts of trustees from 1st January, 1861, to 1st November, 

3 1003 
CONDITIONAL PURCHASES :— 

3 835 
Motion made (ilL'. Thomas Robertson) and amended, for Return showing balances of, paid and 
not paid, 224. 

1873, 145; Return to Order laid on Table, 260 .......................................................... 

GRANTS OF LAND TO INHABITANTS OF SYDNEY 

ary, 1872, 112; Return to Order laid on Table, 236....................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Macintosh), for orders and proclamations for, in the years 1810 and 1811, 

Petition from Conditional Purchasers, &c., Bronghton Vale, respecting the alienation and occupa- 

3 843 
APPLICATIONS POii SURVEY OP LANDS 

162; Return to Order, laid on Table, 260 ................................................................. 

Motion made (Mr. Garrett), for Return showing number of, from 1st-January, 1870, to 31st October, 
1873, 162; Return to Order, laid on Table, 409 .......................................................... 3  881 

CLERK OF PETTY SESSIONS AND LAND AGENT, CASINO:— 

Motion made (Mr. Danqar), for Return showing number of, declared forfeited since the 1st Janu- 

Charges of neglect made against, laid on Table, 188............................................................. 3 869 
Motion made (Mr. Bawden.) respecting, 240; Return to Order (in part) laid on Table, 374.......... 3 873 
RESERVES ON ROAD PROM WOLLOMNI TO WISEMAN'S FERRY 
Motion made (Mr. Cussneess), for Return shewing number and extent of, 188; Return to Order 

3 1011 
LAND REVENUE RECEIPTS, CASINO 
Return showing, from 1st January, 1872, to 30th June, 1873, laid on Table, 260 ...................... 5 995 

PETITION OF J0MN ROBARDS 
Motion made (Mr. J. S. Smith), for Committee of the Whole to consider, ordered to be printed 
4th March, 1873, 271; Order of the Day postpened, 290,354, 442, 460; House in Committee 

laid on Table, 213 ................................................................................................. 

and leave obtained to sit again, 460. 
GOVERNMENT LAND SOLD DY AUCTION :— 
Motion made (Mr. Cieed), for Return showing number of acres during each of the three years, 
the last ending 31st December, 1873, 280. 

AMENDMENT 0F THE CROWN LANDS ALIENATION ACT 
Motion made (Mr. Thomas Robertson), respecting, and negatived, 293. 
JOACHIM CONDITIONAL PURCHASES:— 
Motion made (Mr. Hap), for Correspondence and Minutes in reference to the, 305; Return to Order 

3 847 
WILLIAM DUNN :— 

3 887 
RESERVE ON BYRON RUN 
Petition from Farmers, &c., District of Inverell, respecting Reserve No. 123 on, presented, 358; 

3 1007 

laidon Table, 447 ................................................................................................. 

RESERVES IN THE TOWN OF SYDNEY:— 

Petition from, relative to a grant of land, presented, 349; ordered to be printed, 356 ................ 

Motion made (Mr. Macintosh) for return of, made by Governor Darling in 1829, 399. 

ordered to be printed, 371 ..................................................................................... 

CLAIM OF Mn. JAMES TWADDELL:— 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for doenments connected with the Arbitration on, 309; Return to 

4 739 Order laid on Table, 420 ........................................................................................ 
CONDITIONAL PURCHASES IN RICHMOND RIVER DISTRICT :- 
Motion made (Mr. .Forster) for Telegrams, Correspondence, &c., having reference to, 411. 
CONDITIONAL PURCHASES IN THE DISTRICT OF THE PATERSON :— 
Motion made (Mr. Burns) for Correspondence in reference to the conflicting claims of Messrs. 
Macnamara and Holden, 516. 

Mn. THOMAS GORDON GIBBONS DANGAR :— - 
Petition from, respecting deprivation of portion of certain Runs, presented, 452; ordered to be 
printed,  456.......................................................................................................... 3 889 

CInCULARS TO SURVEYORS AND RUN APPRAISERS 
Respecting residence on Free Selections and Crown Run Appraisements, laid on Table, 536 3 883 

CURREY, THE REVEREND CHARLES R. 
Motion made (Mr. Burns), for Correspondence and other documents relating to the case of, 217; 
Return to Order laid on Table, 228............................................................................ 5 635 

Petition from, praying for an inquiry into the conduct of Judge Meymott, presented 313 
5 633 Ordered to be printed, 315 ..................................................................................... 
5 631 Petition from, respecting his imprisonment, presented, 322; ordered to be printed, 327 ............. 

CUSTOMS 
SEIZURE AT ALBURY AND WAGGA WAGGA:— 
i4ct-urn to Order (e,ion 1872-3) laid on Table, 10 .......................................................... 2 825 
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CUSTOMS (onthiued) 
Fun CASES OF W. J. STEERE AND JOHN QUINN:— 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3) laid on Table, 29 ........................................................ 

CONVENTIONS WITH VICTORIA AND SOUTH AUSTRALIA 

Relative to Murray River Duties, laid on Table, 21 ............................................................ 
Correspondence respecting retirement of Victoria from Convention, laid on Table, 256 .............. 
Farther Correspondence laid on Table, 293 ..................................................................... 

INTERCOLONIAL COMMERCIAL RECIPROCITY 
Correspondence laid on Table, 21 .................................................................................. 

TOBACCO DUTY 

Return showing names of persons who paid, from 29th August to 17th October, 1873, laid on 
Table, 96 .......................................................................................................... 

THE TARIFF :— 

Petition from Timber and Galvanized Iron Merchants respecting duty on Timber and Iron, 
presented, 108; ordered to be printed, 112 ............................................................. 

Return showing Duties paid in anticipation of a change in, laid on Table, 119 ........................ 
PAYMENT OF DUTY ON TOBACCO:— 
Motion made (Mr. John. Robertson.) for Select Committee to inquire into, and the publication of 
returns in reference to, appointed by ballot, 119r; Papers and recorded Questions referred to 
Committee, 137; Report brought up, 205................................................................. 

REPEAL OF AD VAL0RE3i DUTIES, AND CERTAIN SPECIFIC DUTIES 
Resolution agreed to, 123. 

BORDER DUTIES CoNvENTIoN :— 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Correspondence, &c., having reference to suspension of, between 
New South Wales and Victoria, 103; Return to Order laid on Table, 214 ........................ 

BORDER DUTIES:— 

Petition from Council of Borough of Albury relative to the re-imposition of, presented, 371 
ordered to be printed, 378; motion made (Mr. Thomas Robertson) for Committee of the 
Whole to consider petition, 410; proposed amendment withdrawn, and House in Committee, 
410; no quormns reported, and House counted out, 410................................................ 

FREE TewE WITH VICTORIA 
Motion made (Mr. Thomas Robertson) for negotiation with Government of Victoria for securing, 
and House counted out, 344. 

CUSTOMS DUTIES ACT AMENDMENT BILL :— 
Ordered to be brought in on motion of Mr. G. A. Lloyd, 126; read 10,  126; read 2°, committed, 
reported with an amendment, and Report adopted, 138; read 3°  and sent to Council, 142; 
returned without amendment, 167; assent reported, 172. 

DANGA1I, MR. THOMAS GORDON GIBBONS 
Petition from, respecting deprivation of portion of certain Runs, presented, 452; ordered to be 
printed, 456......................................................................................................... 

DARLING-HURST 0-AOL, MEDICAL TREATMENT OF PRISONERS IN :— 
Motion made (Mr. Raphael), for Select Committee to inquire into, and by leave withdrawn, 372. 

DAVIES, MR. ERNEST CHARLES :— 
Motion made (Mr. J. S. Smith), for Papers and Correspondence relative to resignation of as a 
Magistrate, 225; Return to Address laid on Table, 228 ................................................ 

DAVIS, MR. G. C. 
Heard as Counsel at the Bar of the House against the "Sydney and Suburban Street Tramways 
Bill," 474. 

DAW, JAMES :— 
Petition from, claiming to be the first discoverer of Tin in the Colony, presented, 22; ordered to 
beprinted, 26 ............................................................................................................ 

DEANE, MR. WILLIAM 
Petition from, respecting his dismissal as Captain Commanding No. 2 Battery Volunteer Artillery, 
presented, 329; ordered to be printed, 339 .............................................................. 

DEBATE (See "ADJOURNMENT.") 
DEDICATED CROWN LANDS RESUMPTION BILL 

Motion made (Mr. Farnell), for leave to bring in, 347; presented and read 10, 371 ; Order of the 
Day for 2°  postponed, 399, 404; read 2°, committed, and progress reported, 440. 

DENILIQIJIN AND MOAMA RAILWAY BILL :—(Sessibn 1872-3.) 
Petition from Promoters for leave to proceed with, presented (Mr. Hasj), 22 ; read 1° and 2°, 22 
read 30  and sent to Council, 84; returned by Council with amendments, 244; Order of the 
Day for consideration of amendments postponed, 252 ; amendments agreed to, 289 ; assent 
reported, 319. 

DENMARK 
Despatcie covering Treaty with, for Mutual Extradition of Fugitive Criminals, laid on Table, 72... 

DENOMINATIONAL SCHOOLS (See also "EDUCATION") :— 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for Return showing attendance at, and withdrawal of Certificates from, 
358; Return to Order laid on Table, 472 .................................................................. 

Motion made (Mr. Stewart.) for nominal List of, which have been certified by the Council of Educa 
tion, since 31st Deceniber, 1868, 558 - 

DEPUTY (See "SPEAKER"; also "CHAIRMAN.") 
DESPATCHES:— 

LAID ON TABLE, IN REFERENCE TO - 

Address respecting Terminus of Suez Postal Service, 7 ...................................................... 
Appeals to the Privy Council, 64 ..................................................................................... 
Merchant Shipping Act Amendment Act, 1862, 73 ............................................................ 

2 833 

2 889 
2 - 899 
2 901 

2 907 

2 853 

2 851 
2 849 

2 855 

2 893 

2 913 

889 

275 

781 

127 

11 

427 

953 
9 
5 
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DESPATOHES (continued) :- 
Merchant Shipping and Passengers Acts Amendment Act, 1872, 73 
Communists transported to New Caledonia, 1.................................................................. 
Treaty with Denmark for Mutual Extradition of Fugitive Criminals, 73.................................. 
Expulsion from Germany of Foreign Emigration Agents, 109 .............................................. 
Dr. Bitok's Researches into the Bushman Language, 322 ................................................. 
Sydney Branch Royal Mint, 2, 527............................................................................... 
Act Amending Extradition Act of 1870, 109...................................................................... 
London Annual International Exhibition, 112 ................................................................... 

DESTITUTE CHILDREN'S ASYLUM, RANDWICK 
List of Directors of, laid on Table, 322 ............................................................................ 

DESTRUCTION OF BONDED STORE AT NEWCASTLE 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 46 .......................................................... 

DIRECTORS OF THE DESTITUTE CHILDREN'S ASYLUM, RANDWICK 
List of, laid on Table, 322 ........................................................................................... 

DISCHARGED ORDERS OF THE DAY (See "ASSEMBLY.") 
DISCOVERY OF GOLD IN NEW SOUTH WALES :- 

Motion made (Mr. Uuaneen) for Committee of the Whole to consider of an Address for sum to 
be placed on a Supplementary Estimate to compensate E. H. Hargraves for the, 358; Con-
tingent Notice moved to refer subject to Select Committee, together with claim of Messrs. 
Tom, Lister, & Tom, and by leave withdrawn, 358; original motion withdrawn, 358. 

DISORDERLY WORDS 
Used in Committee of the Whole; reported, 233. 
Ditto . ditto Supply ditto, 363. 
Used in the House during Debate, 549. 

DISTILLATION BILL :- 
Motion made (Mr. G. A.Lloyd) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 30; 
House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 46 ; presented and read 1°, 126; Order of the 
Day for 2°  postponed, 153, 167, 181, 202, 218, 233, 257, 284, 309, 327, 351, 362, 374, 399, 
404, 436, 513. 

DISTRICT COURTS ACT OF 1858 
Returns under, laid on Table, 2 
Dittoditto, 555 ........................................................................................... 

DISTRICT COUNCILS BILL 
Motion made (Mr. .Forster) for leave to bring in, 7. 

DIVISIONS 
Ix THE HousE 
No Tellers for, 30, 84, 118, 119, 156, 308, 355, 366, 372, 375, 434, 437, 492. 
No Quorum in, 53, 90, 300, 482. 
Previous Question, 89, 102, 241. 
Special Adjournment, 217, 401, 428. 
Adjohrnment of Debate, 4, 194, 221, 236, 244, 261, 274, 305, 309, 437, 443, 475, 486, 501, 513, 
522, 549. 

Newspaper Postage Abolition Bill, 23. 
The Railway Department, 30. 
Land adjoining the New School of Industry, 43. 
Walker and Carlow Streets Enclosure Bill, 52, 53, 90, 224. 
Cross Benches, 57. 
Imported Stock Act Amendment Bill, 58. 
Law of Evidence Amendment Bill, 68. 
Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps, 74, 229, 248, 249 (2). 
"Dummy" Selections, 89. 
Investment of Church and School Estates Fund, 90. 
Ocean Mail Communication, 93, 501. 
Ways and Means, Amendment on Motion for going into Committee of, 113. 
Exclusion of Strangers from the House, 118. 
Petition of James Twaddell, 119. 
Permissive Liquor Bill, 145 (2). 
Appointment of the Chief Justice, 162. 
Dogs Bill, 172 (2). 
Administration of Government, 181. 
Tolls on Public Roads Abolition Bill, 189. 
Tridnnial Parliaments Bill, 189, 206. 
Railway Extension, 194, 286 (2),  371. 
Absence of the Postmaster General, 194 (2),  195. 
Fire at Bonded Store, Newcastle, 195, 269 (2).  
Duty on Gold, 241. 
Bishopthorpe Estate Charge Bill, 252, 355 (2),  443 (2). 
Religious Opinions Bill, 265. 
The General Post Office, Sydney, 268 (2). 
Tolls at Penrith Bridge, 280. 
Court House and Police Quarters, West Maitland, 281. 
Electoral Act Amendment Bill, 284, 478 (2),  485 (2),  550 (2).  

Railway Extension, Bathurst to Orange, vid Blayney, 288 (2). 
Commissioners for Affidavits Bill, 298. 
Evidence Further Amendment Bill, 301. 
Mining Bill, 309. 
Proposed Railway Extension through North Yass, 332. 
Supply, Witnesses at Bar of the House, 336, 337. 
Supply, Proposed release of Prisoners, 513, 527. 
Supply, Amendment on second reading of Resolutions from Committee of, 394, 400. 
Payment of Members of Parliament, 344. 
Leave of Absence to John Nowlan, Esq., 359. 
The Rev. D. M'Guinn, 359. 
Railway Extension to Circular Quay, 371. 
The Office of Attorney General, 372 (2).  
Appropriation Bill 3°, 404. 
Additional Sitting Day, Dissent from Speaker's Ruling, 413. 
Additional Sitting Day, 414. 
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DIVISIONS— (continudd) 
Official Report of Parliamentary Debates, 420. 
Tolls on Public Roads, 420. 
Travelling Expenses of Ministers and Judges, 434. 
Mrs. Maria Gibson, 434. 
Contracts for Public Works, 448 (3). 
Mrs. Finch, Widow of the late Sergeant-at-Arms, 448. 
Cab-hire, 449. 
Prisons Bill, 452, 456. 
Pensions Limitation Bill, 456. 
Sydney Corporation Act Amendment Bill, 467, 482, 518. 
Appointments to the Legislative Council, 492. 
Underwood's Estate Act Amendment Bill, 493. 
Brands Registration Amendment Bill, 498, 506. 
Steam Postal Service, via San Francisco, 93, 501. 
Public Railways Land Resumption Bill, 508. 
Telegraphic Cable Communication, 509. 
Field of Mars Common Resumption Bill, 544. 
Words of Heat, 549. 
Precedence of Government Business on Tuesday, 555. 

IN COMMITTEE OP THE WHOLE 
Tolls on Public Roads, 571. 
Woolloomooloo Bay Water-frontage Compensation Bill, 573. 
Criminal Law Consolidation and Amendment Bill, 574 (3),  575 (2), 577, 578 (4),  579 (2), 58(  
581 582 (2) 

Bathurst Cattle Saleyards Bill, 583 (2), 
Recognition of Public Services of John Dunmore Lang, 583, 584 (2),  629. 
Ocean Mail Communication, 585, 586 (2). 
Petition of James Twaddeli, 587. 
Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill, 591. 
Walker and Carlow Streets Enclosure Bill, 593, 594, 597 (1). 
Administration of Governmeht—Minister of Justice and Public Instrnct.ion, 595, 596 (2). 
Marriage with a Deceased Wife's Sister Legalizing Bill, 597 (I). 
Mining Bill, 599, 600 (2),  601 (I), 603, 604 (3),  605 (2), 607, 608, 617 (2)  
Triennial Parliaments Bill, 602. 
%Sydney Corporation Act Amendment Bill, 609, 663. 
Fire at Bonded Store, Newcastle, 611. 
iBishopthorpe Estate Charge Bill, 613, 623 (4),  624 (3), 625 (4),  626 (4), 627. 
Commissioners for Affidavits Bill, 615, 616, 618 (2). 
Public Pensions—John Dunmore Lang, 629. 
Greta Ooal and Shale Mining Company's Bill, 638. 
Border Duties, 647 (s),  648  (). 
Electoral Act Amendment Bill, 648, 649, 650 (3),  651 (l), 652 (2),  653 (3), 654, 655, 656, 657 
660, 661 (2),  662 (3),  663, 665, 666 (4), 667 (3),  668 (4), 669 (3), 679. 

Railway Extension to Circular Quay, 654 
Municipalities Act of 1867 Amendment Bill of 1874, 656. 
Dedicated Crown Lands Resumption Bill, 658 (2). 
Prisons Bill, 659. 
Brands Registration Amendment Bill, 671, 672 (2), 
Insolvency Laws Amendment Bill, 673. 
Barristers and Attorneys Admission Bill, 675. 
Telegraphic Cable Communication, 678 (3). 

WAYS AND MEANS 
Tariff'—Repeal ef Ad Valorem Duties, and certain Speofic Duties, 590 (2) 

SUPPLY—SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES FOR 1873 AND PREVIOUS YEARS :- 
Agent. General for the Colony, 590. 
Colonial Architect— Gaols, Court Houses, and Lock-ups, 592. 
Volunteers Helmets, 592 (2). 

GENERAL ESTIMATES FOR 1874 :- 
Executive Council, 619 (1) 
Legislative Council, 619, 620, 621 (I),  622 (2). 
Point of Order, 620. 
Legislative Assembly, 622. 
Colonial Secretary, 630 (2). 

Pet fg Sessions—Police Magistrate and Clerk of Petty Sessions, Raymond Terrace, 630. 
Industrial Schools—Superintendent of" Vernon," 631. 
Treasury, 631. 
Treasurer—Mjscellaneons Services—Brokerage, 631. 
Mining Department, 633 (2),  634. 
Secretary for Lands—Miscellaneous Services— Costs, Selloley ats. .Eckford, 634 
Railways—General Establishment, 634, 635 (3). 
Permanent Military Force, 638, 639 (2),  640 (3,  641 (3),  642 (3). 

LOAN ESTIMATES, 1874 :- 
HarbOur of Refuge, Trial Bay, 637. 

FURTHER SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE FOR 1873 AND PREVIOUS YEARS 
Necropolis, Haslem's Creek, 643. 
Tire at Bonded Store, Newcastle, 644. 

ADDITIONAL ESTIMATE FOR 1874:— 
Buidraulic Engineer, 644. 
Maintenance of Orphans, 644. 
Rewards for Discovery of New Gold Fields, 645. 
Compensation to James Twaddell, 645. 
Cemetery, Waverley, 645. 
Expenses of Governor's Ofticial Visits to the Interior, 646. 

FURTHER ADDITIONAL ESTIMATE FOR 1874 
Captain Cook's Statue, 646. 
Young School of Arts, 646. 



xvi INDEX. 

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS (REFERENCES TO)—VOL. 1.—SESSION 1873-4. PAPEES. 

VOL. PAGE. 

D 

DOCKING MAIL STEAMERS 
Petition from Thomas Sutcliffe Mort, complaining of free use of Government Dry Dock for, 
presented, 285; ordered to be printed, 288 ................................................................ 2 1059 

DOCKS 
Report from Engineerin-Chief for Harbours and Rivers on the subject of Docks generally, laid on 

421  
DOGS BILL :- 

Motion made (.lfr. Helsom) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 56 
House in Committee and Resolution agreed to, 69 presented and read 10,  69; motion made 

charged and Bill withdrawn, 172. 
DOGS, REGISTRATION OF (See "DOOS BILL.") 
DOOLEY AND EBSERY :- - 

Table, 332 ............................................................................................................. 

2 23o 
DOWAN, ROBERT:— 

Motion made (Mr. Jacob) for Correspondence, &c., respecting discharge of from Police Force, 424; 
2 937 

DRAY AND VAN PROPRIETORS LICENSED :- 
Petition from, complaining of the License Fes now charged, 206; ordered to be printed, 213 5 717 

for 2°, and debate adjourned, 130; motion for 2°  negatived, 172; Order of the Day dis- 

DRIVER, RICHARD, ESQ. : - 
Temporary Chairman of Committee of the Whole, 11. 
Elected Chairman of Committees of the Whole House, 11. 
Governor's Commission for, to Administer Oath, reported, 19. 

DRUMMOND COPPER MINING COMPANY'S INCORPORATION BILL:— 
Received from Council and read 1°, 340; read 2° and committed, 354; Order of the Day for 
further consideration in Committee postponed, 421; further considered in Committee, no 

Correspondence respecting cases of, laid on Table, 501 ....................................................... 

quorum reported, and Committee resumed, 442; House again in Committee, progress reported, 
and leave obtained to sit again, 460; Order of the Day discharged, and Bill referred to Select 

Return to Order laid on Table, 446............................................................................ 

Committee, 478; Petition from Shareholders in Company referred to Select Committee, 500. 
Petition from Shareholders in,Company against passing of Bill in present shape, presented, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Bill, 442 ; ordered to be printed, 446; 

4 923 
"DUMMY" SELECTIONS 

Petition from Free Selectors, &c., Tumbleton Creek, respecting cancellation of, presented; 45 

referred to Select Committee on the Bill, 500 ............................................................. 

3  829 
Motion made (Mr. .11alcer) respecting checking of, and Legislative action to remedy system of, 89; 
Previous Question moved, 89. 

ordered to be printed, 50 ........................................................................................ 

DUNN, WILLIAM 
Petition from, relative to a grant of land in the City of Sydney, presented, 349; ordered to be 
printed, 356 ....................................................................................................... 3  887 

DUTY ON GOLD :- 
Motion made (Mr. Ba7cer) for abolition of, 241; Previous Question moved, 241; original 
question negatived, 241. 

EAST MACQUAIIIE :- 
Seat for, declared vacant, 131 ; Speaker reports return of Writ certifying to the return of Walter 
Hampson Cooper, Esquire, 183; Member sworn, 193. 

EAST MAITLAND RESERVE 
Motion made (Mr. &lsoley) for Accounts of Trustees from 1st January, 1861, to 1st November, 
1873, 145; Return to Order laid on Table, 260 .......................................................... 3 1003 

EAST SYDNEY :- 
Seat of James Henry Neale, Esquire, a Member for, declared vacant, 566. 

EBSERY AND DOOLEY, CASES OF (See "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.") 
ECKFORD, JOSEPH:— 

Petition from, respecting reimbursement of losses sustained by Mr. Stephen Scholey, presented, - - 
3 00 

EDUCATION 
HIsToRY TIS PUBLIC Scnooas 
Motion made (Mr. Buclusnczss) respecting non-teaching of, and amended, 11; Return to Address 

415  
Pmsaic ScHooLs ACT or 1866 

5 413 

52; ordered to be printed, 57 .................................................................................. 

Punaic ScHooLs ACT 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) respecting Denominational Schools, and negatived, 149. 
CASE OF Mu. PATRICK M'HAIE 
Motion made (Mr. Gerrett) for Correspondence, &c., respecting dismissal of from the position of 
Teacher of the Roman Catholic Denominational School at Cooma, 160; Return to Order laid 

Amended Regulation under, laid on Table, 123 ................................................................... 

5 507 
PUBLIC SCHOOL TEACHERS 

laidon Table, 362 ..................................................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Burns) for Circular issued to, in September, 1871, and Correspondence in 
reference to the Teachers Association, and Primary Education Journal, 319; Return to Order 

onTable, 193 ....................................................................................................... 

laidon Table, 409 .................................................................................................. 5 423 
CIIIcULAB OF THE COUNCIL OP 
Motion made (Mr. Burns) for Reports and Correspondence respecting, of 14th September, 1871,492; 
Return to Order laid on Table, 555 ............................................................................ 5 569 

Motion made (Mr. W. C. Browns) for Return showing particulars of Examinations of Teachers - 
5 57o under, of September, 1871, 526; Return to Order laid on Table, 566 ............................... 

PROVISIONAL SCHOOL AT MTBILLY 
Motion made (Mr. Butler) for applications to Council of Education respecting establishing of, &c., - 
329; Return to Order laid on Table, 409 ..................................................................... 510 
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:— 
PROVISIONAL SCHOOLS 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for Reports of Inspectors and letters of appointment to Teachers 

respecting aid to, and special religious instrdction given in, 358; motion made (Mr. Stewart) 
for additional Return, 420; Return to Order laid on Table, 472 .................................... 

DENOMINATIONAL SChOOLS :— 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for Return showing attendance at, and withdrawal of Certificates 

from, 358; Return to Order laid on Table, 472 ............................................................ 
PUBLIC SCHOOL, MOUNT KEIRA :— 
Motion made (Mh .Forster) for Correspondence respecting appointment of Teacher of, 374; 

Return to Order laid on Table, 409....................................................................... 
FORT-STREET Puaaic SCHOOL 

Return showing number of Pupils and attendance at, from 1870 to 1873, laid on Table, 460 ......... 
GLINDON BROOR PROVISIONAL SCHOOL 

Report of Inspector Jones on, laid on Table, 464 ............................................................... 
PUBLIC SCHOOL AT BUNGOWANNAM :— 
Petition from Residents praying for erection of on more available site, presented, 497. 

DENOBIINATIONAL SCHOOLS - 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for nominal List of, which have been certified by the Council of 

Education since 31st December, 1868, 558. 
UNIVERSITY OF SYDNEY 

R
By-laws of, laid on Table, 503 ...................................................................................... 
eport of Senate for 1873, laid on Table, 374 .................................................................. 

ST. PAUL'S COLLEGE 

By-laws of, laid on Table, 260 ....................................................................................... 
Sv. ANDREW'S COLLEGE 
By-laws of, laid on Table, 109 . ...................................................................................... 

SYDNEY GAMHAR SCHOOL:— - 

Report, &c., for 1873, laid on Table, 305 .................-........................................................ 
CHURCH OF ENGLAND SCHOOL, PETERSHAM 

Further Correspondence relating to an application for a Certificate to, laid on Table, 105 ............ 
REPORT OF COUNCIL OP EDUCATION :— 

Public Schools, for 1873, laid on Table, 455 ..................................................................... 
Certified Denominational Schools, for 1873, laid on Table, 455 ............................................. 

FEMALE TEACHERS IN ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOLS 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for copies of Instructions, Minutes, Reports, &c., respecting examina- 

tion of, under the Public Schools Act, 19; Return to Address, laid on Table, 84 ............... 
FEMALE TEACHERS EMPLOYED IN ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOLS:— 

Return to Address (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 7 .......................................................... 
ELECTIONS AND QUALIFICATIONS COMMITTEE :-- 

Speaker's Warrant appointing Members of, laid on Table, 10; maturity of reported, 26. 
Members sworn by Clerk, 26, 28, 32, 42. 

ELECTIONS, GENERAL, BILL (See "GENERAL ELECTIONS BILL.") 
ELECTORAL :— 

Return showing proposed Electorates under new Electoral Bill, and the number of Electors, laid 
onTable, 224 ..................................................................................... 

Map of New South Wales, showing Electoral Districts, laid on Table, 224. 
Map of New South Wales, showing Boundaries, laid on Table, 224. 
5k-etch, showing Boundaries of Electorates in the County of Cumberland, laid on Table, 224, 
Sketch, showing Electorates of East and West Sydney, The Glebe, Newtown, and Paddington laid 

on Table, 224. 

Return showing proposed amendments to the First Schedule to the Electoral Act Amendment 
Bill, laid on Table, 436 .............................................................................. 

Return showing Increase or Decrease of numbers of Electors on Roll of each District, laid on 
Table, 185 ............................................................................................ 

Return showing Increaso oi Decrease on Rolls 1873-4, 1874-5, laid on Table, 427..................... 
Amended First Schedule of Bill, with estimated number of Members and Electors in each case, 

laidon Table, 442 ................................................................................. 
Maps showing the Electorates of the Colony, as proposed under the amended First Schedule of 

the Electoral Act Amendment Bill, laid on Table, 448. 
ELECTORATE OF MUDGEE :— - 
Speaker reports issue of Writ, 1 ; return of Writ, 10. 
Joseph Graham O'Connor sworn as Member for, 19. 

ELECTION FOR MUDGEE 

Petition from Electors of Mudgee, complaining of personation and double voting, presented, 42; 
ordered to be printed, 46 .................................................................................. 

Clerk summoned to produce papers connected with, at Gulgong, 42. 
ELECTORATE OF MONARO 

Petition from Electors of Bombala Division of, respecting division of Electorate, presented, 42; 
ordered to be printed, 46 ............................................................................. ELECTORATE OF THE BOGAN :— 

Petition from Electors of Bushman's Lead and Currajong, respecting division of, presented, 88; 
ordered to be printed, 93 ........................................................................... 

Petition from Electors, &o., Forbes, respecting subdivision of, presented, 32; ordered to be printed, 37 
Petition from Mayor and Aldermen, presented, 52 ; ordered to be printed, 57 ....................... 

ELECTORATE OF EAST MACQUARIE :— 

Seat for, declared vacant, 131; Speaker reports issue and return of Writ certifying to the return 
of Walter Hampsou Coo3er, Esquire, 183; sworn, 193. 

ELECTORATE OF THE HAsTINGs 
Petition from Electors of Port Macquarie praying for a sub-division of, presented, 136; ordered 

to be printed, 142 ........................................................................................ 
Petition from Electors praying that TbcManning  may be a separate Electorate, preseited, 4(30; 

ordered to he printed, 460............................................................................... 
ELECTORATE OF THE GLEBE 

Seat of George Wigi-am Allen, Req., Member for, declared vIcant, 193 ; Speaker reports return of 
Writ ccrl.ifying to the return of George Wigram Allen, Esq., 214; sworn, 214; return 
amended from Allan to Allen, 214. 

ELECTORATE OP EAST SYDNEY:— - 
Seat of James Henry Neale, Esquire, declared vacant., 566. 
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ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL (See also "ELECTORAL") 
Motion made (Mr. Parices) for leave to bring in, 32 ; presented and read 10,  193; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 214; motion made for 2°, and debate adjourned, 258; debate 
resumed and adjourned, 261, 272; resumed, and amendment moved to refer Bill to 
Select Committee, 274; motion for adjournment of debate negatived, 274; motion made 
for adjournment of House and negatived, 274 ; debate on main Question adjourned, 
274 ; amendment negatived, 284; read 2°, 284; committed and progress reported, 284; 

- 
Order of the Day for further consideration in Committee postponed, 296, 322, 339, 362, 
374; further considered in Committee, 400; Order of the Day postponed, 405; House 
again in Committee, 411 ; Order of the Day postponed, 412 ; House agam in Committee, 
414, 417, 425, 428, 431, 436, 440, 453, 457, 464, 470, 472 ; reported with amendments, 

for recommittal negatived, 472 ; motion made for adoption of Report, and amendment 
478; Report adopted, 478; amendment on fixing day for 3° regatived, 479; motion made 
for 3°, and amendment for recommittal negatived, 485 read 3°  and sent to Council, 485 
retukned with amendments, 538; motion made for consideration of amendments in Com- 
mittee the Whole. 549; Speaker calls attention to Council introducing Money clause of 
in amendments, 549; amendment moved,-That the Bill be laid aside, 549; motion made 
for adjournment of debate and negatived, 549 ; amendment negatived, 550 ; House in 
Committee, 550; House again in Committee, and Point of Order reported to House, 559 
Speaker of opinion that amendments made by Council ought not to be accepted, and no 
further action taken, 559. 

Petition from Glen Inues, praying for the creation of an Electorate to be called the "Glen limes" 2 3o7 
Electorate, presented and read by Clerk, 274; ordered to be printed, 277 .......................... 

Petition from Residents of Invercll and The Gwydir, respecting proposed boundaries, presented, 359 
332; ordered to be printed, 335 ............................................................... in certain Petition from Electors of Yass Plains, praying that the Bill may be amended n certain 2 361 
particulars, presented, 343; ordered to be printed, 347 .............................................. 

Petition from Electors of Upper Hunter, piaying that the proposed Electorate may be called 2 363 "Muswellbrook," and not "Cassilis," presented, 346; ordered to be printed, 350 ................
Petition from John Crane, as Chairman of public meeting, praying that the proposed new 
Electorate may be "Warialda" instead of "The Gwydir," presented 409; ordered to be 
printed, 411 ............................................................................................. 

Petition from Richard Sadleir, RN., respecting 20th clause, presented, 424 ; ordered to be 
2 

2 

365 

367 
printed, 427...........................................................................................

Petition from certain Electors of Eden, praying that the District may be styled the " Electoral1  2 371 District of Begs.," or "Bega and Eden," presented, 526; ordered to be printed, 530............. 
EMIGRATION AGENTS, EXPULSION OF FOREIGN FROM GERMANY :- 2 19 

ENDOWMENT OF CITY FUND (See "CITY FUND.") 
EQUITY CONSOLIDATION AND AMENDMENT BILL 

Motion made (Mr. Butler) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 10 
House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 22; presented and read 1°, 22; debate on 

202, 217, 233, 257, 296, sideration in Committee postponed, 57, 127, 138, 153, 156, 167, 181, 
336, 348, 366, 378, 404, 513. 

ESTIMATES (See also "RESOLUTIONS"; also "FINANCE"; also "WAYS AND MEANS") 

Despatch laid on Table, 109 ........................................................................................... 

motion for 2°  adjourned, 33; read 2° and committed, 37; Order of the Day for further con- 

O EXPENDITURE 2 
2 

- 42n 
427 

2 531 
2 543 
2 547 

Estimates for 1874 (Mr. G. A. Lloyd), 77 ...................................................................... 
Supplementary, for 1873 and previous years (Mr. G. A. Lloyd), 77 ........................................ 
Estimates of sums to be raised by Loan (Mr. G. A. Lloyd), 77 ........................................... 

Message No. 35, transmitting Further Supplementary Estimate for 1873 and previous Years, and 
Message No. 7, transmitting Further Supplementary Estimate for 1873, 126 ............................ 

2 
2 

549 
551 

Message No. 4, transmitting (Mr. G. A. Lloyd), 77............................................................. 

Additional Estimates for 1874, 348 ............................................................................. 
Further Supplementary Estimate for 1873 and previous years, 2 557 

2 567 

348........................................ 

2 571 
Additional Estimate for 1874, 348 .................................................................................. 
Additional Loan Estimate for 1874, 348 ......................................................................... 

2 573 Message No. 36, transmitting Further Additional for 1874, 378 ........................................... 
Further Additional Estimate for 1874, 378 ....................................................................... 

OF WAYS AND MEANS 2 581 
For the Year 1874 (Mr. G. A. Lloyd), laid on Table, 80....................................................... 

EVIDENCE FURTHER AMENDMENT BILL 
Motion made (Mr. B. B. Smith) for leave to bring in, 52; presented, and read 1°, 57; Order of 
the Day for 2° postponed, 69, 85, 116, 160, 189, 206, 236; motion made for 2°, and debate 
adjourned, 277; debate resumed, and motion for 2° negatived, 301. 

EXCLUSION OF STRANGERS FROM THE HOUSE 
Motion made (Mr. Buchamman) respecting, 118; amendment moved to refer subject to Standing 
Orders Committee, and negatived, 118; original Question negatived, 118. 

EXHIBITION :-- 2 27 Despatch respecting London Annual International, laid on Table, 112 .....................................
EXILE OF PRISONERS (See "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.") 
EXPENDITURE UNDER LOAN ACTS (See "FINANCE.") 
EXPENDITURE ON GOVERNMENT HOUSE :- 5 1007 Return showing Amount of, from 1868 to 1874, laid on Table, 478 ........................................ 
EXPLANATORY ABSTRACTS 2 787 

Of sums voted, &c., Return showing ............................................................................... 
EXTENSION (See "RAILWAYS.") 
EXTRA CLERKS, AUDIT OFFICE :- 2 405 Return sliowinv names of, and amounts paid to, laid on Table, 50 ........................................... 
EXTRADITION ACT OF 1870 2 17 De'spatch forwarding Act Amending, laid on Table, 109 ....................................................... 

F 
FEMALE TEACHERS IN ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOLS :- 

Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for copies of Instructions, Minutes, Reports, &c., respecting examina- 5 491 tion of, under the Public Schools Act, 19; Return to Address, laid on Table, 84 ................ 
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FEMALE TEACHERS EMPLOYED IN ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOLS :- 
Return to Address (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 7 ........................................................ 

FERNMOUNT AND NEW ENGLAND ROAD (See "ROADS.") 
FIELD OF MARS COMMON RESUMPTION BILL :- 

Motion made (Mr. Fdrncll), for leave to bring in, 508; presented and read 1°, 508; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 513 ; read 2°, committed, reported withont amendment, and Report 
adopted, 544; read 3° and sent to Council, 548; returned without amendment, 565; pre- 
sented by Speaker to Governor for Royal Assent in Council Chamber and assented to, 566. 

Report on valuation of Common by Messrs. Richardson & Wrench, laid on Table, 21 ............... 
Petition from Isaac Shepherd of Ryde, against the passing of the Bill presented, 505; ordered 

tobe printed, 512 ................................................................................................ 
Petition from Landowners and others against the passing of the Bill presented, 512; ordered to be 

printed, 518......................................................................................................... 
FIJI ISLANDS :- 

Letter from Commodore Goodenough respecting the Port of Ngaloa, Kandavu, laid on Table, 228. 
FINANCE (See also "SUPPLY," also "WAYS AND MEANS") 

FUNDED S'rocK Acr OF 1873 :- 
Regulation under laid on Table, 10................................................................................. 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS FOR 1872 
Report from Auditor General with, laid on Table by Speaker, 22 ........................................... 

GOVERNMENT SAVINGS BANKs 
Statement of Accounts of; from 1st January to 31st December, 1873, laid on Table, 365 ............ 

GENERAL ABSTRACT OF BANK LIABILITIES AND ASSETS :- 
For Quarter ended 31st March, 1873, laid on Table, 2......................................................... 

Do. 30th June, 1873, laid on Table, 2 ......................................................... 
Do. 30th September, 1873, laid on Table, 185 ................................................ 

TREASURY BALANCES :- 
Minutes of Governor and Executive Council as to application of; laid on Table by Speaker, 10 

EXPLANATORY ABSTRACTS OF SUHC ESTIMATED, VOTED, &C. :- 
Returnshowing ........................................................................................................ 

TRUST FUNDS IN COLONIAL GOVERNMENT SECURITIES :- 
Correspondence respecting, laid on Table, 21..................................................................... 

REGULATIONS FOR KEEPING THE PUBLIC ACCOUNT IN LONDON :- 
Laidon Table, 21 ...................................................................................................... 

POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS :- 
Motion made (Mr. W. C. Browns) for Return, showing particulars respecting, 68; Return to 

Orderlaid on Table, 464 ....................................................................................... 
CHURCH AND SCHOOL ESTATES FUND :- 
Return showing investment of; laid on Table, 77 ............................................................... 
Motion made (Sir James Martin) disapproving of Investment of £90,000 in the purchase of 

Funded Stock, and negatived, 89. 
ESTIMATES FOR 1874:- 
Message No. 4 transmitting, laid on Table, 77 ........................... - .... 
Estimates of Expenditure for, laid on Table, 77 .............................................................. 
Supplementary Estimates for 1873 and previous years laid on Table, 77 ................................. 
Loan Estimates laid on Table, 77.................................................................................... 
Message No. 7, transmitting Further Supplementary for 1873, laid on Table, 126 ..................... 

FURTHER SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE FOR 1873 AND PREVIOUS YEARS, AND ADDITIONAL ESTI-
MATE FOR 1874:-- 

Message No. 35 transmitting, laid on Table, 348 ............................................................... 
Further Supplementary Estimate for 1873 and previous years, laid on Table, 348 ..................... 
Additional Estimate for 1874, laid on Table, 348 ............................................................... 
Additional Loan Estimate for 1874, laid on Table, 348 ...................................................... 

FURTHER ADDITIONAL ESTIMATE FOR 1874:- 
Message No. 36 transmitting, laid on Table, 378 ................................................................ 
Further Additional Estimate for 1874, laid on Table, 378 .................................................... 

PUBLIC DEBT OF THE COLONY, STATEMENTS WITH REFERENCE TO 
Laidon Table, 80 ...................................................................................................... 

GOVERNMENT MONEYS IN THE COLONY AND IN ENGLAND :-- 
Agreements with the Bank of New South Wales for the deposit and management of; laid on Table, 

228 .................................................................................................................. 
VOTE OF CREDIT, JANUARY, 1874:- 
Message No. 22, laid on Table, 256 .................................................................................. 

VOTE OF CREbIT, FEBRUARY, 1874:- 
Message No. 29, laid on Table, 308................................................................................. 

EXPENDITURE UNDER LOAN Acre :- 
Motion made (Mr. Coo-per), for printing of statement, laid on Table, shewing under Acts, 18 

Victoria No. 35, and 35 Victoria No. 5, 281 ................................................................ 
WAYS AND MEANS:- 
Days for Committee of; appointed (Sessional Order), 6. 
Motion made (Mr. G. A. Lloyd) for House to go into Committee of, 77. 
House in Committee of, 80, 93, 97, 109, 113, 123, 127, 257, 308, 400, 551. 
Estimates of; for 1874 (Mr. G. A. Lloyd) laid on Table, 80 ................................................ 
Resolutions reported, 109, 123, 127, 258, 308, 400, 551. 
Resolutions agreed to, 109, 123, 127, 258, 308, 400, 555. 
Amendment moved (Mr. Garrett) on motion for going into Committee of;  and negatived, 113. 
Contingent Notice moved as an Amendment (Mr. Watson) on motion for going into Committee of, 

and by leave withdrawn, 123. 
SUPPLY :- . 
Days for Committee of, appointed (Sessional Order), 6. 
Motion made (Mr. U. A. Lloyd) for House to go into Committee of, 77. 
House in Committee of; 77, 127, 128, 138, 139, 257, 299, 308, 313, 323, 327, 337, 739, 348, 351, 

362, 366, 375, 379, 527, 544. 
No quorum in Committee of, reported, 351(3), 363. 
Resolutions reported, 77, 127, 257, 308, 379, 544. 
Resolutions agreed to, 77, 127, 257, 308, 400, 551. 
Chairman reports oint of Order arising in Committee of, 138, 299, 362, 363. 
Speaker takes the Chair to decide point of order arising in Committee of, 138, 299, 363(2). 
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FINANCE (continued) 
SUPPLY (continued) 
Message respecting Vote of Credit referred to Committee of, 256, 308 .................................. 
Proposed amendment on motion for going into Committee of, withdrawn, 323, 351. 
Petition from Members of the Permanent Military Force referred to Committee of, 336............. 
Amendments moved on motion for going into Committee of kWitnesses at the Bar), 336, 337. 
Contingent motion (Idi. Forster) on going into Committee of, dropped, 362. 
Disorderly words used in Committee of, reported, 363. 
Amendment moved (Mr. .hbrster) on motion for going into Committee of (Case of Pembroke and 
Orridge, Yass Post Office), 366. 

Contingent motion moved (Mr. John Robertson) on motion for going into Committce of, and no 
Tellers for the Noes, 375. 

Amendmedt moved (Mr. Gombes), on motion for going into Committee of (Proposed Release of 
Prisoners), and debate adjourned, 513; debate resumed and adjourned, 516, 522; resumed. 
527; numbers equal on division, and Speaker gave casting vote with ayes, 527. 

Order of the Day discharged, 563. 
FINANCIAL POSITION OF MUNICIPALITIES (See also "WORKING OF MUNICI. 

PALITIES) 
Motion made (Mr. Macintosh), for Return showing, on 31st December, 1873,199; Return (in part) 
to Order, laid on Table, and referred to Select Committee on "Working of Municipalities," 
264; Supplementary Return laid on Table, and also referred to Select Committee, 409 ; Final 
Returnlaid on Table, 558 ...................................................................................... 

Petition from Members of Councils of Boroughs respecting inadequacy of endowments, presented, 
223; ordered to be printed, and referred to Select Committee, 229 ................................. 

Report from the Municipal Conference on, laid on Table, 185 ; referred to Select Committee, 188. 
FINCH, MRS., WIDOW OF THE LATE SERGEANT—AT—ARMS 

Motion made (Mr. Abbolt) for Committee of the Whole to consider of Address to the Governor 
for sum to be placed on Supplementary Estimates as a gratuity to, 434; motion made for 
adjournment of Debate, and House counted out, 434; motion again made, 448; House in 
Committee, and resolution reported, 460; agreed to, 475. 

FIRE AT BONDED STORE, NEWCASTLE (See also "CREER, MR. JOSEPH") 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 46 .......................................................... 
Motion made (Mr. Stephen Brown) for Committee of the Whole to consider of an Address praying 
for sum to be placed on Supplementary Estimates to compensate Messrs. Petherbridge, Gardi. 
ner, and Downey, 195 ; Order of the Day for consideration in Committee postponed, 225, 
252; House in Committee, and resolution reported, 265 ; agreed to, 269. 

FIRE FROM RAILWAY ENGINES 
Motion made (Mr. Lackey), respecting destruction caused by, and by leave withdrawn, 280. 

FORMAL BUSINESS :- 
(Sessional Order) 6. 

FORT—STREET PUBLIC SCHOOL 
Return showing number of Pupils and attendance at, from 1870 to 1873, laid on Table, 460 ...... 

FRASER, JOHN (See "UNDERWOOD'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.") 
FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY 

Report for Year 1873, laid on Table, 305......................................................................... 
FREE RAILWAY PASSES TO MEMBERS OF THE PRESS 

Return shDwing Number of, issued to, laid on Table, 29 ...................................................... 
Motion made (Mr. Webb) respecting discontinuance of, 74 ; Previous Question moved, and debate 
adjourned, 74; debate resumed, and Previous Question withdrawn, 85; original question 
withdrawn, 85. 

FREE TRADE WITH VICTORIA :- 
Motion made (Mr. Thomas Robertson) for negotiation with Government of Vietoria for securing, 
and House counted out, 344. 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES BILL 
Motion made (Mr. Parkes) for Committee of the Whole to consider expediency of bringing in, 7; 
House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 11 ; presented and read 10,  11 ; motion for 
adjournment of debate on 2° negatived, 23; read 2° and committed, 23; House again in 
Committee,, reported with amendments, and Report adopted, 26; read 3° and sent to 
Council, 30; returned by Council with amendments, 80; Order of the Day for consideration 
in Committee of the Whole of Council's amendments postponed, 94, 113, .122; House in 
Committee, and amendments considered, 127; amendments agreed to and disagreed to, 127; 
Council does not insist upon its amendment, 153 ; assent reported, 171. 

FULLERTON, GEORGE, M.D. (See " UNDERWOOD'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.") 
FUNDED STOCK ACT OF 1873 :- 

Regulation under, laid on Table, 10 ............................................................................... 

577, 579 

1037 

411 

589 

653 

781 

G 
GALLEN, PATRICK :- 

Motion made (Mr. Forster) for Correspondence having reference to the death of, in 
Bath, Bligh.street., 105; Return to Order, laid on Table, 171 ........................ 

GALONSKI, CHARLES (See "BEDELL, W. H.") 
GAOLER AT ALBIJRY, MR. M. B. BINDON, LATE 

Motion made (Mr. Burns) for documents having reference to removal of, 378. 
GAOLER AT PORT MACQUARIE 
Correspondence respecting charges made against by Mr. Shone, laid on Table, 409 ...... 

GARDINER alias CHRISTIE :- 
Correspondence relating to application for mitigation of existing sentences passed 
Table, 466 ........................................................................................... 

Correspondence relating to mitigation of sentence under former convictions of, laid on 
Particulars of crimes or offences committed by, laid on Table, 506 ....................... 
Minute of His Excellency the Governor respecting release of, laid on Table, 566......... 

GAROTTING SUPPRESSION BILL 

the Turkish 
5 1023 

2 925 

on, laid on 
205 

Table, 466. 197 
203 
217 

Motion made (Mr. Terry) for leave to bring in, 474; presented and read 1°, 474; read 2°, 
committed, reportedwith amendments, and Report adopted, 493; read 3°, and sent to Council, 
497; returned without amendment, 512; assent reported, 522. 
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GENERAL BUSINESS :--- 
Days for precedence of (Sessional Order), 6. 

GENERAL ELECTIONS BILL :— 
Motion made (Mr. Far/eec), for leave to bring in, 32 ; presented and read 10,  32; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 46, 65, 80, 93, 109, 122, 138, 146, 214. 

GENERAL POST OFFICE, SYDNEY 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan), for Select Committee to inquire into conduct and management of. 
268; amendment moved and negatived, 2138 ; original question negatived, 268. 

GERMANY (See "EMIGRATION AGENTS.") 
GIBSON, MRS. MARIA— 

Petition from, respecting the death of her husband, and praying relief, presented, 180; ordered to 
beprinted, 184 ............................................................................................. 

Motion made (Mr. Cooper), for Address to Governor for suns to be placed on Supplementary 
Estimates as pension to, and negatived, 434. 

GLADESVILLE :- 

5 243- 
GLENDON BROOK PROVISIONAL SCHOOL 

Report on Hospital for Insane at, for Year 1873, laid on Table, 417......................................... 

5 537 GOLD (See also " MINING.") :— 
Report of Inspector Jones on, laid on Table, 464.................................................................

GULGONG GOLD FIELDS :— 
Petition from Miners and others praying for certain amendments in the Mining Bill presented, 

4 753• 133; ordered to be printed, 137 ................................................................................ 
MnsEits RIGHTS AND BURINE5S LIcENsES 

Return chewing number of issued at each of the Gold Fields, from 1st January, 1871, to 30th 
4 733 SOUTHERN GOLD FIELDS 

June, 1873, laid on Table, 199...................................................................................... 

4 723 NORTHERN GOLD FIELDS 
Report of Commissioner for 1873, laid on Table, 371 ............................................................ 

4 727 Report of Commissioner for 1873, laid on Table, 371 .......................................................... 
WESTERN GOLD FIELDS 
Report of Commissioner for 1873, laid on Table, 371 .......................................................... 4 709 
LAND SELECTED IN THE DIEFERENT GOLD FIELDS OF THE CoLoiY 
Return showing quantity of, selected for the purpose of working gold minerals, from 1st April, 

4 731 WILLIAM CRONIN 

4 749 Petition from, respecting loss of gold, presented, 301 ; ordered to be printed, 313 .....................
DIscovERy OF, IN NEW SOUTH WALES 
Motion made (Mr. Cunneem) for Committee of the Whole to consider of an Address for sum to 

1872, to 30th June, 1873, laid on Table, 73 ............................................................... 

tingent notice moved to refer subject to Select Committee, together with claim of Messrs. Tom, 
Lister, and Tom, and by leave withdrawn, 358; original motion withdrawn, 358. 

be placed on a Supplementary Estimate to compensate E. H. Hargraves for the, 358; con-

AUHIFEI1OUS LEASES IN THE DISTRICT OF GULGONG— 
4 735 MINING BOARD 

Schedule of, laid on Table, 407 ....................................................................................... 

4 925 GOLD, DUTY ON:— 
Regulations for election of, and conduct of business by, laid on Table, 516 ................................

Motion Made (Mr. Baher) for abolition of, 241 ; Previous Question moved, 241 ; original 
question negatived, 241. 

GOLD FIELDS BILL 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan.) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 11; 
House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 15; presented and read 1°, 15 ; motion made 
for 2°, and Speaker calling attention to contravention of 54th clause of Constitution Act in 
certain clauses, Bill withdrawn, 52.  

GOODENO UGH COMMODORE :— 
2 . 1057 GORDON, MINNIE 

Letter from, respecting the Port of Ngaloa, Kandavu, Fiji, laid on Table, 228 .......................... 

2 947 GOULBTJRN VOLUNTEER RIFLE CORPS :— 
Papers giving explanation of Police in case of alleged ill-treatment of, laid on Table, 566...............

Motion made (Mr. Teece) for adoption of Report of Session 1872-3; and amendment negatived 73. 
Motion made (Mr. Teece) for Address to Governor, transmitting copy of Report of Select Com- 
mittee on, and Resolution of House adopting the Report, 170. 

Message No. 17 respecting case of Captain Rossi in connection with, laid on Table, and ordered to 
be taken into consideration in Committee of the Whole, 220; papers containing-the decision 
of the Government in the case of Captain Rossi laid on Table,- and read by the Clerk, 221 
motion made (Mr. Pa,-/eec) "That the documents be printed," amendment moved and 
debate adjourped, 221; Order of the Day postponed, 225; debate resumed, and proposed 
amendments negatived, 229; original question put and passed, 229; House in Committee 
for consideration of Message No. 17, 233; Speaker resumed the Chair; disorderly words used 
by Member in Committee reported, 233; Committee resumed, 233; Speaker resumed the 
Chair and progress reported, 233 ........................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. i'arlees) for rescission of resolution adopting Report of Select Committee of 
3 129,131 

14th October, 1873, and debate adjourned, 244; debate resumed, 248; motion for postponing 
Order of the Day negatived, 248; proposed amendment on original question negatived, 249; 
original question put and passed, 24.9. 

Finding of the Court of Inquiry appointed to investigate the case of Captain Rossi, laid on Table, 

GOVERNMENT (See also "ASYLUMS"; also "OBSERVATORY"; also "CONTRACTS"; also 
3 145 289 .................................................................................................................. 

"ADMINISTRATION OF THE GOVERNMENT") 
BUSINESS :— 
Days for Precedence of (Sessional Order), 6. 
Precedence of, on Monday, 414. - 
Motion made (Mr. Far/eec) for precedence of Government Business on Tuesday, 555. 
SAVINGS BANES :— 

2 797 GOVERNMENT HOUSE, EXPENDITURE ON 
Statement of Account-s of, from 1st January to 31st December, 1873, laid on Table, 365 ............. 

5 1007 GOVERNMENT LAND SOLD BY AUCTION 
Return showing, from 1868 to 1874, laid on Table, 478 ....................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Creed.) for Return showing number of acres, during the years 1871, 1872, and 
1873, 280. - 
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GOVERNMENT WORKS, CONTRACTS. FOR:— 
Motion made (Mr. Wearne) for return of, the time for completion of which expired betweer 
30th June, 1872, and 1st May, 1874, 466. 

GOVERNOR (See also 'MESSAGES"; also "ASSENT"):— 
SIR HERCULES ROBINSON :- 
Proclamation of; summoning Parliament, read by Clerk, 1. 
Message of, delivered by TJsher of Black Rod, 1, 566. 
Opening Speech of, 2. 
Assembly's Address in reply to Opening Speech of, 3. 
Reply to Assembly's Address, 5. 
Deputy Speaker's Commission from, to administer the Oath, reported, 19. 
Assents to Bills in Council Chamber, 566. 
Minute of, respecting the release of the prisoner Garcliner, laid on Table, 566.......................... 
Speech of, proroguing Parliament, 566. 

GRAFTON:— 
By-laws of Borough of, laid on Table, 180........................................................................ 

GRAMMAR SCHOOL, SYDNEY :- 
Report for 1873, laid on Table, 305................................................................................. 

GRANTS OF LAND TO INHABITANTS OF SYDNEY:— 
Motion made (Mr. Macintosh) for Proclamations and Orders respecting, made in the years 181C 
and 1811, 162; Return to Order, laid on Table, 260 ................................................... 

GRETA COAL AND SHALE MINING COMPANY'S BILL :- 
Petition presented (Mr. Burns), praying for leave to bring in, 213; leave given, 217; presented 
and read 10,  217 ; referred to Select Committee, 229; Report brought up, 248; Order of 
the Day for 2° postponed, 265; read 2°, committed, and reported with an amendment, 268; 
Report adopted, 290; read 3°  and sent to Council, 292; returned with amendments, 323; 
amendments agreed to, 354; assent reported, 414 ........................................................ 

GRIMES, THE CASE OF G. U. (See also "UNDERWOOD'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENI 
BILL") 

Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for information, depositions, on charge of Fraudulent Insolvency in, 
411; Return to Address laid on Table, 538 ............................................................... 

GULGONG (See also "GOLD"; also "MINING BILL") :- 
AURIPEROUS LEASES 
Schedule of; in District of; laid on Table, 407 .................................................................. 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE AT 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Report of the Commissioners appointed to inquire into, and 
charges made against Mr. Tebbutt, 420; Return to Address laid on Table, 506 .................. 

GUNDAROO, COURT HOUSE AT :-- 
Motion made (Mr. For.ster) for Correspondence L.aving reference to ereclion of new, 535. 

GUNNING AND QUEANBEYAN ROAD rid GUNDAROO (See "ROADS.") 

217 

43 

603 

843 

781 

335 

735 

177 

HANSARD (See "OFFICIAL REPORT OF PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.") 
HARBOUR OF REFUGE, TRIAL BAY 

Petition from Mr. E. W. Rudder, presented, 29; ordered to be printed, 32.............................. 
HARGRAYES, E. H. (See "GOLD.") 
HARNET, LAURENCE JOSEPH, ESQUIRE 

Speaker reports receipt of Commission appointing, as Sergeant.at.Arns, 1. 
Takes Oaths of Allegiance and of Office, 1. 

HARRIS, SERGEANT 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Proceedings, Finding, &c., in the case of;  Permanent Artillery 
Force, 339; Return to Order laid on Table, 378 ........................................................ 

HENDERSON, THE CASE OF 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Letters, Petitions, &c., bearing upon, 15 ; Return to Address 
laidon Table, 21 ............................................................................................... 

HILL END 
By.laws of Borough of, laid on Table, 427 ..................................................................... 

HILL, RICHARD, ESQUIRE 
Leave of absence granted to, 32. 

HISTORY IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS :- 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) respecting non-teaching of;  and amended 11; Return to Address 
laidon Table, 362 ................................................................................................ 

HOG-G, THOMAS :- 
Petition from, praying for an amendment of the Medical Act of the Colony, presented, 156; 
ordered to be printed, 160 .................................................................................... 

HOMEBUSH AND BURWOOD RAILWAY STATIONS 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 2 ............................................................ 

HOSPITAL FOR INSANE, GLADES VILLE 
Report for Year 1873, laid on Table, 417 ........................................................................ 

HOSPITALS :- 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Return showing number of Patients treated in various, 420 
Return to Order laid on Table, 478 ........................................................................... 

HUME, ANDREW 
Papers connected with the case of; laid on Table, 407 ......................................................... 

I 
IMMIGRATION 

Regulations for promotion of, laid on Table, 21............................................................... 
Further amended Regulations, laid on Table, 123, 153 ................................................... 
Motion made (Mr. Jacob) for amendment of Regulations, to enable Clerks of Petty Sessions 
receive applications and deposits thereunder, 57. 

3 1 437 

3 17 

2 243 

5 57 

5 415 

5 959 

3 647 

5 243 

5 235 

5 I 1017 

5 1 663 
5 1 665,667 
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IMPORTED STOCK ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
Motion made (Mr. Farnell) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 11; 
House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 22; presented and read 1°, 22; debate on 2' 
adjourned, 37; read 2°, and committed, 58; Order of the Day for further consideration in 
Committee postponed, 80, 97, 138, 146, 214. 

Petition from certein Stockowners in favour of passing of, presented, 186; ordered to be printed, 170 
IMPRISONMENT ON CIVIL PROCESS AMENDMENT BILL :- 

Motion made (Mr. Butler) for leave to bring in, 97 ; presented and read 10,  97; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 113, 122, 138, 146, 214; Order of -the Day discharged, and Bill with. 
drawn, 299. 

IMPRISONMENT ON CIVIL PROCESS AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2):— 
Received from Council and read 1°, 313 ; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 327, 339; read 2°, 
committed, no quorum reported, Committee resumed, reported without amendment, and 
Report adopted, 356 returned to Council, 358 ; assent reported, 399. 

INCORPORATION. OF SHOALHAVEN 
Motion made (Mr. Warden) for Correspondence, &c., respecting inquiry held by Mr. A. 0. 
Moriarty, 40; Return to Order laid on Table, 97 ......................................................... 

INDUSTRIAL SCHOOL, BILOELA. 
Motion made (Mr. .Tt(acintosh) for Reports, &c., from the Acting Superintendent, and by leave 

withdrawn, 358. 
INFIRMARY (See "SYDNEY INFIRMARY.") 
INNES, THE HONORABLE JOSEPH GEORGE LONG, ESQUIRE :- 

Resignation of as Member for Mudgee, reported by Speaker, 1. 
INSOLVENCY LAWS AMENDMENT BILL: 

Received from Council and read 1°, 374; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 399, 404; motion 
made for 2°, 479; motion made for adjournment of debate, and House counted out, 479; 
Order of the Day restored, 484 ; read 2° and committed, 489 ; Order of the Day for further 
consideration in Committee postponed, 513 ; House again in Committee, reported with amend-
ments, and Report adopted, 545; returned with amendments, 551 ; amendments agreed to, 
565; assent reported, 565. 

INTERCOLONIAL COMMERCIAL RECIPROCITY 
Correspondence respecting, laid on Table, 21 ..................................................................... 

INTERCOLONIAL CONFERENCE :- 
Correspondence respecting proceedings of, on Postal Communication between England and the 
Australasian Colonies, laid on Table, 50 ..................................................................... 

INTERRUPTION:— 
To proceedings of House, 19, 508. 

INTOXICATING LIQUOR (See "SUNDAY TRAFFIC.") 
INVENTIONS (See also "PATENTS"):— 

Letters of Registration of, laid on Table under 16 Vic. No. 24, 374 ....................................... 
INVESTMENT OF CHURCH AND SCHOOL ESTATES FUND 

Return in reference to, laid on Table, 77 ........................................................................ 
Motion made (Sir James Martin) disapproving of investment of £90,000 in the purchase of 
Funded Stock, and negatived, 89. 

RA 

JOACHIM CONDITIONAL PURCHASES 
Motion made (Mr. Ha,1,) for Correspondence and Minutes in reference to the, 305 ; Return to 
Orderlaid on Table, 447 ........................................................................................... 

JOCKEY CLUB BILL (See "AUSTRALIAN JOCKEY CLUB BILL.") 
JOINT STOCK BANK BILL (See "AUSTRALIAN JOINT STOCK BANK ACT CONTINUA-

TION BILL.") 
JOSEPHSON, HIS HONOR JrDGE 

Motion made (Mi-. 0' Uounor) for papers and documents having reference to charges made against 
by Simon Belinfante, Esq., 193; Return to Order laid on Table, 288. 

JUDGES TRAVELLING EXPENSES (See "TRAVELLING EXPENSES.") 
JURY LAWS AMENDMENT BILL :--- 

Received from Council and read 1°, 272; Order of the Day for 20  postponed, 284; read 2°, corn 
mitted, reported, and Report adopted, 286; read 3°  and returned to Council, 288; assent 
reported, 304. 

KEROSENE SHALE MINES 
Report of Inspector laid on Table, 18 ......................................................................... 

KIAMA. :- 
By-laws of Borough of, laid on Table, 189...................................................................... 

KING, MR. ROBERT JOHN (See "UNDERWOOD'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.") 

LAKE GEORGE ROAD (See "ROADS.") 
LAND ADJOINING THE NEW SCHOOL OF INDUSTRY:— 

Motion made (Mi-. Buchanan) for resumption of by Government, and negatived, 43. 
LAND ORDERS, VOLUNTEER:— 

Return to Order (Session 1872-3) laid on Table, 1 ............................................................ 
Return shewing number of, issued since 1st January, 1873, laid on Table, 42........................... 

LAND LAW (See "ADMINISTRATION OF THE LAND LAW.") - 
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LAND, GOVERNMENT, SOLD BY AUCTION (See " CROWN LANDS.") 
LAND, GRANTS OF, TO INhABITANTS OF SYDNEY (See "GRANTS OF LAND.") 
LAND SELECTIONS, TURNER'S AND SHARP'S (See "CROWN LANDS.") 
LANDS, APPLICATIONS FOR SURVEY OF (See "CROWN LANDS.") 
LANDS RENTED BY THE GOVERNMENT :- 

Motion made (Mr. Bawdess) for Return showing particulars of area, situation of, &e., 145; Return 
to Address laid on Table, 399 ..................................................................................5 1029 

LANE, MRS. MARY 
Petition from (widow of Henry Lane) praying for relief, presented, 232 ; ordered to be printed, 
236 .................................................................................................................. 2 417 

LANG, JOHN DUNMORE 
Motion made (Mr. John .Rolertson) for Committee of the Whole to consider prOpriety of bringing 
in Bill conferring an annuity upon, or otherwise pecuniarily recognizing public services of, d7 
House in Committee, and resolution reported, 69 ; Order of the Day for reception of reso 
lution postponed, 85, 116 ; resolution agreed to, 120; Messege No. 21 acknowledging receipt 
of Address laid on Table, 256 ..................................................................................2 39 

LAPSED:— 
Order of the Day, 53. 
Orders restored, 119, 413, 448, 484. 
Motion to restore Order of the Day negatived, 456. 

LAPSED VOTES BILL :- 
Motion made (Mr. R. B. Smith) for leave to bring in, 199 ; presented and read 10,  199; 
made for 2°, and Debate adjourned, 206 ; Order of the Day for resumption of 
adjourned, 225, 241, 252; Order of the Day discharged, and Bill withdrawn, 269. 

LARSEN, YOUNG, KISS, AND WOODS, MESSRS. (See 'SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN 
TRAMWAYS BILL.") 

LAW AND EQUITY BILL:— 
Motion made (Mr. Yorsf.er) for leave to bring in, 216. 

LAW OF EVIDENCE AMENDMENT BILL :- 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for leave to bring in, 11; presented, and read 10,  11; 
the Day for 2°  postponed, 15, 40; motion for 2°  negatived, 68. 

LEASEHOLDERS OF CROWN LANDS, PATRICK'S PLAINS :- 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 36 .............................................. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE:— 
Granted to Joseph George Raphael, Esq., 14; Richard Hill, Esq.,32; John Samuel Smith, Esq., 42; 
Joseph Single, Esq., 148; John Nowlan, Esq., 359. 

LEES, LANCE-CORPORAL 
Motion made (Mr. Driver) for Charges, Reports, &c., respecting imprisonment and suspension 
of, 374. 

LEE'S PARTITION AND SALE BILL 
Petition presented (Mr. Lackey) praying for leave to bring in, 133 ; leave given, 138 ; presented 

and read 1°, 142 ; referred to Select Committee, 148; Report brought up, 162 ; read 2°, 
committed, reported without amendment, and Report adopted, 176; read 3° and sent to 
Council, 183 ; returiied by Council with an amendment, 217 ; amendment agreed to, 225 
assentreported, 243 ............................................................................................. 

LEGAL PRACTITIONERS RELIEF BILL :- 
Leave given to bring in (Mr. Stewart), 172; presented and read 1°, 172; Order of the Day 
for 2° postponed, 225, 252; motion made for 20, amendment moved, and debate adjourned, 
289; debate resumed, and House counted out, 330. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, APPOINTMENTS TO THE 
Motion made (Mr. .Forster) respecting interference in, by the Secretary of State or Governor, 319; 
Contingent Notice moved as an amendment, and Debate adjourned, 320; Order of the Day 
postponed, 341, 334, 420, 437, 460; amendment negatived, no Tellers for the Noes, 492; 
Original Question put and passed, 492. 

LEICUHARDT (See also 'HUME, ANDREW.") 
By-laws of Municipal District of, laid on Table, 2 ............................................................ 

LETT, MR. J. M., J.P. (See "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.") 
LETTERS OF REGISTRATION OF INVENTIONS (See also "PATENTS"):— 

Under 16 Vict. No. 24, laid on Table, 374........................................................................ 
LIBERATION AND EXILE OF PRISONERS (See" PRISONERS.") 
LIBRARY 

Committee appointed by Ballot (Sessional Order), 7. 
Report of Free Public, for 1873, laid on Table, 305 ............................................................ 

LICENSED DRAY AND VAN PROPRIETORS :- 
Petition from, complaining of the license fee now charged, presented, 206; ordered to be printed, 
213 .................................................................................................................. 

LIGHTHOUSE, SEAL ROCKS :- 
Petition to the Secretory for I'ubhic Works, laid on Table, 326 ............................................. 

LISTER, J. H. A. (See "GOLD.") 
LITHGOW VALLEY COLLIERY RAILWAY BILL :- 

Petition presented (Mr. Lackey), praying for leave to bring in, 64 ; leave given to bring in, 
presented, and read 10,  68 ; referred to Select Committee, 73 ; Report brought up, 76 
Motion made (Mr. Lackey) for fixing day for 2°, 80; read 20, committed, reported with an 
amendment, and Report adopted, 105 ; read 3°  and sent to Council, 109; returned by Council 
without amendment, 137 ; assent reported, 159 ......................................................... 

LITTLE'S CASE, REPORT OF MUDG-EE BENCH IN 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for, 378; Return to Address laid on Table, 409 ........................ 

LIVERPOOL :- 
By-laws of Municipal District of, laid on Table, 80 ............................................................ 

LIVE STOCK 
Report of the Chief Inspector of Stock on Diseases in Europe likely to affect Stock in Australia, 
laidon Table, 399 ................................................................................................ 

LIVE STOCK AND AGRICIJLTURE 
Returns of, for year ending 31st March, 1874, laid on Table, 558 .......................................... 

LOAN. ACTS, EXPENDITURE UNDER 
Motion made (Mr. Cooper) for printing of Statement laid on Table, showing, under Acts 18 Vic-
toria No. 35, and 35 Victoria No. 5, 281..................................................................... 

Order 
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LOAN BILL :- 
Standing Orders suspended to allOw of Bill passing through all its stages in one day, 555; pre- 
sented and read 10,  read 2°, committed, reported without amendment, and Report adopted, 
555; read 3°  and sent to Council, 556; returned without amendment, and presented by 
Speaker to Governor in Council Chamber for Royal Assent, and assented to, 566. 

LOAN ESTIMATES (See "ESTIMATES.") 
LODGING HOUSES BILL (See "COMMON LODGING HOUSES BILL.") 
LONDON INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION (See "EXHIBITION.") 
LOSS OF THE "OSCAR" :- 

Motion made (Mr. Cunneess) for Report of, and Evidence taken by the Marine Board in case of, 
101; Return to Order laid on Table, 201 .................................................................. 

LUNACY BILL 
Motion made (Mr. Parices) for Committee of the Whole to consider eipediency of bringing in, 10; 
House in Committee and Resolution agreed to, 22; presented and read1°, 23; read 2° and 
committed, 33; Order of the Day for further consideration in Committee postponed, 57, 
127, 138, 153, 167, 185, 217, 233, 261, 285, 327, 366, 378, 404, 479, 488, 513. 

LUNATIC ASYLUMS 
261 

LUNATICS :— 
5 255 

Statistics of, for 1873, laid on Table, 478 ..........................................................................5 

Petition from W. H. Bedell respecting disposal of property of Charles Galonski, presented, 
Report on subject of treatment of Criminal, laid on Table, 96.................................................. 

161; ordered to be printed, 166 ................................................................................ 5 263 

N 

MACKENZIE, J.P., and W. H. (See "UNDERWOOD'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.") 
MACQUARIE-STREET ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOL SITE SALE BILL 

Petition praying for leave to bring in, presented (Mr. Cuuneen), 216 ; leave given to bring in, 224; 
presented and read 1°, 224; referred to Select Committee, 236 ; Report brought up, 248 
Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 253; read 2°, committed, reported, and with an amend- 
ment in the Title, and Report adopted, 269; read 3° and sent to Council, 272; returned by 
Council without amendment, 286; assent reported, 305 ............................................... 5 657 

MAGISTRATES (See "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.') 
MAIL SERVICE' J'Li SAN FRANCISCO (See "OCEAN MAIL COMMUNICATION"; also 

"POSTAL.") 
MAIL STEAMERS (See "POSTAL.") 
MAIL TIME-TABLE (See "POSTAL.") 
MAITLAND GAS-LIGHT COMPANY'S BILL:— 

Gist Standing Order suspended to admit of introduction of, 284; Petition, praying for leave to• 
bring in, presented (Mr. Burns), 285; leave given to bring in, 288; presented and read 1°, 289; 
referred to Select Committee, 291 ; Report brought up, 304; Order of the Day for 2°  post- 
poned, 355; read 2°, committed, reported without amendment, and Report adopted, 443; 
read 3° and sent to Council, 447; returned with an amendment, 497; amendment agreed 

5 1085 
MANNING RIVER AND NEW ENGLAND ROAD (See "ROADS.") 
MANNING SIR WILLIAM :— 

Opinion of, on Governor's position as Comm ander-in -Chief of the Volunteer Force, laid on Table, 
3 69 

to, 504; assent reported, 522 .................................................................................. 

MARINE DEPARTMENT IN AUSTRALASIAN COLONIES (See "CONFERENCE.") 
MARRIAGE WITH DECEASED WIFE'S SISTER LEGALIZING BILL 

243 ................................................................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. .Buchaaaa) for leave to bring in, 130; presented and read 1°, 130 ; read 2° 
and committed, 172; Order of the Day for further consideration in Committee postponed, 
225, 252; further considered in Committee, reported with amendments, and Report adopted, 
289; read 3° and sent to Council, 292. 

Petition from the Chapter and Rural Deanery of Liverpool against, presented, 199; ordered to be 
5 1005 

MARTIN, ROBERT, AND OTHERS (See "MINERAL SELECTION AT MILBURN CREEK.") 
MARTIN, SIR JAMES, THE HONORABLE :— 

Letter from, to Speaker, informing of his acceptance of office of Chief Justice, read, and ordered to 
be entered upon the Records of the House, 131. - 

Seat of, for East Macquarie, declared vacant, 131. 

printed, 202............................................................................................................ 

MATHEWS v. ASHE :- 
2 299. 

MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACT 
2 41 

MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACT AMENDMENT BILL 

Depositions and Correspondence in the case of, laid on Table, 339 ........................................... 

poned, 26; re-committed, 40; reported 2°. with further amendments, and Report adopted, 

Rules of Court under, laid on Table, 2 ......................................................................... 

40; read 3° and sent to Council, 42. 
MEDICAL PROFESSION, THE:— 

Motion made (Mr. Bnchassen) for leave to bring in, 11; presented and read 1°, 11; read 2°, com-
mitted and reported with amendments, 15; Order of the Day for adoption of Report post- 

Petition from Inhabitants of Newcastle, respecting alteration of the law in regard to, 137; 
5 963 

Petition from Thomas Hogg, respecting alteration of the law in regard to, 156; ordered to be 
- 5 959 

ordered to be printed, 142......................................................................................... 

Petition from Edward Aseher, of Ryde, respecting refusal of Certificate of Qualification, presented, 
printed, 160........................................................................................................... 

5 . 961 
MEDICAL TREATMENT OF PRISONERS IN DARLINGHURST GAOL:—. 

180; ordered to be printed, 184 .............................................................................. 

Motion made (Mr. Raphael) for Select Committee to inquire into, and by leave withdrawn, 372. 
MELBOURNE BRANCH MINT :- 

Circular Despatch respecting application for permission to coin Silver, laid on Table, 322............. 2 921 
055—B 
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MEMBERS 
Sworn, 19, 193, 214. 
Of Elections and Qualifications Committee sworn, 26, 28, 32, 42. 

MERCANTILE BANK OF SYDNEY BILL :- 
Petition for leave to bring ill, presented (Mr. S. Brown), 36; leave given to bring in, presented 

and read 1°, 42; referred to Select Committee, 40 ; Report brought up, 60; read 2°, corn 
snitted, reported with amendments, and Report adopted, 84; read 3° and sent to Council 
89; returned by Council without amendment, 113 ; assent reported, 159 ........................ 

MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT AMENDMENT ACT 1862 :- 
Despatch respecting Tonnage of French Vessels, laid on Table, 73 ....................................... 

MERCHANT SHIPPING AND PASSENGERS ACTS AMENDMENT ACT 1872 
Despatch with copy of, laid on Table, 73 ........................................................................ 

M'BRIDE v. DAVISON :- 
Motion made (Mr. Garrei.i) for Information, Summons, &c.,in the case of, 404; Return to Address 

laidon Table, 488 ................................................................................................ 
M'GLEW, CORNELIUS STANLEY:- 

Petition from, respecting finding and developing Tin ground, presented, 503 ; ordered to be 
printed, 505......................................................................................................... 

M'GTJINN, THE REV. D. 
Motion made (Mr. Driver) for Committee of the Whole to consider of Address praying for a 

sum to be placed on the Supplementary Estimates, as compensation to for loss of stipend, 
359; Order of the Day postponed, 460, 475, 504, 518, 531. 

M'HALE, MR. PATRICK (Sec "EDUCATION.") 
MESSAGES :- 

TfANsMIssIow OF BETWEEN THE Two HOUSES :- 
Sessional Order in reference to, 6. 

FROM THE GovERNoR,- 
Summoning Assembly to Council, 1, 566. 
No. 1. Assent to Superannuation Act Repeal Bill (Session 1872-3), 2. 

Mail Service via San Francisco, 64 ........................................................................ 
Mining Bill, 64 ................................................................................................ 
Estimates of Expenditure for 1874, and Supplementary Estimates for 1873 and previous 

years,  77 ...................................................................................................... 
Assent to Newspaper Postage Abolition Bill, 80. 
Assent to Woolloomooloo Bay Water Frontage Compensation Bill, 93. 
Further Supplementary Estimate for 1873, 126 ......................................................... 
Promissory Oaths Declaratory Act of 1873, 152. 
Assent to Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill, 157. 
Assent to Mercantile Bank of Sydney Bill, 159. 
Assent to Lithgow Valley Colliery Railway Bill, 159. 
Assent to Bathurst Cattle Sale Yards Bill, 160. 
Assent to Australian Jockey Club Bill, 160. 
Assent to Friendly Societies Bill, 171. 
Assent to Customs Duties Act Amendment Bill, 172. 
Assent to Scott's Leasing Bill, 198. 
Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps, Case of Captain Rossi, 220 
Assent to Cohen's Estate Act Amendment Bill, 223. 
Assent to Australian Mutual Provident Society's Act Amendment Bill, 223. 
Assent to Lee's Partition and Sale Bill, 243. 
Recognition of Public Services of John Dunmore Lang, 256 ....................................... 
Vote of Credit, January, 1874, 256 ........................................................................ 
Assent to Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill (No. 2), 264. 
Assent to Australian Joint Stock Bank Act Continuation Bill, 275. 
Assent to Triennial Parliaments Bill, 278. 
Assent to Jury Laws Amendment Bill, 304. 
Assent to Western Peak Downs Copper Mining Company's Incorporation Bill, 304. 
Assent to Macquarie-street Roman Catholic School Site Sale Bill, 305. 
Vote of Credit, February, 1874, 308 ..................................................................... 
Assent to Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill (No. 3), 315. 
Assent to Navigation Act Amendment Bill, 319. 
Assent to Deniliquin and Moama Railway Bill, 319. 
Asihut to Newtown Omnibus Company's Incorporation Bill, 332. 
Assent to Commissioners for Affidavits Bill, 335. 
Further Supplementary Estimate for 1873 and previous years, and Additional Estimates 
for1874, 348 ................................................................................................ 

Further Additional Estimate for 1874, 378 ............................................................ 
Assent to Imprisonment on Civil Process Amendment Bill (No. 2), 399. 
Assent to Appropriation Bill, 412. 
Assent to Greta Coal and Shale Mining Company's Bill, 414. 
Assent to Mining Bill, 414. 
Assent to Parnell's Lessing Bill, 443. 
Assent to Sydney Mechanics School of Arts Incorporation Bill, 446. 
Assent to Bishopthorpe Estate Charge Bill, 479. 
Telegraphic Cable Communication, 496 .................................................................. 
Assent to Prisons Bill, 496. 
Public Railways Land Resumption Bill, 500 ............................................................ 
Assent to Municipalities Act of 1867 Amendment Bill, 508. 
Assent to Anvil Creek Coal Mining Company's Incorporation Bill, 508. 
Assent to Maitland Gas-light Company's Bill, 522. 
Assent to Garotting Suppression Bill, 522. 
Cleveland-street Formation Bill, 527 ..................................................................... 

52.Assent to Underwood's Estate Act Amendment Bill, 535. 
Assent to Brands Registration Amendment Bill, 535. 
Assent to Public Railways Land Resumption Bill, 535. 
Assent to Companies Bill, 548. 
Assent to Insolvency Laws Amendment Bill, 565. 

FROM ASSEMBLY TO CouNcIL :- 
Transmitting Newspaper Postage Abolition Bill, 26. 

Friendly Societies Bill, 30. 
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MESSAGES (continued) :- - 
FRoM ASSEMBLY TO Comecia (continued) 

Woolloomooloo Bay Water-frontage Compensation Bill, 37. 
Matrimonial Causes Act Amendment Bill, 42. 
Deniliquin and Moama Railway Bill, 84. 
Australian Jockey Club Bill, 89. 
Mercantile Bank of Sydney Bill', 89. 
]lathurst Cattle Sale-yards Bill, 89. 
Scott's Leasing Bill, 108. 
Lithgow Valley Colliery Railway Bill, 109. 
Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill, .138: 
Customs Duties Act Amendment Bill, 142. 
Cohen's Estate Act Amendment Bill, 148. 
Australian Mutual Provident Society's Act Amendment Bill, 181. 
Lee's Partition and Sale Bill, 188. 
Triennial Parliaments Bill, 206. 
Australian Joint Stock Bank Act Continuation Bill, 214. 
Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill (No. 2), 258. 
- Macquarie-street Roman Catholic School Site Sale Bill, 272. 
Marriage with Deceased Wife's Sister Legalizing Bill, 292. 
Parnell's Leasing Bill, 292. 
Newtown Omnibus Company's Incorporation Bill, 292. 
Greta Coal and Shale Mining Company's Bill, 292. 
Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill (No. 31, 309. 
Mining Bill, 310. 
Appropriation Bill, 405. 
Sydney Mechanics School of Arts Incorporation Bill, 424. 
Anvil Creek Coal Mining Company's Incorporation Bill, 428, 
Bishopthorpe Estate Charge Bill, 443. 
Maitland Gas-light Company's Bill, 447. 
Prisons Bill, 458. 
Municipalities Act of 1867 Amendment Bill, 464. 
Electoral Act Amendment Bill, 485. 
Garotting Suppression Bill, 497. 
Resolutions, Telegraphic Cable Communication, 510. 
Public Railways Land Resumption Bill, 512. 
Barristers and Attorneys-Admission Bill, 513. 
Sydney Corporation Act Amendment Bill, 518. 
Field of Mars Common Resumption Bill, 548. 
Cleveland-street Formation Bill, 551. 
Loan Bill, 556. 

Returning Jury Laws Amendment Bill without Ahiendment, 288. - 
Western Peak Downs Copper Mining Company's Incorporation Bill withou 
Amendment, 292. 

Commissioners for Affidavits Bill with Amendments, 310. 
Imprisonment on Civil Process Amendment Bill (No. 2) without Amendment, 358. 
Underwood's Estate Act Amendment Bill with Amendments, 500. 
Brands Registration Amendment Bill with Amendments, 506. 
Companies Bill with Amendments, 507. 
Insolvency Laws Amendment Bill with Amendments, 551. 

Agreeing to Amendments in Newspaper Postage Aboliilon Bill, 65. 
Scott's Leasing Bill, 176. - 
Cohen's Estate Act Amendment Bill, 206. 
Lee's Partition and Sale Bill, 225. 
Deniliquin and Moama Railway Bill, 289. 
Greta Coal and Shale Mining Company's Bill, 354. 
Mining Bill, 366. 
Parnell's Leasing Bill, 421. 
Prisons Bill, 489. 
Anvil Creek Coal Mining Company's Incorporation Bill, 493. 
Maitland Gas-light Company's Bill, 504. 

Agreeing and Disagreeing to Amendments in Friendly Societies Bill, 127. 
FROM Coucia TO ASSEMBLY:- - 
Transmitting Mining Partnership Acts Amendment Bill, 113. 

Western Peak Downs Copper Mining Company's Incorporation Bill, 213. 
Commissioners for Affidavits Bill, 260. 
Jury Laws Amendment Bill, 272. 
Companies Bill, 298. 
Imprisonment on Civil Process Amendment Bill (No. 2), 313. 
Drummond Copper Mining Company's Incorporation Bill, 340. 
Underwood's Estate Act Amendment Bill, 346. 
Insolvency Laws Amendment Bill, 374. 
Public Railways Land Resumption Bill, 456. 
Campbelltown Reservoir Better Preservation Bill, 456. 
Brands Registration Amendment Bill, 470. 
llandwick Toll-gate Removal Bill, 507. 

Returning Newspaper Postage Abolition Bill, with Amendments, 60. 
Woolloomooloo Bay. Water-frontage Compensation Bill, without Amendment, 77. 
Friendly Societies Bill, with Amendments, 80. 
Mercantile Bank of Sydney Bill, without Amendment, 113. 
Australian Jockey Club Bill, without Amendment, 122. 
Lithgow Valley Colliery Railway Bill, without Amendment, 137. 
Bathurst Cattle Sale Yards Bill, without Amendment, 137. 
Scott's Leasing Bill, with Amendments, 153. 
Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill, without Amendment, 153. 

- Customs Duties Act Amendment Bill, without Amendment, 167. 
Cohen's Estate Act Amendment Bill, with an Amendment., 198. 
Australian Mutual Provident Society's Act Amendment Bill, without Amendment 
213. 

,Lee's Partition and Sale Bill, with an Amdment, 217. 



INDEX. 

VOTES AND POOCEEDINGS (RENERENCES TO)-.VOL. I.-SBSSION 5873-4. PAPERS. 

I VOL. I PAGE. 

MESSAGES (contisie.d) 
FROM COUNCIL TO ASSEMBLY (continued) 

Deniliquin and Moarna Railway Bill, with Amendments, 244. 
Triennial Parliaments Bill, without Amendment, 257. 
Australian Joint Stock Bank Act Continuation Bill, without Amendment, 257. 
Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill (No. 2), without Amendment, 260. 
Macquarie-street Roman Catholic School Site Sale Bill, without Amendment, 286. 
Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill (No. 3), without Amendment, 313. 
Newtown Omnibus Company's Incorporation Bill, without Amendment, 323. 
Greta Coal and Shale Mining Company's Bill, with Amendments, 323. 
Parnell's Lcasing Bill, with an Amendment, 347. 
Mining Bill, with Amendments, 349. 
Appropriation Bill, without Amendment, 405. 
Sydney Mechanics School of Arts Incorporation Bill, without Amendment, 440. 
Bishopthorpe Estate Charge Bill, without Amendment, 470. 
Anvil Creek Coal Mining Company's Incorporation Bill, with Amendments, 470. 
Prisons Bill, with Amendments, 484. 
Municipalities Act of 1867 Amendment Bill, without Amendment, 496. 
Maitland Gas-light Company's Bill, with in Amendment, 497. 
Garottiug Suppression Bill, without Amendment, 512. 
Public Railways Land Resumption Bill, without Amendment, 523. 
Resolutions, Telegraphic Cable Communication, 527. 
Barristers and Attorneys Admission Bill, with Amendments, 535. 
Electoral Act Amendment Bill, with Amendments, 538. 
Field of Mars Common Resumption Bill, without Amendment., 565. 
Cleveland-street Formation Bill, without Amendment, 565. 
Loan Bill, without Amendment, 566. 

Not insisting on Amendment in Friendly Society's Bill, 153. 
Agreeing to Amendments in Commissioners for Affidavits Bill, 323. 

Underwood Estate Act Amendment Bill, 512. 
Companies Bill, 516. 
Brands Registration Amendment Bill, 516. 
Insolvency Laws Amendment Bill, 565. 

METROPOLITAN TRANSIT COMMISSIONERS BY—LAWS 
Motion made (Mr. Tunics) respecting those omitted by the Government when submitted for confir 
mation, 119 ; Return to Order laid on Table, 228 ...................................................... 

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY AND SEWERAGE BILL :- 
Motion made (Mr. .Parlces) for Committee of the Whole to consider expediency of bringing in, 
322; House in Committee and Resolution agreed to, 327; presented and read 1°, 329; Order 

of the Day for 2°  postponed, 366, 378, 404, 479, 488, 513. 
MIDNIGHT :- 

Sittings after, 80, 97, 123, 128, 139, 162, 194, 233, 274, 278, 281, 284, 299,306, 309, 316, 323, 327, 
337, 348, 351, 363, 366, 375, 394, 405, 412, 417, 425, 436, 449, 453, 457,470, 501, 549, 555, 563. 

MILBURN CREEK (See "MINERAL SELECTION AT MILBURN CREEK.") 
MINERAL LEASE AT TOGO:- 

Motion made (Mr. John Robertson) for Select Committee to inquire into and report upon the claim 
of Messrs. M'Grath, Larnier, and Bennison, to, 57 ; Petition and papers (Session 1872-3), 
"Mineral Selection at Togo," referred to Committee, 96; Report brought up, 442 ............... 

Motion made (Mr. John Robertson) for Committee of Whole to consider of an Address to Gover
, 

 

nor, for sum to be placed on Supplementary Estimates for 1873, to defray Expenses of 
Witnesses before Select Committee on, 170; Order of the Day postponed, 177, 207, 225, 252, 
289, 355; Motion again made, and House counted out, 444; Order of the Day restored, 
507; House in Committee and resolution reported, 531. 

MINERAL LICENSES AND MINERAL LEASES 
Regulations relating to, Division III under the Mining Act, laid on Table, 558 ........................ 

MINERAL SELECTION AT MILBURN CREEK:— 
Petition from Robert Martin and others, respecting removal from land selected by them as a 
mineral conditional purchase, presented, 61 ; ordered to be printed, 64------------------------------ 

Motion made (Mr. R. B. Smith) for Correspondence, &c., having reference to the applications of 
Neville, Martin, and party, or Baker, Thorne, and party, for, 163 ; Return to Order laid on 
Table, 289 

MINERAL SELECTION AT TOGO (See "MINERAL LEASE AT TOGO.") 
MINERAL SELECTIONS, 

Petition from Mineral Selectors, District of New England, respecting deposits made by unsuc 
cessful applicants for, presented, 253 ; ordered to be printed, 257 -------------------------------- 

Motion made (Mr. Terry) for Committee of the Whole for consideration of Petition, 268; Order 
of the Day postponed, 290; House in Committee and no Quorum reported, 302 ; Committee 
resumed, 302; further consideration in Committee postponed, 355, 442; further considei-ed 
in Committee, and no report, 460. 

MINERAL SELECTIONS OF BARNES, PHILLIPS, AND CO.:- 

Motion made (Mr. Macleay) for Correspondence relating to claim of, to certain Mineral Lands in 
the Burril Ranges, 19; Return to Order laid on Table, 221 .......................................... 

MINERS RIGHTS AND BUSINESS LICENSES (See" GOLD FIELDS.") 
MINING ACT:— 

Regulations relating to Mineral Licenses and Leases, Division III, under, laid on Table, 558 ...... 
MINING BILL 

Motion made (Mr. .Farssell for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 11 
House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 22; presented and read 1°, 40; Message 

No. 3 respecting, ordered to be printed, 64 Order of the Day for 2°  postponed, 77, 97, 122; 

Motion made for 2°, and debate adjourned, 142; Debate resumed, and amendment moved to 
refer Bill to Select Committee, 153 ; Debate adjourned, 153 ; resumed, 156; Motion made 
for adjournment of debate and negatived, 156; Amendment negatived, 156; Questiop put 
for 2°, and no Tellers for the Noes, 156 ; committed, 156 ; Order of the Day for further 
consideration in Committee postponed, 167, 233, 272; House again in Committee, 177, 181, 
185, 199, 202, 214 (2),  218; further considered in Committee and reported with amendments, 
296 ; re-committed for the re-consideration of certain clauses, 298 ; reported 2° with further 
amendments, and Report adopted, 298; Motion for adjournment of debate on 3°  negatived; 

i-cad 3° and sent to Council, 309; returned with amendments, 349; amendments agreed 
to, 366; asseut reported, 414 ................................................................................. 
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MINING BILL (continued) 
Petition from Miners and others, Gulgong, praying for amendments in, presented, 133 ordered 
tobe printed, 137 .................................................................................................. 

Petition from Miners and others, Parkes, presented, 304; ordered to be printed, 313.................. 
MINING BOARD :- 

Regulations for Election of, and conduct of business by, laid on Table, 516.............................. 
MINING LAWS :- 

Petition from Miners and Residents of Wattle Flat, praying for certain amendments in, presented, 
305 ; ordered to be printed, 308 .............................................................................. 

MINING PARTNERSHIP ACTS AMENDMENT BILL :- 
Received from Council and read 1°, 113; Order of the Day for 20  postponed, 130, 160, 176, 189, 

207, 225, 252, 289, 341, 354, 421, 412, 460, 474, 504, 518, 530. 
Petition from Residents of Hill End and Tambaroora in favour of, presented, 409 ordered to be 
printed, 411......................................................................................................... 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND PUBLIC INSTRUCTION (See "ADMINISTRATION OF 
GOVERNMENT.") 

MINISTERS TRAVELLING EXPENSES (See "TRAVELLING EXPENSES.") 
MINT :- 

Despatch respecting Sydney Branch Royal, laid on Table, 2, 527 .......................................... 
Circular Despatch respecting application for permission to Coin Silver at Melbourne Branch, laid 
onTable, 322 ...................................................................................................... 

MONARO, ELECTORATE OF :- 
Petition from Electors of Bombala Division of, respecting division of the Electorate, presented, 
42; ordered to be printed, 46 .................................................................................. 

MOODY, MR. ROBERT 
Motion made (Captain Onslow) for Papers and Correspondence relating to removal of, from office 
as Railway Traffic Manager, 7; Return to Address laid on Table, 199 .............................. 

MONDAY SITTINGS 
Appointed, 413. 

MORPETU (See" PUNTS.") 
MORT, THOMAS SUTCLIFFE 

Petition from, respecting free use of Government Dry Dock for the docking of Mail Steamers, 
presented, 285 ; ordered to be printed, 288 ............................................................... 

MOSS, HENRY. (See "COMMONS REGULATION ACT.") 
MOUNT KEIRA PUBLIC SCHOOL:— 

Motion made (Mr. .Forster) for Correspondence respecting appointment of Teacher of, 374; 
Return to Order laid on Table, 409............................................................................ 

MUDGEE:— 
Resignation of Member for, reported by Speaker, 1 ; Speaker reports issue of Writ-for Electorate 
of, 1, reports return of Writ, 10; Joseph Graham O'Connor, Esquire, sworn as Membes 
for, 19. 

Petition from Electors, complaining of personation and double voting at Election for, presented, 
42; ordered to be printed, 46 ................................................................................. 

Clerk summoned to produce papers at Gulgong connected with Election, 42. 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) respecting Railway policy of Government, and by leave withdrawn 
43. 

Petition from "Hope of Mudgee" Division of Sons of Temperance; respecting cancellation ol 
site for Temperance Hall, presented, 144; ordered to be printed, 148 .............................. 

By.laws of Borough of, laid on Table, 180 ........................................................................ 
MUNICIPAL - 

Seventeenth Annual Report of Municipal Council on Water and Sewerage Acts, for 1873, laid on 
Table, 332 .......................................................................................................... 

MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF SYDNEY 
Correspondence respecting endowment of £10.000 in aid of the City Fund, laid on Table, 475 

MUNICIPALITIES (See also 'WORKING OF MUNICIPALITIES.") :— - 
Bv.I,Aws UNDER ACT :- 
Borough of Prospect and Sherwood, laid on Table, 2, 60 ................................................... 
Do. Shellharbour, - do. 2,109 ................................................... 
Do. Leichhardt, do. 2 ......................................................... 
Do. Windsor, do. 2 ......................................................... 
Do. Albury, - do. 60 ......................................................... 
Do. Liverpool, do. 80 ......................................................... 
Do. Numba, do. 109 ......................................................... 
Do. Parraniatta, do. 180 ......................................................... 
Do. Kiama, do. 180 ......................................................... 
Do. Mudgee, do. 180 ......................................................... 
Do. Grafton, do. 180 ......................................................... 
Do. Tenterfield, - do. 185 ......................................................... 
Do. Petersham, do. 216 ......................................................... 
Do. Redfern, do. 228 ........................................................ 
Do. Nowra, do. 299 .......................................................... 
Do. Penrith, do. 362 .......................................................... 
Do. Waterloo, do. 362 ......................................................... 
Do - Hill End, do. 427 ......................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Macintosh) for Return showing Financial position of on 31st December, 1873 
199 ; Return (in part) to Order laid on Table and referred to Select Committee on "Workin1 
of Municipalities," 264; Supplementary Return laid on Table, and also referred to Select 
Committee, 409; Final Return laid on Table, 558 ..................................................... 

Petition from Members of Councils of Boroughs respecting inadequacy of endowments, presented.  
223; ordered to be printed and referred to Select Committee, 229................................... 

Report from the Municipal Conference on the Financial position of, laid on Table, 185; referred 
toSelect Committee, 188 ....................................................................................... 
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MUNICIPALITIES ACT OF 1867 AMENDMENT BILL 
Motion made (Mr. Allen) for leave to bring in, 341; presented and read 10,  341; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 351, 362, 374, 399, 404; read 2°, committed, and reported with Amend-
ments, 437; Report adopted, 457 ; read 3°  and sent to Council, 464; returned without 
amendment, 496; assent reported, 508. 

MUNICIPALITY OF ASIIFIELD 
Petition from Ratepayers of, respecting vacancies in the Council caused by resignation, presented, 

446 ordered to be printed, 447 ............................................................................... 
MURPHY, JAMES 

Petition from, in favour of the passing of the Sydney Corporation Act Amendment Bill, presented, 
256; ordered to be printed, 260 .............................................................................. 

MURRAY RIVER CUSTOMS (See "BORDER DUTIES"; also "CUSTOMS.") 
MURRURUNDI (See "RAILWAYS.") 
MUSEUM, AUSTRALIAN :! 

Report for 1872, laid on Table, 2................................................................................... 
MUSEUM, SYDNEY 

Motion made (Mr. Cooper) for Select Committee to inquire into and report upon condition an 
management of (appointed by ballot), 305; authority given to make visits of inspection 
and hold inquiries at, 330; Report brought up, 478; Motion made for Committee of th 
Whole to consider Report, 535................................................................................ 

MUSSON & CO., J. :— 
Letter of, in reference to the improvement of the Circular Quay, laid on Table, 519 ................. 

MUTBILLY, PROVISIONAL SCHOOL AT:— 
Motion made (Mr. Bnler) for applications to the Council of Education respecting establishing of 
&c,, 329; Return to Order laid on Table, 409 ............................................................ 

67 

83 

813 

819 

419 

515 

N 
NAVIGATION ACT AMENDMENT BILL :—(Session 1872-3.) 

Assent reported, 319. 
NEALE, JAMES HENRY, ESQUIRE, M.P. 

Seat of, declared vacant, as a Member for East Sydney, 566. 
NEPEAN AND CATARACT RIVERS 

Extract from daily record of water running into, laid on Table, 137....................................... 
NEW CALEDONIA :— 

Despatch respecting transportation of Communists to, laid on Table, 1.................................... 
NEWCASTLE, DESTRUCTION OF BONDED STORE AT :— 

Return to Order (Session 1872-3) laid on Table, 46............................................................ 
NEWCASTLE, FIRE AT BONDED STORE (See also "CREER, MR. JOSEPH") 

Motion made (Mr. Stephen Brown) for Committee of the Whole to consider of an Address praying 
for sum to be placed on Supplementary Estimates to compensate Messrs. Petherbridge, 
Gardiner, and Downey, 195; Order of the Day for consideration in Committee postponed, 
225, 252; House in Committee, and Resolution reported, 265; agreed to, 269. 

NEWSPAPER POSTAGE ABOLITION BILL 
Motion made (Mr. Par/eec) for leave to bring in, 7; presented and read 1°, 10; read 2°, 
committed, reported with amendments, and Report adopted, 23; read 3°  and sent to Council, 
26; returned by Council with amendments, 60; amendments agreed to, 65; assent reported, SO. 

NEWTOWN OMNIBUS COMPANY'S INCORPORATION BILL 
Petition from, praying for leave to bring in, presented (Mr. Canneen), 232 ; leave given, 236; 
presented and read 1°, 236 ; referred to Select Committee, 241; Report brought up, 265; 
Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 268; read 2°, committed, reported without amendment, 
and Report adopted, 290; read 3° and sent to Council, 292; returned without amendment, 
323; assent reported, 332....................................................................................... 

NEW ZEALAND (See "TELEGRAPHIC CABLE COMMUNICATION.") 
NEW ZEALAND AND SAN FRANCISCO POSTAL SERVICE (See" POSTAL.") 
NGALOA (See "FIJI ISLANDS.") 
NO QUORUM (See "ADJOURNMENT"; also "QUORUM.") 
NO REPORT:— 
From Committee of the Whole, 460. 

NO TELLERS :— - 
FOR Divsiops,— 
Friendly Societies Bill, 30. 
Unlawful Promises Bill, 84. 
Exclusion of Strangers from the House, 118. 
Walker and Carlow Streets Enclosure Bill, 119. 
Mining Bill, 156. 
Suspension of Standing Orders, 308. 
Bishopthorpe Estate Charge Bill, 355. 
Supply, amendment on motion for going into Committee of, 366, 375. 
Dr. Bailey, 372. 
Travelling Expenses of Ministers and Judges, 434. • 
Appointments to the Legislative Council, 437, 492. 

NOWLAN, JOHN, ESQ. :— 
Leave of absence granted to, 359. 

NOWLAN, PAULINE (See "UNDERWOOD'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.") 
NOWRA :— 

By.laws of Municipality of, laid on Table, 299 .................................................................. 
By-laws of Free Library, laid on Table, 446 ..................................................................... 51 

NUMBA 65 
By-laws of Municipal District of, laid on Table, 109 ......................................................... 
By-laws of Free Library, laid on Table, 446 ..................................................................... 35 

63 

OATH 
Deputy Speaker's Commission to administer, 19. 
Administered by Speaker, 1, 19. 

Do. by Clerk to Members of Committee of Elections and Qualifications, 26, 28, 32, 42. 
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OATHS (See also "PROMISSORY OATHS DECLARATORY ACT OF 1873.") :- 
Of Allegiance and of Office taken by Laurence Joseph Harnett, Esquire, Sergeant-at-Arms, 1. 

OBSERVATORY:— 
Report from Government Astronomer, for 1873, laid-on Table, 436 ....................................... 

OCEAN MAIL COMMUNICATION (See also "POSTAL"):— 
Papers relating to, laid on Table, 52 .............................................................................. 
Motion made (Mr. Par1ce) for approval of House of course adopted by the Government in respect 
to Mail Service via Galle, and of agreement made with the Government of New Zealand 
respecting establishment and maintenance of Mail Service via San Francisco, 61.Speakei 

i ruled that if motion involved an expenditure of money beyond that sanctioned, t should 
originate in Committee of the Whole, 61 ; amended notice given, 61. 

Message from Governor (No. 2) respecting provision for expenses for, between Sydney and San 
Francisco, laid on Table, 64 .................................................................................... 

Further papers relating to, laid on Table, 64.................................................................... 
Tenders for Service between Sydney and San Francisco, laid on Table, 64 .............................. 
Motion made (Mr. Parices) for Committee of the Whole to consider expediency of adopting 
resolutions respecting, vid Galle and San Francisco, 64; House in Committee, and progresr 
reported, 77; House again in Committee, and resolutions reported, 80; received, 93 ; agreed 
to, 94. 

Telegram from Postmaster General relative to performance of Service viii San Francisco, laid on 
Table, 73 ............................................................................................................ 

Correspondence respecting Temporary Service, laid on Table, 77 .......................................... 
O'CONNOR, JOSEPH GRAHAM, ESQ,. 

Speaker reports return of, as Member for Mudgee, 10. 
Takes oath and seat, 19. 

OFFICIAL REPORT OF PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 
Motion made (Mr. C'ooper) for Committee of the Whole to consider of an Address to the Governor 
to place sum on Supplementary Estimates for defraying expense of, 420; Order of the Day 
postponed, 429, 442, 460, 474, 504, 518, 530. 

OPENING (See "SPEECH"; also "ASSEMBLY.") 
ORANGE (See also "RAILWAYS") :- - 

Petition from Residents of Blayney and Carcoar Districts, praying that extension to, may be taken 
through Blayney, presented, 141 ; ordered to be printed, 145.......................................... 

Return showing Expenditure on Roads in Electorate of, laid on Table, 288 ............................. 
Return showing Expenditure on Works in Electorate of, laid on Table, 293.............................. 

ORDER (See "SPEAKER"; also "SESSIONAL ORDERS"; also "STANDING ORDERS"; alsc 
"ASSEMBLY.") 

ORDNANCE LANDS TRANSFER BILL :- 
- Presented and read 10,  pro .formii, 2. - 

ORPHAN SCHOOLS 
Motion made (Mr. Rav4ael) for Return showing particulars in detail of the cost of the Protestant 
and Roman Catholic Orphan Schools, for 1871 and 1872, 148; Return to Order laid on 
Table, 185 ......................................................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Baphael) for Return showing particulars in detail of the cost of the Protestant 
and Roman Catholic Orphan Schools, for 1873, 272; Return to Order laid on Table, 354 

ORRIDGE (See "ADMiNISTRATION OF JUSTICE.") - 
"OSCAR," LOSS OF THE :- 

Motion made (Mr. Cienszeen) for Report of and Evidence taken by Marine Board, in case of, 101; 
Return to Order laid on Table, 201........................................................................... 

Report of Pilots respecting, laid on Table, 141 

PARLIAMENT (Se-e also "ASSEMBLY"; also "TRIENNIAL PARLIAMENTS BILL") :-
Opening of Siasion, Proclamation read by Clerk, 1. 
Governor's Opening Speech read by Speaker 2. 
Governor's Speech on prorogation of, 566. 

PARLIAMENT, PAYMENT TO MEMBERS OF 
Motion made (Mr. Terry) for Committee of the Whole to consider of Address to the G-overnos 
respecting provision for, and amendments moved, 343; question amended and negatived, 344. 

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES, OFFICIAL REPORT OF:— 
Motion made (Mr. Jooper) for Committee of the Whole to consider of Address to the Governor 
to place sum on Supplementary Estimates for defraying expense of, 420; Order of the Day 
postponed, 429, 442, 460, 474, 504, 518, 530. 

PARNELL'S LEASiNG BILL :- 
Petition praying for leave to bring in, presented (Mr. Burns), 228; leave given and Bill presented 
and read 10, 237 ; referred to Select Committee, 248; Report brought up, 260; read 2° 
committed, reported without amendment and Report adopted, 290; read 3° and sent to Council, 
229; returned with an amendment, 347; amendment agreed to, 421; assent reported, 443... 

PARRAMATTA :- 
By-laws of Borough of, laid on Table, 180....................................................................... 

PARRAMATTA PARK :- - 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3) laid on Table, 10............................................................ 

PARRAMATTA RIVER, BRIDGE OVER THE :- - 
Motion made (Mr. Forsmler) respecting construction of, in the neighbourhood of Gladeville, to be 
available for connection with the Railway, and by leave withdrawn, 105. 

PATENTS (See also "INVENTIONS ") 
Motion made (Mr. Burns) for Return showing names of applicants and other particulars respecting. 
from 1st January, 1872, to 30th November, 1873, 237; Return to Order laid on Table, 280... 

PATENTS ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
Motion made (Mr. Burns) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 28; 
House in Committee and Resolution agreed to, 40; presented and read 1°, 50; motion math 
for 2° and Debate adjourned, 116; Order of the Day for resrnnption of Debate adjourned, 
130; read 2° and committed, 149; Order of the Day for further consideration in Committee 
postponed, 160, 163 ; further considered in Committee and reported with amendments, 176 
Order of the Day for adoption of Report postponed, 207, 225, 241, 278, 302, 355, 461, 493 
504, 518. 
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PATRICK'S PLAINS (See "CROWN LANDS"; also "LEASEHOLDERS.") 
PAYMENT OF DUTY ON TOBACCO :— 

Motion made (Mr. Jolrn Rober/.soe) for Select Committee to inquire into recent large payments of 
Tobacco Duty, and the publication of the Custom Returns in reference to, appointed by Ballot, 
119; Papers and recorded Questions referred to Committee, 137; Report brought up, 205 

PAYMENT TO MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT:— 
Motion made (Mr. Terry) for Committee of the Whole to consider of Address to the Governor 

respecting provision for, and amendments moved, 343; question amended and negatived, 344. 
PEMBROKE (See "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.") 
PENRITH :— 

By-laws of Municipal District of, laid on Table, 362 ......................................................... 
PENRITH BRIDGE, TOLLS AT :— 

Motion made (lIft. Single) for abolition of, and negatived, 280. 
PENSIONS LIMITATION BILL :— 

Motion made (Mr. Parlces) for Committee of the Whole to consider expediency of bringing in 
Bill to regulate the granting of, 260; Order of the Day, postponed, 272, 274, 284., 298; 
House in Committee and resolution agreed to, 322; presented and read 10,  323 ; Order of 
the Day for 2° postponed, 366, 404; motion made for 2°, and House counted out, 446; 
motion made for restoration of Order of the Day, and negatived, 456. 

PERMANENT ARTILLERY FORCE 
Petition from Robert Coleman presented, 199 ; ordered to be printed, 206 .............................. 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Regulations for management and discipline of, 319. 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Return showing number of Courts-martial held in, 320 ; Return 

toOrder laid on Table, 365 .................................................................................... 
Returns respecting, laid on Table, 326 ........................................................................... 
Petition from Members of the New South Wales Artillery, praying to be relieved from Service, 
presented, 332; ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of Supply, 336............ 

Amendments moved on motion for going into Committee of Supply to examine members of, at Bar 
of the House, 336, 337. 

Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Proceedings, Finding, &e., in the case of Sergeant Harris, 339; 
Return to Order laid on Table, 378 ........................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for papers in the Court-martial proceedings in the case of Gunner 
Sargent, 359; Return to Order laid on Table, 362 ..................................................... 

PERMISSIVE LIQUOR BILL:— 
Motion made (Mr. Wearne) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 6; 

House in Committee, and Resolutio'n agreed to, 15; presented and read 1°, 18 ; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 40; Motion made for 2°, and Debate adjourned, 101 ; Debate resumed, 
145; Motion made for postponement of Debate for a month and negatived, 145; amendment 
moved, that Bill be read a second time "this day six months" and carried, 145.; Order of the 
Day again on Notice Paper; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 508, 530. 

Petition from certain Citizens of Sydney against, presented, 144; ordered to be printed, 148 ...... 
Petition from certain Citizens of Sydney against, presented, 161; ordered to be printed, 166 ...... 
Petition from certain Colonists of New South Wales against, presented, 161; ordered to be 
printed, 166 ........................................................................................................ 

PETERSHAM 
By-law of Borough of, laid on Table, 216 ........................................................................ 
Further Correspondence relating to an application for a certificate to Church of England School 
at, laid on Table, 105 ............... ........................................................ 

PETHERBRIDGE, GARDINER, AND DOWNEY,..MES
.
SRS. 

 
(See "NEWCASTLE.") 

PETITION OF JAMES TWADDELL (See also "TWADDELL.") 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Committee of the Whole to consider the recommendations of the 
Report of the Select Committee brought up on the 17th March, 1873, 28; Order of the Day 
postponed, 40; House in Committee, and Resolution reported, 116; agreed to, 119. 

PETITION OF JOHN ROBARDS (See ." ROBARDS.") 
PETITIONS :— 

General Summary of, presented during Session ................................................................ 
PHNIX PARK AND WALLALONG PUNT (See "PUNT.") 
PILOT GIBSON (See "GIBSON, MRS. MARIA.") 
PILOTS EMPLOYED ON THE COAST OF NEW SOUTH WALES :— 

Return showing, laid on Table, 56 ................................................................................. 
PILOTS, REPORTS OF 

On absence from the station when the "Oscar" was signalled, laid on Table, 141 ..................... 
"PLUTO," STEAM DREDGE (See "CROOKHAVEN RIVER.") 
POINTS OF ORDER (See "SPEAKER.") 
POLICE:— 

Return showing distribution of Force on 31st October, 1873, laid on Table, 180........................ 
Motion made (Mr. Jacob) for Correspondence, &c., respecting discharge of Robert Dowan, 424; 

Return to Order laid on Table, 446 ........................................................................ 
POLICE MAGISTRATE, RAYMOND TERRACE (See "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.") 
PORT JACKSON (See "CHANNELS NEAR SOW AND PIGS SHOAL.") 
PORT MACQUARIE GAOL (See "GAOLER, PORT MACQUARIE.") 
POST AND TELEGRAPH OFFICE, BURROWA 

Motion made (Mr. Hoskins) for Correspondence respecting site of, 466. 
POSTAL :— 

OCEAN MAIL SERVICES—TERMINUS OF Suz SERVICE 
Bespatch in reply to Assembly's Address, laid on Table, 7 ................................................... 

MAIL PACKET SERVICES OF INDIA, CHINA, AUSTRALIA, AND JAPAN :— 
Time-table laid on Table, 19 ........................................................................................ 

INTERCOLONIAL CONPaRENCE 

Correspondence respecting proceedings of Intercolonial Conference on communication between 
England and the Australasian Colonies, laid on Table, 50 ............................................ 

OCEAN MAIL COMMUNICATION :— 
'Papers relating to, laid on Table, 52 ............................................................................ 
Motion made (Mr. Parker) for approval of House of course adopted by the Government in respect 
to Mail Service via Galle, and of agreement made with the Government of New Zealand 
respecting establishment and maintenance of 'Mail Service vid San Francisco, 61. 
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POSTAL (coniinned) :— 

Speaker ruled that if motion involved an expenditure of money beyond that sanctioned, it should 
originate in Committee of the Whole, 61; amended notice 4iven, 61. 

Message from Governor (No. 2) respecting provision for expenses for, between Sydney and San 
Francisco, laid on Table, 64 ................................................................................. 

Further Papers relating to, laid on Table, 64 .................................................................. 
Tenders for Service between Sydney and San Francisco, laid on Table, 64 .............................. 
Motion made (Mr. Par/ces) for Committee of the Whole to consider expediency of adopting Reso-

lutions respecting, aid Galle and San Francisco, 64; House in. Committee and progress 
reported, 77; House again in Committee and Resolution, reported, 80;- received, 93, agreed 
to, 94. 

Telegram from Postmaster General relative to performance of Service aid San Francisco, laid or 
Table, 73 ........................................................................................................ 

Correspondence respecting Temporary Service, laid on Table, 77 .......................................... 
Temporary Contract and Bond for Service between San Francisco and the Colonies, laid on Table, 

256......................................................................................................... 
Perman5nt Contract and Bond for Service between San Francisco and the Colonies, laid on Table, 

256 ............................................................................................................ 
Motion made (Mr. Parker) for approval by House of Contracts for Ocean Mail Services between 

Sydney and San Francisco, and New Zealand and San Francisco, 500; motion for adjournment 
of debate negatived, 501 ; amendment negatived, and original question put and passed, 501. 

THE GENERAL POST OFFICE, SYDNEY:— 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Select Committee to inquire into conduct and management of, 268, 
amendment moved and negatived, 268; original question negatived, 268.. 

MAIL TIME-TABLE :— 

Petition from residents of Town and District of Orange respecting change in, presented, 319 
ordered to be printed, 327 ............................................................................... 

CONVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND NEW SouTH WALES :— 
Laidon Table, 339....................................................................................................... 

CONVENTION BETWEEN THE COLONIAL GOVERNMENT OF NEW SOUTH WALES AND THE HAWAIIAN 
KINnD0M 

Laidon Table, 455 ................................................................................................... 
TIME-TABLE :— 

For the combined Australian and New Zealand Mail Service for the year 1874, laid on Table, 497 

POSTMASTER GENERAL, ABSENCE OF 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) condemnatory of, and amendment negatived, 194; original question 

negatived, 195. 

POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT :— 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Return showing particulars of appointments in, 336; Return to 

Order laid on Table, 339 ..................................................................................... 
POST OFFICE, NEW GENERAL:— 

Return showing Contracts entered into for erection of, laid on Table, 536 .............................. 
POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS 

Motion made (Mr. W. U. Browne) for Return showing particulars respecting, 68; Return to Order 
laidon Table, 46.4 ................................................................................... 

PREROGATIVE OF PARDON :— 

Despatches and Correspondence respecting laid on Table, 508 ............................................. 
PREVIOUS QUESTION :— 

Free Railway Passes, 74, 85. 
"Dumksy" Selections, 89. 
Appointment of the Chief Justice, 162. 
Duty on Gold, 241. 

PRISONERS, LIBERATION AND EXILE OF 
Motion made (Mr. Comber) for names, &c., of prisoners whom it is proposed to liberate or exile 

during the next twelve months, 461 ; Return to Address, laid on Table, 493 .................... 
PRISONERS, RELEASE OF 

Pptition from Mayor of But,hurst, on behalf of public meeting, against pi-oposed, presented, 512 
ordered to be printed. 516.................................................................................. 

Return showing number of Prisoners released during the five years ending 31st December, 1873, 
irrespective of good conduct regulations, laid on Table, 555 .......................................... 

Amendment moved (Mr. Comber) on motion for going into Committee of Supply respecting 
proposed, and negatived, 527. 

PRISONS BILL:—. 
Motion made (Mr. Parker) for leave to bring in, 378; presented and read 10, 378; Order of the 

Day for 2° postponed, 404; read 2°, committed, and reported with amendments, 446; Report 
adopted, 452; read 3°, and sent to Council, 456; returned, with amendments, 484; amend-
ments agreed to, 488; assent reported, 496. 

PRIVATE 
BUSINESS :— 
Days for Precedence of (Sessional Order), 6. 

BILL 

Vote of Chairman of Select Committee on (Sessional Order), 7. 

PRIVILEGE, QUESTION OF:— 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) as to right of Speaker to alter Questions on Nctice Paper, and 

negatived, 371. 

PROCLAMATION :— 
Opening of the Sessioii, read by Clerk, 1. - 

PRO FORMA BILL :- 
Presented and read 1°, 2. (Ordnance lands Transfer Bill.) 

PROMISSORY OATHS DECLARATORY ACT OF 1873 
Message No. 8 from Governor sigr.ifying assent of Her Majesty to, 152. 

655-E 
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PAP1iS. 

VOL. I I'AGE. 

P 

PROROGATION (See "PARLIAMENT.") 
PROSPECT AND SHERWOOD 

5 15,19 
PROVISIONAL SCHOOL AT 0-LENDON BROOK 

By-laws of Municipal District of, laid on Table, 2, 60 .......................................................... 

5 537 
PROVISiONAL SCHOOL Al' MUTBILLY :- 

Report of Inspector Jones on, laid on Table, 464................................................................

Motion made (Mr. Butler) for applications to the Council of Education for establishment of, &c., 
5 515 

PROVISIONAL SCHOOLS 
329 ; Return to Order laid on Table, 409 ................................................................... 

Motion made (Afr. Stewart) for Reports of Inspeetors, andLetters of Appointment to Teachers, 
respecting aid to, and Special Religious Instruction given in, 358; motion made (Mr. Stewart) 

5 539 
PROVISIONS AND FORAGE, CONTRACTS FOR :- 

Motion made (Mr.Forster) for Return showing particulars of, entered into by the Government, 105 

for additional return, 420; Return to Order laid on Table, 472 ...................................... 

PUBLIC (See also "FINANCE"):- 
5 589 
2 767 

Library, Report for 1873 laid on Table, 305 ...................................................................... 

2 651 
PUBLIC CHARITIES :- 

Accounts in London, Regulations for keeping, laid on Table, 21 ............................................ 

First Report of the Commission (Sydney Infirmary) appointed to inquire into Working and 

Accounts for 1872, Report from Auditor General with, laid on Table by Speaker, 22 ................. 

PUBLIC DEBT OF THE COLONY:- 
2 769 

Management of, laid on Table, 26 ............................................................................6 
Second Report do. do. do 501..........6 

PUBLIC PENSIONS (See "PENSiONS LIMITATION BILL.") 
Statements with reference to, laid on Table, 80...................................................................

PUBLIC PROSECUTORS BILL :- 
Motion made (Mr. Bee/mean) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 50; 
Order of the Day postponed, 57, 116, 130, 146, 160, 176, 207, 225, 252; House in Committee 

poned, 341, 354, 421, 442, 460, 474, 504, 518, 530. 
PUBLIC RAILWAYS LAND RESUMPTION BILL:- 

Received from Council and read 1°, 456 ; motion made for 2°, and point of order arising as to Bill 
being regularly before the House ; Order of the Day discharged and Bill withdrawn, 479 
Motion made (3L. .Farnell) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing 
in, 484; House in Committee and Resolution agreed to, 488; presented and read 1°, 488; 
Message No.46 from Governor, recommending provision to be made for, 500; read 2°, corn-
nutted, reported with an amendment, and Report adopted, 508; read 3° and sent to Council, 
512 ; returned without amendment, 523; assent reported, 535 ......................................... 3 751 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS (See "EDUCATION.") 

and resolution agreed to, 289; presented and read 10,  289 ; Order of the day for 2° post- 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS ACT :- 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) respecting Denominational Schools under, and negatived, 149. 

PUBLIC STATUTES, TABLES OF 
Motion made (Mr O'Connor) for Correspondence in reference to compilation of, 305; Return to 

5 1013 
PUBLIC VEHICLES REGULATION ACT OF 1873 :- 

719 to 764 
PUBLIC VEHICLES REGULATION ACT AMENDMENT BILL:- 

Orderlaid on Table, 339 ........................................................................................ 

By-laws under, laid on Table, 2, 50, 180, 198, 228, 362, 446, 452, 549 ..................................... 

Motion made (Mr. TunAs) for leave to bring in, 105 ; presented and read 10,  112; motion made 
for 2°, and debate adjourned, 160 ; Order of the Day for resumption of debate adjourned, 
206, 236, 265; Order of the Day discharged and Bill withdrawn, 290. 

Petition from Chairman and Directors of the Sydney United Omnibus Company against the 
5 707 

5 709 

passing of the Bill, presented, 175 ; ordered to be printed, 180 ........................................ 

5 711 
- Petition from Chairman and Directors of the Newtown Omnibus Company, do., presented, 180; 

5 713 

Petition from Chairman and Directors of the Waverley and Woollahra United Omnibus Com- 

Petition from Drivers of Hackney Carriages and Cabs, plying for hire in the City of Sydney, 

Petition from Licensed Drivers of Omnibuses plying for hire within the City of Sydney, do., pre- 

5 715 

5 705 
Petition from Drivers and Conductors employed by the Waverley and Woollahra Omnibus Com-

Petition from Licensed Dray and Van Proprietors, complaining of the fee charged, presented, 
5 - 717 

pany, do., presented, 175 ; ordered to be printed, 180 ................................................. 

PUBLIC WORKS, CONTRACTS FOR:- 

sented, 175 ; ordered to be printed, 180....................................................................... 

Motion made (i/fr. Lucas) respecting agreements where the contract time is exceeded, 448; 

ordered to be printed, 184....................................................................................... 

proposed amendment negatived, and original question negatived, 448 

do., presented, 184 ; ordered to be printed, 188 .......................................................... 

PUNTS OR BOATS PRESENTED TO THE MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF MORPETH :- 

pany, do., presented, 205 ; ordered to be printed, 213 .................................................... 

Motion made (.iJfr. Scholey) for Return showing amount paid by Government for, &c., 404. 

206 ; ordered to be printed, 213 ............................................................................ 

PUNT, WALLALONG AND PHGNIX PARK 
Motion made (Mr. Scholey) for Return showing cost of, &c., 404. 

QUALIFICATIONS (See "ELECTIONS AND QUALIFICATIONS.") 
QUARTERS FOR PUBLIC OFFICERS 

Further and Final Return (Session 1872), laid on Table, 36 ................................................. 2 399 
QUEENSLAND (See "TELEGRAPHIC CABLE COMMUNICATION.") 
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QUESTIONs 
Entry of; in Votes (Sessional Order), 7. 
Motion made (Mr. Buchaaaa) as to right of Speaker to 
alter, on Notice Paper, and negatived, 371. 

IN REFERENCE TO 
AARoN, DR. :-Visiting Surgeon, Darlinghurst Gaol, 346, 

362, 377, 495. 
ABATTOIRS, INSPECTOR OP -Inquiry into charge against, 

132, 144. 
ABENCROMBIN, THE:-Police protection at, 481. 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE 
The prisoner Henderson, 5 
Divorce Court, 13. 
Marriage Laws, 41, 103. 
Case of G. U. Grimes, 45. 
The Rev. Charles Currey, 10, 76, 165. 
Case of Dr. Beer, 101, 423. 
The case of George Jeffrey, 111. 
Mr. Tebbut.t,, J.P., 121,166,197, 307,321,362,424,452,521 
Office of Chief Justice, 125. 
Clerk of Petty Sessions, Waratah, 151. 
Mr. William Mulholland, J.P., 161, 179, 424. 
Reprieve of aboriginal "Iackey," 166. 
Case of Patrick 0-allen, 171. 
Case of Thomas Parker, 179. 
Raymond Terrace Bench, 183. 
His Honor .Judge Josephson, 187. 
Bench of Magistrates, Gulgong, 197, 307. 
Case of Messrs. Loder, Dowe, and Barber, 201, 212, 220. 
The Singleton Bench, 215, 232. 
Mr. J. Lett, J.P., 219,277,370,433,447,530,553,557,561. 
Proclamation of Dubbo as an Assize Town, 219. 
Law of Arrest under Civil Process, 227, 477. 
Case of Robert Roberts, 212, 220, 227. 
Petition of Wallace Coidrey, 231. 
Case of Edward Kealey, 255. 
Case of William M'Ilveen, 239. 
Charges against Gaoler, Port Macquarie, 251, 377. 
Police Magistrate, Raymond Terrace, 274. 
Jury List for Criminal Courts, 279. 
Assault case, Matthews v. Ashe, 279. 
Case of Robert Staples, 303, 307. 
At Gulgong, 197, 307, 321, 362. 
District Court at Gulgong, 331. 
The Molong Bench, 335. 
Inquest at Campbelltown, 353. 
Visits of Barristers to Darlinghurst Gaol, 358, 361. 
Appointment of Crown Prosecutors, 365. 
The boys Pembroke and Orridge, 370, 474. 
Case of Frederick Davis, 397. 
Emery v. Barclay, costs in the case of, 429. 
The Prisoner Gardiner, 435, 439, 459, 473, 477, 484, 
505, 554 CI). 

Death of Margaret Cook, 441. 
Case of George James, 460. 
Case of Edward Jones, 463. 
List of Magistrates of the Colony, 473. 
Liberation of prisoners, 473, 491, 537 (2),  554, 
Arrest under writ of ca re, 227, 477. 
Prisoners under sentence, 488. 
Remission of Sentences under 11 Vict., No. 34, 499. 
Watson v. King, 503. 
Prisoners Fitzgibbons and Seery, 511. 
Mr. Brough, Solicitor, 519. 
Inquest on the body of Mrs. Whately, 521. 
Reprieve of Prisoners, 525. 
Colwell v. Weston, 529. 
Release of Prisoners, 473, 491, 537 (2),  554, 
Case of Minnie Gordon, 557. 
Judge Meymott-Fining ofActingCrown Prosecutor, 558 
ADMINIST]IATIOae OF THE GOVERNMENT 
Offices of Minister of Justice and Public Instruction, and 
Attorney-General, 215. 

Of the Land Law, Report of Select Committee, 488. 
Of the Public Schools Act, at Gerringong, Petersham, 
Bathurst, and Jamberoo, 201 

AFFILIATED COLLEGES :-Students in, 75. 
AGRICULTURAL SOCIETIES, AID TO -Sum for, 459, 499. 
Am TO AGRICULTURAL SOCIETIES :-Sum for, 459, 499. 
ALIGNMENT OF STREETS 
In Municipality of Prospect and Sherwood, 547. 
Yass, carrying out of work, 455. 

"ASIELIA," THE AMERICAN SCHOONER -Danger of, in 
etedeavouring to obtain a Pilot-, 152. 

AMENDED LAND BILL -Introduction of; 152. 
ANVIL CREEK :-Post Office at, 169, 255. 
ApplE PCEL[C SCHOOL, TEACHER AT -Member of Road 
Trust, 253. 

APPLE-TREE ORCHARD ISLAND -Lease of; 398. 
APPLICATIONS FOR POST OFFICES :-Hulea forgranting, 271  

QUESTIONS (eoninssed 
APPOINTMENT :- 
Of Crown Prosecutoip, and power of; 365. . 
Of a Pilot, at SydneyPilot Station, 561 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE CUSTOM HOUSE :-Filling up of; 447 
APPROACHES TO DENISON BRIDGE :-State of, 212. 
ARMIDALE GAOL -Enlargement of, 267. 
ARREST UNDER WRIT OF Ca. vs. :-Letter from Head 
Bailiff to Sheriff, 227, 477. 

ARTILLERY PERMANENT FORCE :- 
Alleged dissatisfaction in, 259. 
Case of Gunner Sargent, 307. 
Courts Martial in, 318. 
Number and distribution of, 322. 
Presence of, in Assembly Chamber during discussion of 
Estimates, 326. 
Sentences on Members of; 326. 
Arrest of Quarter-master M'Bride, 403. 
Desertions and discharges from, 427.. 
Removal of Guns to the Forts, 445. 
ASYLUM, HYDE PARE -Overcrowding of; 192. 
ASYLUMS, LUNATIC (See "LUNATIC ASYLuMs.") 
ATTORNEY GENERAL -Appointment of, 215. 
AUDIT OFFICE, EXTRA CLERKS -Names of; and Amounts 
paid to, 48. 

BAA.N BAA CREEK :-Bridge over, 459. 
BAILEY, DR. 
Claim of, to celebrate marriages, 49, 349. 
Alleged scandalous proceedings of, 92. 
BAILIFFS, SMALL DEBTS COURTS :-Particulars of Appro. 
priation of £100, 141, 197. 

BAKER, MR. SAMUEL -Refund of Superannuation de- 
duction, 35. 

BARADINE 
Courts of Petty Sessions at, 534. 
Police and Police Quarters at, 463. 
BARCLAY (See "EMERY a'. 'BARCLAY.") 
BARNES, PHILLIPS, & Co., MINERAL SELECTION OF :- 
Papers in the matter of, 198. 

BARON, WILLIAM HENRY, THE CASE OF :-Papers in, 180. 
BAERENJOEY AND SEAL ROCKS LIGHT-HOUSES -Erection 
of, 29, 325, 433. 

BARRISTERS- VISITS TO DARLINGRURST GAOL -Number 
of; 358, 361. 

BASE LINE :-Lake George, 79. 
BATRU1SST :- 
Public School, alleged ulaltreatment of a boy, 312. 
Tram, cause of delay of, 439. 
BEER, DR., CASE OP :-Further papers in reference to, 

101, 423. - 
BELINPANTE SIMON, Esq. :-(See "JoSPHsoN"). 
BENCk :- 
Molong, Additional Magistrates, 335. 
Raymond Terrace, charges heard by, 183. 
Gulgong, 197. 
Singleton, The Police Magistrate at, 21, 232. 
BENSON, JOHN, PETITION OF:-Of Molong, 526. 
BSREIMA:- - 
The Rev. James Hassall, Chaplain at Gaol, 27. 
Police Act, Straying of Cattle and Horses in Town of; 51, 
Inquiry into outrage in the Roman Catholic Cemetery. 
112, 126. 

BINGERA COURT HOUSE AND LOCK.UP :-Erection of, 50, 
429. 

BISHOP OF SYDNEY, THE -Salary of; 259, 263, 264. 
BISHOPTEORPE ESTATE, THE :-Rents of; 263. 
BISHOPTRORPE ESTATE CHARGE Bna -Expenses of; 287. 
BLACK LEAD AT GULGONG -Application for Lease on, 152. 
BLACKWATTLE SWAMP, RECL&MATION OF -Completion of 

work, 72, 136, 317. 
"BLIND CHANNEL," POET HUNTER -Obstruction of, 297. 
BOAT P011' GUNDAGAI :-In case of Flood, 487. 
BOAT HARBOUR 
At Newcastle, Appropriation of Vote for, 93. 
At Raymond Terrace, Tenders and Contract for, 112. 
BOATMEN -Pay of Government, 548. 
BONDED GooDs, INSURANCE OF -Government measure 
for, 273. 

BORDER DUTIES :- 
As to collection of; 51, 283. 
Partial suspension of Convention respecting Tobacco, 184. 
BOTANIC GARDENS, Mie. MOOEE, DIRECTOR OF :--Leave of 
absence to, 365. 

BOTANY, LECTURES ON -Building for giving, 198. 
BOWLING ALLEY POINT, FOOT-BRIDGE AT -Tender of 
Amos Davies, 452. 

BRAIDWOOD DISTRICT, ROADS IN -Maintenance and 
repair of, 55. - 

BRANDS REGISTRATION ACT 
Amendment of; 116. 
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Ffl 
QUESTIONS (continssed) :- QUESTIONS (confieued) 
BRANDS REGISTRATION ACT (conthsueci) :- CERTIFICATES 
Regsstration of Brands, correspondence between Registrar Of Masters of Vessels trading out of Sydney, 551. 
General and Inspector of Stock, 437. Of Naturalization, fees for, 433. 

BREAKWATER :- Of Naturalization to Chinanjen, 496. 
Clarence River Heads, tenders for, 141. To Denominational Schools, number of Applications 
%r0011g0g repairs to, 516. for, 353. 

BREDDO BRIDGE -Mr. flannaforci's claim in connection . Ciaorie CollaressION :- 
with, 180, 285. Conclusion of labours of, 369, 496. 

BREEZA AND JERRY'S PLAINS ROAD :-Reserves near3  35. Cost of, &c., 17. 
BEE WARRINA :- Particulars of, 31. 
Telegraph Office at, 4.03. C11UIIT1E5 PWILTC--Report of Inspector, 434. 
Clerk of Petty Sessions for, 5. . . CHIEF JUSTICE, OFFICE OF -Filling up of Vacancy of; 125. 

BRIDGES :- CJIIPI.IN, SENIOR-CONSTABLE, COIII'LAINTS AGAIEST 
Menangle, 14, 435. Having Mining Interests, 271. 
Denison, 21, 212. CsiIPP, Ma. H. -Appointment of, as Traffic Inspector, 469. 
Over the Parramatta River, 36, 503. Cuuncu AND SCHOOL ESTATES -ReServe of, for recreation, 
At Marsden Crossing, Wollondilly River, 56. 1  Lone Bay, 132, 143. 
At Manilla Crossing, Namoi River, 72. CHURCH AND SCHOOL ESTATES FUND, INVESTMENT OF 
Over Oockburn River, 72. Particulars of, 52, 59, 73, 117. 
At Brungle, 06. CFIUECH AND SCHOOL LANDS 
At Mullet Creek, 165. Applications for Survey of, Dungog, 318. 
Brcdbo, 180, 285. Sale Vf, and investment of proceeds, 503. 
Denison, 212. Distribution of Revenues from, 521, 533. 
Casino, 235. Area unalienated, 521. 
Tolls at Penrith, 255. Appropriation of Funds, 530. 
Ironbark, 325. CIGARS AND TOBACCO, IMPORTED FROM VICTORIA 
Bowling Alley Point, 452. Qnitit5 of; 103. 
Baan Baa and Doctor's Creeks, 459. CIRCULAR OF COUNCIL OF EDUCATION -Requirements of, 
Expenditure on, 469. 477, 481, 515, 547. 
At Mudgee and Slasher's Flat, 515. CIRCULAR QUAY, THE 

BEouGhe, MR. SOLICITOR :-Complaint of; neainst Police Tenders for improvements to, 26. 
Magistrate, Hill End, 519. Wharf accommodation, 141. 

BRUNGLE, BRIDGE AT -Erection of;  96. Construction of new, 205. 
"BULLI, REPAIRS TO THE STEAMER -In Government Plans for new, 447. 

'. orkshops, 357. Tender and Letter of Messrs. Muston & Co., 519. 
BULLy \OI,UI,TEER RIFLE CORPS :-Formation of, 18, 104. Circular Wharf, Lessees of, 121, 191. 
BunwooD, INCORPORATION OP :-Petitions for and against, Removal of Goods Shed on, 561. 

377. . CITY COUNCIL ENDOWMENT -Payment of, for 1874, 558. 
BURRO WA -Post and Telegraph Offices at, 95,111, 144,169. CITY FUND, GRANT IN AID OF TilE :-Correspondence 
BUSHRANGING, COST OP SUpPHES5ING:-Gardiller and respecting, 473. 

others, 465. CIvIL SEEVICE 
BY-LAWS FOR REGULATING PUBLIC VERICLES -Con- Refund of Superannuation Deductions, 48. 

siderat.ion of; by Executive Council, 72. Extra Clerks, Audit Office, 48. 
CAB-nInE -Amount expended on, 419, 439, 445. Travelling Allowances, 143, 203. 
CALOWELT,, MR. :--Appointment of, in Customs, 474. Case of William -Henry Baron, 180. 
CALIFORNIA-,' MAIL SERVICE (See "POSTAL.") Superannuation Repeal Act, 192, 29(3. 
CALLAGHAN, Ma., CLAIM OF -Water frontage, Wolloo- Departnsents of the Treasury and Post Office, 335. 

niooloo Bay, 264. Payment of Government Employds for Holidays, 488. 
CAMPBELLTOWN, INQUEST AT -Particiilars of, 353. Mr. Hugh Gilchrist, 433. 
CAMPBELL'S HILL AND BLACK CREEK -Toll-bars at, 25. Appointments in the Custom house, filling up of, 447. 
CAI1c0AR TO TEAPOT SWAMP, ROAD FROM :-Allowance for, CLAI,I :- 
60. Of Mr. Stephen Seholey, decision of Government respect- 

CARRIAGE OF RAILWAY MATERIAL -For Contractors for ing Resolution of House, 48. 
Southern Railway, 213. Of Mr. Callaghan, wlterfrontageWoolloohr.00looBay, 264. 

CASE OF:- CLARENCE DISTRICT, RESIDENT CLERK OP WORKS 
G. U. Grimes, 45. Appointment of; 236. 
Dr. Bailey, 49. CLARENCE RIVER AND CHAarBIGNE GOLD FIELDS :-Issue 
George Jeffrey, 111. of Leases for', 21 
Dr. Beer, 101, 423. CLARENCE RIVER HEADS, BRisAKWATF.R:-Tenders for, 141. 
Patrick Gahen, 171. CLARENCE TowN ROMAN CATHOLIC DENOMINATIONAL 
Thomas Parker, 179. SCHOOL -Attendance at, 562. 
William Henry Bsron, 180. CLAS5EN:-Expedition to searelifor, by Andrew flume, 357 
Patrick M'lffitle, 193. CLERGY AND SCHOOL ESTATES FUND, INVESTMENT OP 
Messrs. Loder, Dowe, nud Barber, 201, 212, 220. Particulars of; 52, 59, 73, 117. 
Mr. Lett, .T.P., 219,277,370,433,447,530,553,537,561. CLERK OF WORKS, RESIDENT, CLARENCE RIVER 
Robert Roberts, 212, 220, 227. Appointment of, 236. 
William M'Ilveen, 230. CLERKS OF PETTY SESSIONS:- 
Edward Ke:iley, 255. - Waratab, 151. 
Robert Staples, 303, 307. Casino, 187, 235. 
Gunner Sargent, 307. Ijlladulla, 311. 
Frederick Davis, 397. Collector and Gunning, 312. 
Robert Dowan, 423. Commission to, under Immigration Regulations, 313. 
George James, 460. Duties of, 321. 
Edward Jones, 463. Brewarrina, 529. 
Minnie Gordon, 557. ICiama, 562. 
CASINO :- CLEVELAND-STREET -FormatiOn of, 487. 
Brilge at, 235. COAL 
Clerk of Petty Sessions and Crown Lands Agent at- From Litilgow Valley Mines, tons brought from, 18. 
Charges against, 187, 235. Shipping of, at Newcastle, 83. 

CATARACT AND NEPEAN RIVERS :--Particulars respecting For the Public Service, tenders for Supply of, 240. 
Water Supply from, 136. COAL MINES, VENTILATION OF :-Report of Government 

CATTLE SALE YARDS, KIAMA :--Erection of, on Reserve, Inspector, 63. 
501. COCKEURIr RIVER:  -Bridge over, 72. 

CATTLE-STEALING IN DISTRICT OF LIVERPOOL PLAINS :- COLDHEY, WALLACE. PETiTION OF :-Release of, 231. 
Prevalence of; 534. COLLECTOR, PETTY SESSIONS AT -Particulars of duty of 

CEMETERY :- Clerk of, 312. 
At Liverpool, Presbyterian, grant for, 240. COLLEGE 
Deconslnre-street, Roman Catholic, violation of graves St.Andrew's-Constitution of, .16; SalaryofPriucipal,75. 
in, 415. St. John's, students in, 465. 



INDEX. 

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS (REFERENCEs TO)-VOL. 1.-sEssioN 1873-4. 

QUESTIONS (continued) 
COLEI:GJSS, 'AFFILIATED :-Students in, 75. 
COLONIAL 71NE5 -Duties On, 6, 14. - 
COLoNIST, WINES, SALE OF, REGULATION Acr OF 1832 :- 

Repeal of, 39, 41, 156, 297. 
COLWELL V. \VESTON :-Costs in case of, 529. 
COMENONG ISLAND - 
Cfaim of Mr. Berry, and sale of, 125. 
Survey of, for sale, 295. 

CoaralIssIos 
Royal, Charitable Institutions, 17, 31, 3691  496. 
To Clerks of Petty Sessions under Immigration Regula- 
tions, 313. 

On Investments in Funded Stock, amount paid for 
Brokerage, 132. 

To Managers of Post Office Savings Banks, amount of, 
50, 283. 

CoasatoN 
For Gulgong, proclamatloss of, 56, 511. 
Temporary, Narrabri, alienation of, 117. 
Mooroowoolan-, 317. 

C0IIMONS REGULATION ACT : -Trustees under, 291. 
COIIPENSATION FOR Lic -Taken for Railway Purposes 

at Gonlburu, 331. 
COMPLAINTS AGAINST SENIOR-CONSTABLE CSUPLIN 

having Mining Interests, 271. 
CONDITION OF OCEAN STEAM-SHIPS -Knowledge of, by 

Government, 256. 
CONDIrIONAL PtIICHASES (See "CROWN LANDS.") 
Cook, DEAtre or MARGARET -Inquiry into, 441. 
CooK's STATUE : -Completion of, by Government, 253. 
CORONERS INQUESTS AT PATERSON :-Case of Edward 

Kealey, 255. 
COSMOPOLITAN WHARF -Licensee of, 122. 
COST OF SUPPRESSING BUSIIRANGING :-Gardiner and 

others, 465. 
COURT (See also "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE") 
And Watch House, Crookweli, 346, 481. 
House, Gundaroo, 5, 104, 240, 301, 397, 483, 512, 548, 
562. 

House and Lock-up, Biugera, 50, 429. 
House, Hill End, 227, 248, 319. 
House and Police Buildings at West Maitland, 152, 180, 
260. 

House, Molong, 264, 329, 526. 
Houe, Lambton, 370. 
Of Petty Sessions, Yet-man, 429. 
Of Petty Sessions, Baradine, 534. 

CRIMINAL COURTS, ,TURY LIST FOR :-Making of, 279. 
CEODIIWELL :--Court and Watch House at, 346, 481. 
Road Trustees -Petition from residents respecting 
conduct of, 329. 

CRoSs, Mu. JOSEPH -Late Railway Station Master-Re- 
fund of Superannuation deduction, 40. 

CROWN PRosEcuToRs :-Appointment. aOd power of, 365. 
CROWN LANDS :-- 
Leased lands, Patrick's Plains, 29. 
Purchase of land at Currambene Creek, 67. 
Arrears of Rent of purchasers of Pre-leases, 71. 
Reserves between Jerry's Plains and Breeza, 35, 563. 
Conditional Purchases within proclaimed Gold Fields, 79. 
Reserves for travelling stock, 99, 247. 
Reserves for teamsters, 100. 
Narrabri Temporary Common, 117. 
Land Revenue Receipts, Richmond River, 125. 
Comnerong Island, 125, 295 
Reserve, Long Bay, 132, 143. 
Conditional Purchase of Clsarles A. Kepert, 136, 151. 
Introduction of Amended Land Bill, 159. 
Grants for Episcopal Residences, 165. 
Agent, Raymond Terrace, 184. 
Clerk of Petty Sessions and Land Agent, Casino, 187, 935 
Reserve at Miller's Creek, 216. 
Reserve near Denman, 240. 
Reserve, Northern Districts, 251. 
Conditional Purchases by Licensed Surveyors, 271. 
Dnnmniy" Selections on the Messrs. Herbert's run, 287 
Title-deeds for Lands purchased from the Crown, 288, 
295. 

Comerong Island, Survey of, for sale, 295. 
Free Selection at Tillegherry Creek, 345. - 
Lease of Apple-tree Orchard Island, 398. 
Sale of Town Allotments, Narrabri, 463. 
Administration of the Land Law, Report of Select 
Committee, 483. 

Land Agent at Gulgong, 512. 
Petition of Francis O'Meara, 530. 
Residence on Free Selections, 534. 
Government Reserve in Town of Lawrence, 534.  

QUESTIONS (conti,mucd) :- 
CROWN LANDS (continemed) :-- 
Government Land Agents-Filling forms of Declaration, 
558. 

Deeds for Greta Allotlnents, 561. 
Reserve at foot of Liverpool Range, 563. 

CUDGEGONG, LOCK-UP AND POLICE PROTECTION AT :- 
Petition respecting, 471. 

- CULVEETS, CLOSING ON GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY 
Damage caused by, 311. 

CUMMINGS, Ma. JOHN -Payments to, on account of 
Railway Contracts, 562. 

CUSuaEY, THE REV. CHARLES 
Correspondence in case of, 10. 
Report of Judge Meymott on Petition, 76. 
Decision in the matter of, 165. 

CUSTOMS 
Seizure of a buggy at Wagga Wagga, 5. 
Duty on Grass Seed, 41. 
Duty on Tobacco, 87, 91, 92 (2),9()  (2), 99,100 (1),  103 (1), 
107, 121,284. 

Amount of duty collected at the Tweed River and 
Eden, 156. 

Partial suspension of Border Duties Convention, 184. 
Tide-waiters, 204. 
Intercolommial Free Trade, 303. 
Border Duties, 51, 283. 
Insnranee of Bonded Goods, 273. ' 
Appointment of Mr. Maxted, 474. 
Appointment of Mr. Caldwell, 474. 

CUSTOM HOUSE 
Appointments in, filling up of, 447. 
Newcastle, site for erection of, 291. 

CYLINDERS AND PILEs, CAST-IRON :--Lengtli of, and cal- 
culations for, 216. 

DAM 
At Liverpool, opening of, 473. 
Parramatta, repair of, 334, 499. 

DARLING HARBOUR WHARF 
Mad Punts-Contract for, 204. 
Cylinders and Piles, 216, 517. 
Repair of, 517. 

DARLINGIIURST 
Deaths in, 333, 334. 
Dr. Aaron, Visiting Surgeon, 346, 362, 377, 495. 
Visits of Barristers to Clients in, 358, 361. 
Visits of Mr. Buchanan to, 361. 
The Prisoner Watkins, 346, 362, 377. 
Treatment of Prisoners in, 495. 

DAVIS, AMOS :-Tender of, for Foot Bridge at Bowling 
Alley Point, 452. 

DAVIS, FREDERICK -The case of, 397. 
DEANE, MR. WILLIAM -Petition of, to Her Majesty, 

respecting dismissal of, from Volunteer Force, 147. 
DEATHS IN DARLINGHURST GAOL:- 
Case of David Finning, 333. 
Cases of Clayton, M'Illhatton, and Smith, 334. 

DEEDS FOR GRETA ALLOTMENTS -Delivery of, 561. 
DEEPENING ENTRANCE TO SYDNEY HARBOUR:- 
Papers having reference to, 35, 132, 183, 198. 

DENIsoee BRIDGE, APPROACHES TO :-State of, 21, 212. 
DENMAN:- 
Reserve near, application to pnrehiase, 240. 
Road from, to Jerry's Plains, 171. 

DENOMINATIONAL SCnooLs (See "EDUCATION.") 
DENSHIRE, Mu. GEORGE -Arrears of Pension due to, 212. 
DESTITUTE MINERS AT COOK TOwN :-Conveyanco of, to 

Sydney, 442. 
DESTRUCTION OF FISH :-By Torpedoes, 144, 204. 
DICK v. THOMPSON -Production of Telegram in case of 
- 469. 
DISMISSAL OF Mu. MOODY :-Papers relating.to, 14. 
DISTILLATION BILL :-Intention of Government to proceed 

with, 321. - 
DISTILLERIES, INSPECTOBS OF -StationS of, 349. 
DISTRICT COURT, GULGONG :-Establishment of; 331. 
DIVORCE COURT -Payment of Officers of, 13. 
DOCKING MAIL STEAMERS :-Arrange.ments for, 216, 232, 

489. 
DOCTOR'S CREEK :-Bridge over, 459. 
DOGS REGISTRATION ACT-TOWNS POLICE ACT :-Towns 

under operation of, 197. - 
DOMAIN :-Drainage of, 204 
DOWAN, THE CASE OF ROBERT :-Diseharged from Police 

Force, 423. 
DRAINAGE OF DOMAIN, INFIRMARY, AND MINT :-Im-

provement of, 204. 
DRAWBACK ON TOBACCO EXPORTED TO VICTORIA 

Amount of, 284. 
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QUESTIONS (continueS) 
DREDGE, STEAM, FR NEWCASTLE :-Employment of, in 
Newcastle, 562. 

DREDGING OPERATIoNS ON PARRAMATTA RIVER :-Par- 
ticulars of, 247. 

DUBBO :-Proclamation of, as an Assize Town, 219. 
"DUMMY" SELECTIONS :- 
On the Messrs. Herbert's Run, 287. 

DUNGOG CiluiecH AND ScHooL LANDS -Applications for 
survey of, 318. 

DUTIES OF CLERKs OF PETTY SESSIoNS -Hours of attend. 
ance, 321. 

DUTIES (See "CusToMs"; also "TOBaCCO.") 
EAST MAITLAND RESERVE 
Trustees of, 47, 75. 
Rent of, 107. 
Accounts, 251 

EASTERN CHANNEL -Deepening of, 35, 132, 183, 198. 
EDEN :- 
Wharf at, contract for, 357. 
Amount of Revenue collected at, 156. 

EDUCATION :- 
Amendment of Public Schools Act, 49. 
Examinations in History of Public School boys, 55. 
Public School Teacher, Wallabadah, 72. 
Affiliated Colleges, 75. 
St. Andrew's College, 75, 116. 
Denominational School, Petersham, 76. 
School Buildings at Gundaroo, 104. 
Appointment of School Boards, 116. 
Public School, Fairy Meadow, 184.. 
The case of Mr. Patrick M'Hale, 193. 
Administration of the Public Schools Act, 201. 
Public School Teacher at Appin, 253. 
Public School Teacher at Bathurst, 312. 
Certificates to Denominational Schools, 353. 
Public School, Mount Keira, 373. 
Fort-street Public School, 378, 451. 
Provisional School at Glendon Brook, 397, 424, 464. 
Sydney Grammar School, 445. 
St. John's College, 405. 
Circular of Council of Education, 477, 481, 515, 547. 
School site at Grafton, 491. 
Watson v. King, 503. 
Promotion of Public School Teachers, 511. 
Teachers and Journal of Primary Education, 517, 534. 
Public School Teachers, 533. 
Addresses of Public School Teachers, 534. 
Certifie4 Denominational Schools, Attendance at, 538. 
Denominational Schools, Withdrawal of Certificate, 538. 
Public Schools, William-street, and The Globe, 553. 
Roman Catholic Denominational School, Clarence 
Town, 562. 
Duties and Salaries of Examiners, 562. 

ELECTORAL 
As to introduction of Bill to amend Electoral Law, 132. 
Iloll for The Hunter, 235. 
Expenses of the late Mudgee Election, 491. 

EMERY v. BARCLAY -Costs in the case of, 429. 
EMPLOYMENT OF FEMALES IN TELEGRAPH DEPARTMENT:-- 
Intention of the Government, 87, 117. 

ENDOWMENT OF THE CITY COUNCIL -Payment of, for 
1874, 558. 

ENGINEER, VOLUNTEER COMPANY 
Formation of, and efficiency of Captain, 132. 

ENGINEERING AND IRON TRADES :-Employment of men 
on strike in Government Workshops, 256. 

EPISCOPAL RESIDENCES, GRANTS FOR :- 
Extent and position of, 165. 

EXAMINATIONS IN HISTORY -Of Public School boys, 55. 
EXAMINER OF TITLES -Application of Mr. Thomas 
Robertson, M.P., for office of, 538, 554. 

EXAMINERS UNDER COUNCIL OF EDUCATION -Duties and 
Salaries of, 562. 

EXHIBITION, HORTICULTURAL SOCIETY'S 
Opening of Botanic Garden for, 326. 

EXPEnDITURE 
On Roads and Works in the Western Districts, 267, 279. 
On the Parliamentary Buildings, 411. 
On Public Works and Bridges, 469. 
On Government House, since the departure of Sir John 
Young, 474. 

ExraN8Is OF THE LATE MUDGEE ELECTION -Paid to 
Returning Officers, 491. 

EXPIREES PROM WESTERN AUSTRALIA :-Arrival-of, 495. 
EXTENSION OF RAILWAY INTO SYDNEY -Survey of line 
for, 180. 

QUESTIONS (continued) 
EXTRA CLERKS, AUDIT OPPICE : -Names of, and kmounts 
paid to, 48. 

FAIRY MEADOW PUBLIC SCHOOL :-Female Teacher at, 
184. 

FEES TO MEDICAL PRACTITIONEiSS -In cases of insanity, 
525. 

FEMALES IN TELEGRAPH DEPARTMENT :-Employment 
of, 87, 117. 

FENCES ACROSS ROADS NEAR BLAYNEY -Erection of, 315. 
FENCING ON GREAT SOUTHERN RAILWAY -Use of White-
gum for, 84. 

FIJI ISLANDS, THE -Affairs of, 76. 
FINANCE :- - 
Investment of Trust Funds, 14. 
Government Savings Banks, 50, 283. 
The Funded Loan, 117. 
Funded Stock, 132, 288, 297, 304. 
Commission on Investments in Funded Stock, 132. 
Government Deposits in the Bank of New South 
Wales, 219. 
Queensland Debt, 239. 
Revenue Receipts for January and February, 1873 
and 1874, 322. 

FINANCIAL POSITION OF MONICIPALITIES :-Report of 
Municipal Conference, 180. 

FIREWOOD FOR COURT HOUSE AT MOLONG :-Paynlent for 
supply of, 329. 

FISH, DESTRUCTION OP -Use of Torpedoes for, 144, 204. 
FISHLOCII'S ROAD, BRIDGE AT MULLET CHEEK -Opening 
of Road and construction of Bridge, 165. 

FITZGIBI3ON AND SEERY, PRISONERS :-Liberation and 
Capture of, 511. 

FIVE DOCK :- 
Laying out of Road at, 331. 
Streets and Roads in Municipality of, 357. 

FLANAGAN, CONSTABLE -Charges against, 216. 
FLOOD-BOATS. SINGLETON -Construction of, 35. 
FLOODS, WEST MAITLAND, PROTECTION FROM -Action of 
Government respecting, 184.. 

FORMATION OF CLEVELAND-STREET -From Newtown Road 
to Redferu, 487. 

FORSTER TIMBER RESERVE -Revocation of, 220. 
FORT-STREET PUBLIC SCHOOL :- 
Punishment of a girl in, 378. 
Pupils on Rolls, 451. 

FREE SELECTIONS, RESIDENCE ON :-Circular to Surveyors 
and Crown Lands Appraisers, 534. 

FREE SELECTION AT TILLEGHERRY CREEK :-By Samuel 
Gillespie, 345. 

FREE RAILWAY PASSES :- 
Western Newspapers, 13, 25. 
Doctor Quinn, 83. 
Members of the Press, 83. 
Discontinuance of, 107. 

FUNDED LOAN, THE -Investment of Church and School 
Funds, 117. 

FUNDED STOCK :- 
Interest on money invested from Victoria, 132. 
Amount paid for Brokerage, 132. 
Transfer of, &c., 288, 297. 
Amount subscribed, 304. 

GALLEN, PATRICK -Papers in case of, 171. 
GAOLS 
Mudgee, alterations, 49. 
Contract for Prison Clothing, 99. 
Young, 99. 
Maitland, 100. 
Darhinghurst, 333, 334, 346, 358, 361, 362, 377, 495. 
Arnuidale, 267. 

GAOLER AT PORT MACQUARIE -Correspondence respect- 
ing charges against, 251, 377. 

GARDINER, THE PRISONER -Proposed release of, 435, 
439, 459, 465, 473, 477, 484, 505, 554. 

GATES, PUBLIC :-Apphicatioos for, under Act of 1873, 95. 
GILCHRIST, Ma. Hun -Petition from, to Governor, 433. 
GLENDON BROOK -Provisional School at, 397, 424, 464. 
GOLD ROBBERY AT THE SYDNEY MUSEUM -Report from 
Police Department, 283. 

GOLD FIELDS:-- 
Clarence River and Cliambigne, 21. 
Conditional Purchases within proclaimed, 79. 
Lease on Black Lead at Gcilgong, 152. 
Little River, 175. 
Public Meeting at Giilgong, 197. 
Rewards for the Discovery of New, 303, 496. 
Escort Service-Receipts for 173, 345. 
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QUESTIONS (continued) QUESTIONS (continued) 
GOLD FIELDS (continued)- HORTICULTURAL-  SOCIETY'S EXHIBITION :-Opening of 
Leases in the Gulgong District, 407. Botanic Garden for, 326. 
Destitute Miners at Cooktown, 442. 
Gold received at the Mint for Coinage, 455. 

HuME, ANDREW : -Search by, for the remains of Leich- 

Appointment of Warden for Mudgee, 482, 530. 
hardt, 277, 357, 491. 

HYDE PARK 
Mining Board, 512. Asyluni, overcrowding of, 192. 
Mining Registrar at Gulgong, 537 Religious Services on, 13. 
Employment of Mr. Harrie Wood, 554, 558. ILLUSTRATED SYDNEY Nxws -Distribution of, in the 

GooDS SUED, CIRCULAR QUAY :-Removal of, 561. United Kingdom, 424. 
GORDON, MINNIE :-Case of, 557. laIseIGRATIoN 
GOULBURN :- 
Volunteers, 274, 304. 

Instructions and Commission to Clerks of Petty- Sessions, 

Compensation for land taken for Railway purposes at, 
180, 313. 
Means adopted by the Agent General; 481. 

331. 
Volunteer Rifle Corps, report of Committee of Inquiry, 

Regulations, nominations under, 27, 68. 
INDEX OF PUBLIC STATUTES :-Provision for compilation 

274. 
GOVERNMENT :- 

of, 285. 
INFIRMARY 

Administration of, Offices of Minister of Liistice and Drainage of, 204. 
Public Instruction, and Attorney General, 215. Nurses, Resignation of the last of the English, 205. 

Boatmen, pay of, 548. INQUEST :- - 
lEinployes, payment of, on Holidays, 488. -, At Campbellto*n, particulars of, 353. 
House, Expenditure on, since the departure of Sir John On the Body of Mrs. Whately, petition in reference 
Young, 474. to, 521. 

Land Agents, filling up of Forms of Declaration by, 558. INS 4NITY, CASES OF ALLEGED :-Fees to Medical Practi. 
Officers, Travelling Allowances to, particulars of, 143. tioners, 525. - - 
Workmen, Pay of, on Holidays, 325, 346. - INSPECTOR OF Am&TTOIBS -Inquiry into charge against, 
Savings Banks, percentage allowance, 50, 283. 132, 144. 
Deposits in the Bank of New South Wales, 219. 

GOVERNOR, HIS EXCELLENCY THE -Vice-Regal Country 
INSPECToRS OF DISTILLERIES :-Stations of, 349. - 

Residence for, 36. INSURANCE OF BONDED GOODS -Government measure for, 

GRAFTON:- 
Sale of School Site at, 491. 

273. - 

INTERCOLONIAL FREE TRADE :-Negotiations with other 

Racecourse and Recreation Ground, reserve for, 455. - 

GRAMMAR ScHooL, SYDNEY :-Trustees and Holidays, 445. 

Governments, 303. 
INVESTMENT OF CLERGY AND SCHOOL ESTATES FOND 

GRANT IN AID 01' THE CITY FOND -Correspondence Particulars of, 52, 59, 73, 117. 

respecting, 473, 558. IRON WHARF, DARLING HARBOUR-MUD PUNTS :-Con 
GRANTS FOR EPISCOPAL RESIDENCES :-Extent and position tract for, 204. - 

of, 165. IRON AND ENGINEERING TRADES -Employment of men 
GRASS SEEDS ---Duty on Imported, 41. on strike in Government Workshops, 256. 

GREEN SWAMP BAR, WEIGHBRIDGE AT :-Erection of, 346. IRON-BARK BRIOGE :--Re-cOflstruCtiOIl of, 325. 
GEENFELL :-Tclegraph Office at, 41. 11J4CXEY" -Reprieve of Aboriginal, 166. 
GRETA -  . JAMES, GEORGE :-The case of, 460. - 

Establishment of Post Office, 52, 169, 255. JEFFREY, GEORGE :-The case of, 111. 

Allotments, deeds for, 561. JERRY'S PLAINS 

GRIMES, G. TI., CASE OF :-Fraudulent Insolvency, 45 Reserves near, 35, 363. 
GUL&ONG :- Road from Denman to, 171. 

Lease on Black Lead at, 152. Road to, 333. - 

Administration of Justice at, 121, 166, 197, 307, 321, JERVIS BAY -Lighthouse at, 301. - 

362, 424, 452, 521. JONES, EDWARD :-The case of, 483. 

Volunteer Corps for, 48. JONES, ZIONS, AND RANDERSON -Petition of, 108, 136. 

Post Office, 48. JOSEPHSON, JUDGE, HIS HoNoR -Charges against, by 

Mail Delivery at, 49. S. Belinfante, Esq., 187. 

Common for, 56, 511. JUDGE 

Public Meeting at, 197. Meymott, fining of Acting Crown Prosecutor by, 558. 

Bench of Magistrates at, 197. Simpson, Mr. District Court, decisions of in the cases 

District Court at, 331. of Loder and Roberts, 212. 

Gold Leases in District of, 407. JURY LISTS FOR CRIMINAL COURTS :-Making of, 279. 

Mr. Osborne, Mining Registrar at, 537. KEGAN,EDWAND:-Confinement of, iuLunaticAsylum,203. 
Land Agent at, 512. KEFERT, CHARLES A. :-Conditional Purchase of, 136, 151. 

GUNDAGAI :-Boat for, in case of Flood, 487. - KIAMA 
GUNDAROO :- Contract for completing Harbour, 14. - 

Court House, 5, 104, 240, 301, 397, 483, 512, 548, 562. Date of Tender of Service of Volunteers, 212, 273. 
Recreation Reserve, 373. Erection of Cattle Sale Yards on Reserve, 561. 

GUNNER :- Clerk of Petty Sessions at, 562. 
Williamson, the case of, dismissal and restoration of, 75. KIDNAPPING, PROSECUTIONS FOR :-Expense of, 49. 

/ Sargent, court martial on, 307. LAKE GEORGE ROAD :- - 

GUNNING, PETTY SESSIONS AT :-Particulars of Duty of Expenditure on, 191. 
Clerk of, 312. Report on, by Engineer for Roads, 135. 

GUNPOWDER, STORAGE OF:-  LAMBTOIe, COURT HOUSE AT -Erection of, 370. 
Rent charged for, 211, 220. LAND (See also "CROWN LANDS") 
Schedule of Charges for, 220. Adjoining new School of Industry, 49. 
GUNS :- Orders, for Volunteers, 18, 25, 28, 41, 67, 169, 171, 326, 
Removal of, near Vancluse, 525. , 346. - 

Removal of to Forth, from road on North Shore, 445. At Bathurst required for Railway purposes, compensa. 
HARTlEY POLICE MAGISTRATE -Candidates for, 45. tion for, 471. 
HASLEiSI'S CHEER RAILWAY CROSSING -Completion of, 227. Between William and Woolloomooloo Streets, area of, 553. 
HASSAL, THE REV. JAMES -ChaplaIn, Berrima Gaol, 27. Law, Administration of the Land, Report of the Select 
HENDERSON, THE PRISONER :-Liberation of, 5. - Committee, 488. 
HILL END :- Titles Office, appointment of Senior and Third Exami. 
Water Supply at, 73. ners, &c., 465. 
Court House at, 227, 248, 319. LAND AGENTS. (See "Caowp LANDS.") 

HINT0N PUNT, RAISING OF -Claim of Maitlaud District LAW OF ARREST UNDER CIVIL PROCESS :-Correspondenèe 
Council, 377. between Sheriff's Bailiff and Sheriff, 227, 477. 

HISTORY, EXAMINATIONS IN -Of Public School boys, 55. LAWRENCE, TOWN OF -Government Reserve in, 534. 
HOLIDAYS -Payment of Government Enmploys on, 325, LEASE OF APPLETREE ORCHARD IsLAND -Particulars of, 
346, 451, 488. • 398. 

HOSPITAL, WELLINGTON -Management of, 126. LEAsED LANDS, PATRICK'S PLINS -Return of, 29. 



xl INDEX. 

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS (REFERENcES TO)-VOL L-SESSION 2873-4. 

QUESTIONS (contiued.) 
LECTU1IE ROOMS IN PROPOSED NEW PUBLIc LusmulY :- 
Provision for, 409. 

LECTURES ON BOTANY -Building for giving, 198. 
LEiiS, LANCE-CORPORAL :-Commissiou appointed to in- 

quire into charges against, 151. 
LEICHHARDT :- 
Search for the remains of, Statement of Andrew flume, 
277, 491. 

Expedition in search of Olassen, 357. 
LETT, Mn., J.P. :-Case of, 219, 277, 370, 433, 447, 530, 
553, 557, 561. 

LETTER-PILLAR AT DOUBLE BAY --Erection of, 433. 
LIBERATION :- 
Of Lunatics, on condition of leaving the Colony, 582. 
Of Prisoners, in Gaol over ten years, 473, 491, 537(2), 
554(1).  

LICENSING ACT OF 1862, THE :-Introduction of Bill to 
amend, 152, 169, 339 

LIGHT DUES -Amount collected in January 1873, 144. 
LIGHT-HousEs:- 
At Jervis Bay, removal of, to Cape St. George, 301. 
Report of Delegates of Marine Departments, 135. 
At Seal R.ock Point, Barrenjoey, and The Solitaries, 29, 
325, 433. 

LINDSAY, GEORGE :-Confinement of, in Lunatic Asylum, 
204. 

LITHG0W VALLEY MINES :-Coal from, 18. 
LITTLE RIVER GOLD FIELD :-Leases applied for on, 175 
LIVERPOOL :- 
Dam, The opening of, 473. 
Plains, Cattle-stealing in District of, 534. 
Plains District Roads, tenders for clearing and forming. 
48. 

Presbyterian Cemetery at, Grant for, 240. 
Range, Reserve at foot of, 563. 
Reservoir, Reconstruction of, 18. 
LocKuP :- 
And Police Protection at Cudgegong, Petition res- 
pecting, 471. 

At St. Mary's, building of, 277. 
LODER, Mn. ANDREW -Sentence passed by Mr. District 
Court Judge Simpson, 201, 212, 220. 

LODER, DOWN, AND BARBER, MESSRS -Conviction of, for 
rioting, 201, 212, 220. 

LONG BAY, RESERVE AT :-Dedacation of, for recreation, 
132, 143. 

LUNATIC ASYLUMS 
Number of Patients and Officers in, 454. 
Treatment of Criminal Lunatics, 76. 
Reports of Superintendents, 484. 
Confinement of George Lindsay, 204. 
Liberation of Lunatics, 562. 
Confinement of Edward Regan, 203. 

M'BRIDE, QUARTERMASTER -Arrest of, 403. 
M'GUINN, REV. FATHER -Inquiry into conduct of, at 
Roman Catholic Cemetery, Berrims, 112, 126. 

M'HALE, MR. PATRICE, THE CASE OF :-Teacher of Roman 
Catholic Certified Denominational School, Cooma, 193. 

M'ILVEEN, WILLIAM :-The case of, 239. 
M'QuADE PARR, WINDSOR :-Change of name to Windsor 
Park, 452. 

"MACGREGOR," THE -Docking of, 482. 
MAGISTRATES OF THE COLONY -List of, 473. 
MAILS (See "POSTAL.") 
MAITLAND :- - 
District Council, address to late Warden of, 79. 
Gaol, wardens and prisoners in, in 1872 and 1873, 100. 
MARINE BOARD :-Duties of, 76. 
MARRIAGE LAWS :-Alteration of, 41, 103. 
MAHSDEN'S CRoSSING, WOLLONDILLY RIVER, BRIDGE AT :-

Tenders for, 56. 
MASON, Mn. WILLIAM, JUNIOR -Contractor for Contract 
9 and 10, Great Western Railway, 111. 

MASTERS of VESSELS :-Certiflcates to, 554. 
MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACT :-Payment of Officers of Court 
under, 13. 

MATTHEWS V. ASHE, ASSAULT CASE :-Depositioris in, 279. 
MAXTED, MR. :-Appointment of, in Customs, 474. 
MEDICAL BILL -Introduction of, 63, 147, 515. 
MENAISGLE BRIDGE :-Reconstruction of, 14, 435. 
METROPOLITAN 
Railway Extension, interview of Committee with Secre-
tary for Public Works, 87. 

Water Supply and Sewerage Bill, introduction of, 526. 
MEYMOTT, JUDGE :-Fining of Acting Crown Prosecutor 
by, 558. 

QUESTIONS (cossthsued) 
MILBURN CHEER, MINERAL SELECTION AT -Papers in 
reference to, 264. 

MILLER'S CRERIC, RESERVE AT -For travelling Stock, 216. 
MINERAL SELECTION 
At Milburn Creek, papers having reference to, 264. 
Of Barnes, Phillips, & Co., papers in the matter of, 198. 
MINING :- 
Board, vote of Miners in Sydney for, 512. 
Registrar at Gulgong, appointment of, 537. 
MINT :- 
Gold received at for Coinage, 455. 
Drainage of, 204. 

MINISTER OF JUSTICE AND PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:- 
Appointment of, 215. 
MISSING LETTERS :-Particulars respecting, 56, 231. 
MOCULTA RUN -Fencing in of Road by Lessee of, 481. 
MOLONG 
Additional Magistrates on Bench, 335. 
Court House at, 264, 329, 520. 

MooDy, Mn., DISMISSAL OF -Papers relating to, 144. 
MOORE, M*., DIRECTOR OF THE BOTANIC GARDENS 
Leave of absence to, 365. 
MOORINGS IN TERRIGAL BAY :-Laying down of, 441. 
MORANGARELL PosT OFFICE -Re-opening of, 441. 
M0OROOWOOLAN COMMON -Alienation of, 317. 
MOUNT 
Keira, Public School at, 373. 
Manning Hill, improvement of road over, 188. 
MUDGEE 
Volunteer Corps for, 38. 
Telegraph Office, 49, 288. 
Gaol, 49. 
Road Contractors, 203. 
Election at, 491. 
Bridge at, 515. 
Warden for District of, 482, 530. 
MUD PuNTS, TI1ON WHARF, DARLING HARBOUR -Con- 
tract for, 192, 204. 

MULHOLLAND, Mr. WILLIAM, J.P. :-Case of, 161, 179, 424. 
'MULLET CREEK :-Bridge over, 165. 
MdNICIPAL 
Address to late Wardenof Maitlancl District Council, 79. 
Conference, 104. 
Sewerage of the City, 159. 
Financial position of Municipalities, 180. 
Incorporation of Walisend, 287, 312. 
Streets in the Municipality of Five Dock, 357. 
Incorporation of Burwood, 377. 
Returns, 471. 
Grant in aid of the City Fund, 473. 
Alignment of Streets, Municipality of Prospect and 
Sherwood, 547. 

City Council Endowment, 558. 
MURPHY, MATTHEW -Contractor for Boat Harbour, Ray. 
mond Terrace, 112. 

MURRAY Rivmt-(See "Bomrnji DUTIEs.") 
MURRURUNDI RAILWAY STATION : -Delay in loading at., 175. 
MUSEUM, GOLD ROBBERY AT TilE SYDNEY -Report of 
Police Department, 283. 

MUSSON & Co. :-Tender of, for, 14-Berth plan, Circular 
Q.uay, 519. 

NAMOI RIVER, BRIDGE AT MANILLA CROSSING -Erection 
of, 72. 

NARRABRI 
Temporary Common, 117. 
Road and Railway to, 118. 
Sale of Town Allotments in, 463 
NATURALIZATION, CERTIFICATES OF :- 
Fees for, 423. 
To Chinainen, 496. 
NAUTICAL SCHOOL Snir "VERNON" :-Faoilitics for 
pseents visiting boys on board, 68. 

NEPEAN AND CATARACT RIVERS -Particulars respecting 
Water Supply from, 136. 

NEW GENERAL Posr OFFICE -Completion of, 345, 471. 
NEW STREET OPPOSITE THE PosT OFFICE :-Opening of, 
211, 370. 

NEWCASTLE 
Site for Custom House at, 291. 
Steam Dredge for, 562. 

Dedication of Commonage and Pasturage Reserve, 370. 
Shipping Coal at, 83. 
Boat Harbour at, 93. 

1ORTHERN DISTRICTS, RESERVES IN THE -Purchase of, 
251. 

"NuBIA" :-Depth of Water ofi departure of, 255. 
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QUESTIONS (continued) 
NUISANCE IN TOWN OF PARRAMATTA -Abatement of, 

55,495. 
NURSES, SYDNEY INFIRIIARY :-Resignation of the last of 
the English, 205. 
OCEAN MAIL CoaIaeuIcIcA'rIoN-(See "PosTAr.") 
O'ME.ut., Fl&NCIS, PE1ITION OF -Grant of Land, 
Parramatta, 530. 

OMNIBUSES TO THE RAILWAY TERMINUS -Contract for 
running, 283. 

ORANGE 
Expenditure on Roads and Works in Electorate of, 267. 
Proposed District Survey Office, 273, 403. 
Police Barracks at, 136. 

OEPHAN SCHOOLS 
Amalgamation of, at Parramatta, 13, 100. 
Returns to be laid on Table, 354. 
ORPHAN SCHOOL CREEK TO PARRAISIATTA ROAD, ROAD  
FROM :-Repair of, 63, 263. 

ORRIDGE AND PEMBROKE -Conviction of, 370, 474. 
OSBoRNE, MR. -Mining Registrar, Gulgong, 537. 
"OSCAR," WRECK OF THE -Report of Pilots, 132. 
OUTRAGE IN THE ROMAN CATHOLIC CEMETERY AT 
BBREmIA:-Iuquiry into, 112, 126. 

PARKER, THOMAS, THE CASE OF -Charge of Cattle- 
stealing, 179. 

PARLIAMENTARY BUILDINGS --Expenditure on, during the 
past seven years, 411. 

PARLIAMENT -Payment to Members of, 36. 
PARRAMATTA :- 
Nuisance in Town of, 55, 495. 
Post Office at, 55, 373. 
Dredging operations in River, 247. 
Park Regulations, 357. 
Park Trustees, 435. 
Buildings occupied by Medical Superintendent, 495. 
Dam, 334, 499. - 
River, Bridge over, 36, 503. 

PATERSON, CORONERS INQUESTS AT : -Case of Edward 
Kealey, 255. 

PATRICK'S PLAINS LEASED LANDS -:-Return of, 29. 
PAY OF GOVERNMENT BOATMEN :-Attached to Customs 
and Marine Board, 548. 

PAYMENT :- 
Of Government Workmen, on Holidays, 325, 346, 451, 

488. 
Of Members of Parliament, provision for in Electoral 
Bill, 36. 

PEMBROKE AND ORRIDGE -Conviction of, 370, 474. 
PENISITH BRIDGE -Tolls collected at, 255. 
PENSIONS LIMITATION BILL --Restoration of Order of 

the Day, 452. 
PERMANENT ARTILLERY FORCE :- 
Alleged dissatisfaction in, 259. 
Case of Gunner Sargent, 307. 
Courts Martial in, 318. 
Number and distribution of, 322. 
Presence of, in Assembly Chamber during discussion of 
Estimates, 326. 
Sentences on members of, 326. 
Arrest of Quarter-master M'Bride, 403. 
Desertions and discharges from, 427. 
Removal of Guns to the Forts, 445. 

PETERSHAM DENOMINATIONAL SChOOL -Certificate to, 76. 
PETITION OF 
Itraneis O'Meara, grant of Land Parramatta, 530. 
John Benson, of Molomig, 526. 

PICTON TOLL-BAR:-Collec.tione at, for 1872 and 1873, 259. 
PILES AND CYLINDERS, CAsT 1110K -Length of, and 
calculations for, 216. 

PILOT AT SYDNEY STATION -Appointment of, 561. 
PILOTAGE -System of, in Port Jackson, 35, 131., 256, 312. 
POLICE :- 
Magistrate, Hartley, 45. 
Police Act, Berrima, 51. 
Barracks, Orange, 136. 
Buildings, West Mail laud, 152, 180, 260. 
Charges against Constable Flanagan, 216. 
Quarters, Baradine, 4.63. 
Complaints against Senior-constable Chiplin, 271. 
Magistrate, Raymond Terrace, letter to a Litigant., 274. 
Protection at the Abercronibie, petition of Inhabitants, 
481 
Protection and Lock-up at Cuclgegong, petition respect. 
ing, 471, 

655---F  

QUESTIONS (conthsued) 
POLICE (eon Go ned) 
Search by Const able Warren for body of Richard Wood. 
bury, 331. 

Case of Robert Dowan, 423. 
POSIT :-- 

Huutr, 'Blind Channel," obstruction of, 297. 
Macquarie, charges against Gaoler at, correspondence in 
reference to, 251, 377. 

PORT JACKSON 
System of Pilotage, 35, 131, 256, 312. 
Deepening of Entrance to, 35, 132, 183, 198. 
POSTMASTERS :-Publicans acting as, 534. 
POST OFFICE :- 
New street opposite, opening of, 370. 
New General, completion of, 345, 471. 
Savings Bunks, commission to Managers of, 50, 283. 
Appointments in, 335. 
POSTAL 
Superannuation deduction of Mr. Samuel Baker, 35. 
Post Office, Gulgong, 48. 
Mail delivery, Gulgong, 49. 
Post Office, Greta, 52. 
Post Office, Parramatta, 55, 373. 
Missing Letters, 56 231. 
Mail Service, vid San Francisco, 31, 72, 91, 100, 126, 
129, 232(1), 271, 318, 442, 451, 469, 473, 478, 482. 
Raymond Terrace Mails, 129, 325. 
Post and Telegraph Offices, Bnrrowa,95, 111, 144, 169. 
Post and Telegraph Office at Richmond, 563. 
Post Office, Anvil Creek and Greta, 169, 255. 
New Stveet North of the Post Office, 211. 
Arrears of Pension to Mr. George Denshire, 212. 
Mails from Sydney to Melbourne and Adelaide, 212. 
Docking Mail Steamers, 216, 232, 482. 
Contract with Mr. Hall, 220. 
Conveyance of Mails by "City of Melbourne," 232. 
The Pacific Mail Service, 232. 
Depth of 'Water, departure of "Nubia," 255. 
Applications for Post Offices, 271. 
Ratification of Contracts for Mail Service EmS San 
Francisco, 271. 

Mails by Southern and Western Railways, 295. 
Postage on Letters and. Newspapers vid San Francisco 
and Galle, 318. 
Completion of New Post Office, 345, 471. 
New street oppoSite Post Office, 370. 
Appointments in Post Office, 335. 
Letter Pillar at Double Bay, 433.- 
Poet Office, Morangarell, 441. 
Mails between Wallerawang and Mudgee, 492. 
Publicans acting as Postmasters, 534. 
PIZE-LEASES OF CONDITIONAL PURCHASES: -Arrears of 
Rent of Purchasers, 71. 

PRESBYTERIAN CEMETERY AT LIVERPOOL :-Grant for, 240. 
PRESS, MEMBERS OF THE, RAILWAY PASSES TO :-Number 

issued, 83. 
PRINCE OF WALES'S BIRTHDAY, PUBLIC HOLIDAY :-Pro. 
clamation of 10th November as, 108. 

PRISON CLOTHING :-Contract for, 99. 
PRISONERS : - 
Fitzgibbon and Seery, liberation and capture of, 511. 
Reprieve of, at the Mudgco Assizes, 525. 
Treatment of, in Darlinghurst Gao], 495. 
The liberation of Gardiucr and others, 473, 491, 537 (2),  
554(2).  

Under sentence, number of in Gaol over ten years, 488. 
PROMOTION OF PUBLIC SCHOOL TEacaiEaId -Particulars 
of, 511. 

PROSeCUTIONS FOR KIDNAPPING :--Expcnee of, 49. 
PROSPECT AND SHERWOOD : -Ahigumcnt of Streets in 
MunicipalIty of, 547. 

PP.OTEC]'IoN OF TIMBER FORESTS -Measure, for 227. 
PROVISIONAL Scnooa :-- 
At Glendoll Brook, petition from Trustees, 397. 
Report of Inspector Jones, 424. 

PUBLICANS 
Acting as Postmasters, 53.1. 
Licensing B.11, intention of ffiovernnlolmt to bring in Bill 
to amend, 152, 169. 
Licenses, innonut received from and other, within the 
City of Sydney, 553. 

Prnarc 
Buildings at Gundaroo, erection of, 104. 
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QUESTIONS (contineeil) :- 
Punr.ic (continued)-- 
Charities Commission, conclusion of labours of, 369, 496 
cost of, &e., 17; particulars of, 31. 

Charities, Report of Inspector, 484. 
Gates, applications for, under Act of 1873, 95. 
Gates Act, fees nuder, 530. 
Holiday, Prince of. Wales's Birthday, proclamation of 
10th November as, 108. 
Library, Lecture Room in proposed new, provision for, 
409. 
Officers Travelling Allowances, mode of paying, 203. 
Vehicles, By-laws for regulating, consideration of by 
Executive Council, 72. 
Meeting at Gulgong, resolutions carried at, 197. 
Works and Bridges, expenditure on, 469. 
PUBLIC ScrnooLs (See "EDUCATION.") 
PURCHASE OF LAND AT CUREAMBENE CREEK -Improve- 
inents made by Mr. Hill, 67. 

QUARANTINE GROUND, THE :-Application for, as a 
Mineral Selection, 505. 

QUEENSLAND DEBT -Satisfaction of, 239. 
QUINN, DOCTOR :-Free Railway Passes to, 83. 
RACECOURSE AND RECREATION GROUND, GRAPTON :- 
Reserve for, 455. 

RAILWAYS 
Rails for Extensions, 9, 205, 228, 243. 
From Goulburn to Yass, 9, 228. 
From Bathurst to Orange, 9, 317, 495. 
Appointment of Mr. J. H. Thomas, 9. 
Delay in completion of Nos. 8 and 9 Contracts on Great 
Western, 14. 
Passenger Trains, cost of running, 17. 
Extensions, Plans for, 18. 
Accommodation, Singleton Show, 29. 
Valuation of Land for Southern, 32. 
Tank Engines, 39. 
Mr. Joseph Cross, late Station-master, 40. 
Passenger Traffic, 71, 192. 
Free Passes to Proprietors, &c., of Western Newspapers, 
13, 25. 
Free Passes, Doctor Quinn, 83. 
Free Passes to Members of the Press, 83. 
Free Passes, 107. 
White-gum for Fencing on Great Southern, 84. 
Metropolitan Extension Committee, interview with Sec- 
retary for Public Works, 87. 

Great Western, Tenders for Contract 9 and 10, 111. 
To Narrabri, 118. 
Extension of Great Western, Plans and Sections, 132. 
Dismissal of Mr. Moody, 144. 
Earnings on the Southern, Western, and Northern 
Lines, 141. 

Gangers, walking the length of their District on Sunday, 
161. 
Deniliquin to Hay, survey for, 165. 
Station, Murrnrundi, 175. 
Extension of, into Sydney, 180. 
Extension, Yass to Wagga Wagga, 192. 
Sheep and Cattle Traffic on, 212. 
Carriage of Material, 213. 
Crossing at Haslem's Creek, 227. 
Extension of the Great Southern, 228, 312. 
Extension, Cootamuudra to Wagga Wagga, Rails for, 243. 
Rolling Stock, Goulburn to Wagga Wagga, 256. 
Ret urn Tickets by Mail Trains, 280. 
Omnibuses to the Terminus, 283. 
Closing Culverts, Great Northern, 311. 
Compensation for land taken for, Goulburn, 331. 
Northern Extension, 334. 
To Bathurst, completion of, 345. 
Workmen, payment of, for Holidays, 348, 370, 451, 548. 
The Great Southern, Profits of, 398. 
Bathurst Train, delay of, 439. 
Wos-krnen at Murrurusidi, time allowed for meals, 465. 
Appointment of Mr. H. Chipp as Traffic Inspector, 469. 
Land at Bathurst required for, 471. 
Trial Surveys, 495, 499, 558. 
Bridge, Wells-street, 499. 
Station at Greta and Anvil Creek, 515. 
Station at Kelso, 516. 
Traffic between Newcastle and Greta and Anvil Creek, 
522. 

To Illawarra, 526. 
Porter Edward Williamson, 533. 
Employds, hours of Work, 557, 563. 
Mr. .John Cummings, Contractor, 562.  

QUESTIONS (continued) 
RAISING HINTON PUNT :-Claim of Maitland District 
Council for, 377. 

RANDEHSON -Petition of, 108,136. 
RAYMOND TE11RACE :- 
Boat Harbour at, 112, 174. 
Bench at, Charges heard by, 183. 
Duties of Crown Lands Agent at, 184. 
And. Strou&Road,  361. 
Mails, delivery of, 129, 325. 
Police Magistrate at, 274. 

RECLAMATION 
Of Blackwattle Bay, completion of work, 72, 136. 
Of Land and Water Frontage, reports on Applications 
for, 451. 
Of Ia.nd, Blackwattle Swamp, cost and particulars of, 
317. 

RECREATION RESERVE, GUNDAISOO :-Trusteee of, 373. 
REGISTERED SHIPP1NG OF NEw SOUTH WALES :-Nurn- 

ber and Tonnage of, 143. 
REGIsTRATION OF BRANDS -Correspondence between 
Registrar General and Inspector of Stock, 487. 

REGULATIONS :-- 
Immigration, 27, 68. 
For Watermen and Ferry Boats, 431. 
RELEASE OF PRISONERS :-G-urdiner and others, 435, 459, 
473, 477, 4.84, 491, 537(2),  554(1).  

RELIGIOUS SERVICES ON HYDE PARK :-Interference with, 
by Police, 13. 

REInS5I0N 02 SENTENCES -Under 11 Vie., No. 34, 499. 
RF.MOyAL OF GUNS :- 
To the Forts, from Road on North Shore, 445. 
Near Vaucluse, 525. 
REPAIRS TO THE STEAMER "BULLI" --In Government 
Workshops, 357. 

REPRIEVE 
Of aboriginal "Jaekey," 166. 
Of prisoners, Mudgee Assizes, 525. 
RESERVES :- 
Between Jerry's Plains and Brcezs, 35, 563. 
East Maitland, 47, 75, 107, 251. 
For Travelling Stock, 99, 247. 
Northern Districts, 251. - 
For Teamsters, 100. 
At Long Bay, 132, 143. 
Miller's Creek, 216. 
Forster Timber, 220. 
Near Denmau, 240. 
Newcastle Commonage and Pasturage, 370. 
Gundaroo, 373. 
Grafton Racecourse, 455. 
In the Town of Lawrence, 54. 
At foot of Liverpool Range, 563. 
RESERVOIR, LivERPOOL -Reconstruction of, 18. 
RESIDENCE ON FREE SELECTIONS -Circular to Surveyors 
and Crown Run Appraisers, 534. 
REVENUE :- 
Collected at the Tweed River and Eden, amount of, 
from the 1st January to 1st July, 1873, 156. 
Receipts for January and February, 1873 and 1874, 
amount of, 322. 

REWARD FOE THE DISCOVERY OF Nsw GOLD FIELDS :- 
Sum on Estimates for, 303, 496. 

RICHMOND -Post and Telegraph Office, 563. 
RICHMOND RIVER :- 
Statistics respecting, 125. - 
Accessibility of, to Shipping, 147. 
Return respecting, 235, 236. 

RIOTING CASE :- 
Of Messrs. Loder, Dowe, and Barber, 201, 212, 220. 

ROADS:- 
From Bathurst to Tambaroora and Hill End, 13. 
Between Adelong and the Great Southern Road, 17. 
Between Gundagai and. Turn ut, 18. 
Obstructions on from Nine-mile Creek to Singleton, 27. 
Roadway from George-street to Pitt-street, 31. 
Between Adelong and Tumut, Expenditure on, 32. 
Liverpool Plains District, 48. 
Braidwood District, 55. 
- Carcoar to Tea-pot Swamp, 60. 
Formation of Cleveland-street, 487. 
From East St. Leonards to Pennant Hills, 503. 
Wee Waa and Wallget, 529. 
Orphan School Creek, to Parramatta Road, 63, 263. 
From Raymond Terrace to Hiuton, 96. 
To Narrabri, 118. 
Lake George, 135. 
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QUESTIONS (continued) 
ROADS (continued) 
IFishlock's, 165. 
Over Mount Manning Hill, 188. 
Mudgee Contractors, 203. 
From Wellington to Dubbo, 219. 
From Rushcuttes's Bay Bridge, 219. 
From Lower Turon to Bathurst, 267. 
Expenditure on Main Western, 267. 
Expenditure on and Works, Orange, 267. 
From Dennian to Jerry's Plains, 171. 
From Goulburn, rid Bangalore Gap, 191. 
Lake George, 135, 191. 
Tolls on Public, 251. 
Expenditure on, and Works in Western Districts, 267, 
279. 

To Jerry's Plains, 333. - 
Fences across, near Blayney, 315. 
Trustees, Crookwell, 329. 
At Five Dock, 331. 
From Maitland to Raymond Terrace, 345. 
Measurement of Minor, Municipality of Five Dock, 357. 
Raymond Terrace and Stroud, 361. 
Memorial of Rev. J. S. White, 371. 
From Maitland to Raymond Terrace, 403. 
From Narrabri to Wallget, 478. 
Fencing ofby Lessee of Moculta Run, 481. 
Across Wiittle Creek, 483. 
Roadway from George-street to Pitt-street, opening of, 
31. 

ROBERTS, ROBERT -Sentence passed on, by Mr. District 
Court Judge Simpson, 212, 220, 227. 

ROBERTSON, MR. THOMAS, M.P. --Application of, for 
Office of Examiner of Titles, 538, 554. 

RIHAN CATHOLIC CEMETERY, DEVONSHIRE -STREET :-- 
Violation of graves in, 415. 

ROWING Caun, SYDNEY :-Ground occupied by, 369. 
SALE:- 
Of Colonial Wines Regulation Act of 1862, repeal of, 
39, 41, 156, 297. 
Of Town Allotments, Narrabri, to Mr. T. G. Dangar, 
463. 

SAy FRANCISCO (See "POSTAL.") 
SARGkNT -Case of Gunner, 307. 
SAVINGS BANKS, GOVERNMENT -Percentage allowance to 

Postmasters, 50, 283. 
SCHOLEY, MR. STEPHEN, CLAIM OF :-Decision of Govern- 
ment respecting Resolution adopted by House, 48. 

SCHOOL 
Of Arts, Terara, uroposed, 398. 
Of Industry, land adjoining, 49. 

SCHOOLS (See "EDUCATION," also "ORPHAN.") 
SEAL ROCK LIGHT-HOUSE:- 
,Erection of, 29, 433. 
Petition presented by Mr. Booth, 325. 

SEARCH FOR THE REMAINS OF LEICHHABDT -Statement of 
Andrew Hume, 277. 

SEEBY AND FITZGIBBON, PRISONERS -Liberation and 
Capture of, 511. 

SEIZURE, CUSTOMS -At Wagga Wagga, 5. 
N SETENCES, Rmussroie oi :--IJndcr 11 Vict., No. 34, 499. 

SEWERAGE 
Of the City and Suburbs, appointment of Commission 
to inquire into, 159. 

And Water Supply, amount of debt due by the City of 
Sydney, 308. 

SHAKOS FOR THE VOLUNTEER FORCE :-Contract for, 143, 
155. 

SHEEP AND CATTLE TRAFFIC ON RAILWAY :-Truck 
Accommodation for, at Raglan, 212. 

SHIPPING :- 
Coal at Newcastle, facilities for, 83. 
Of New South Wales, Registered, number and tonnage 
of, 143. 

SHOALHAVEN -Volunteer Corps for, 39. 
SIMPSON, MR. DISTRICT COURT JUDGE -Decisions of, in 
the cases of Loder and Roberts, 212, 220, 227. 

SINGLETON :-- 
Railway Accommodation at Show, 29 
Flood-boats for, construction of, 35. 
Samuel Baker, Postmaster at, 35. 
Bench at, 215, 232. 
SLAsisEic's FLAT -Bridge at, 515. 
SMALL DEBTS COURTS, BAILIFFS :-Particulars of appro- 

priation of £100, 141, 197. 
SOLITARIES, THE -Light-house at, 433. 
STAHl'S ON TRANSFERS OF SHARES -Postage Stamps in 
lieu of Duty Stamps, 3.  

QUESTIONS (contiaued) 
ST. ANDREW'S COLLEGE 
Salary of Principal, 75. 
Constitution of, 116. 

ST. JOHN'S COLLEGE -Students at, 465. 
Sr. MARY'S -Lock-up at, 277. 
STAMP DUTY ON TRANSFER OF LAND -Within the City 
of Sydney, 553, 561. 

STAPLES, ROBERT, THE CASE OP -Inquiry into, 303, 307. 
STATUE, Cooic's -Completion of, by Government, 253. 
STATUTES, INDEX OF PUBLIC -Provision for compilation 
of, 285. 

STEAMERS PLYING IN PORT JACKSON -Regulations for, 431. 
STEAMSHIPS, CONDiTION OF OCEAN :-Knowledge of, by 

Government, 256. - 
STEPHEN, THE REVEREND CANON 
Receipt of Stipend during absence from Colony, 273. - 

STEPHEN, SIR ALFRED 
Pension or gratuity to, 483, 491,496. 
Resignation of, as Chief Justice, 125. 

STORAGE OF GUNPOWDER 
Rent charged for, 211, 220. 
Schedule of charges for, 220. 
STRATPORD, MR. -Duties of; 187, 235. 
STREET, NEW, NORTH OF THE POST Oic :-Introduc. 

tion of Bill to resume certain lands, 211. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT REPEAL ACT :- 
Bill for Amendment of, refund of deductions, 48. 
Adjustment. of Claims under, 192, 295. 
SUPPLY OF WATER -Intention of Government as to, 108, 
135, 204, 212. 

SURVEYORS, LICENSED -Permission to make conditional 
purchases, 271. 

SURVEY OFFICE, WESTERN DISTRICT --Removal of, from 
Bathurst to Orange, 273, 403. 

SEDNEY 
Harbour, deepening entrance to, 35, 132, 1833  198. 
Rowing Club, ground occupied by, 369. 
Water Supply, pollution of, 95. 
Supply to the City, 108, 1353  204, 212. 
TANK ENGINES -Publication of article on, in Sydney 

Morning Herald, 39. 
TEAMSTEdS, RESERVES FOE -Between Wollombi and 

Maitland, 100. 
TEBBUTT, MR., J.P. :-Case of, 121, 166, 197, 307, 321, 
362,424, 452, 521. 

TELEGRAPHIC :- 
Telegraph Department, 264. 
Telegraph Office, Grenfell, 41. - 
Telegraph Office, Mudgee, 49, 288. 
Messages, reduced charges for, 76. 
Employment of Females in Department, 87, 117. 
Telegraph from Casino to Ballina, 125. 
Telegraph and Post Office, Burrowa, 95, 111, 144, 169. 
Telegraph and Post Office at Parramatta, 373. 
Charges between New South Wales and Tasmania, 263. 
Office, Brewarrina, 403. 
Delivery of Telegraphic Messages, 455. 
Production of Telegram in case Dick v. Thompson, 469. 
Telegraph and Post Office, Richmond, 563. 
TERAI1A SCHOOL OF ARTS, PROPOSED -Grant in aid of, 
398. 

TERRIGAL BAY -Moorings for, 441. 
THE HUNTER -Discrepancy in number of Electors on 
Roll for Electorate of, 235. 

THOMAS, MR. J. H. :-Appointnient of, 9. 
TIDE WAITERS --Appointment of, 204 
TILLEGHERRY CEEEu -Free Selection at, by Samuel 
Gillespie, 345. 

TIMBER RESERVE, FORSTER -Revocation of, 220. 
TIMBER FORESTS, PROTECTION OP --Measure for,-227. 
TITLE-DEEDS FOR -LANDS PUI1CHASED PROM THE CROWN:- 
Delivery of, 288, 295. 

TOBACCO :- 
Persons who paid duty on, 87. 
Imported unmanufactured, 91. 
Amount of duty paid, 91, 92. 
Imported by way of the River Murray, 92, 103. 
Importations of, 96, 100. 
Imported, manufactured and unmannfactured,, 96. 
Duty on leaf, 99. 
Duty on, 100. 
Imported from Victoria (and Cigars); 103. 
Leaf in bond, 107. 
Duty,  on unmanufactured. 121. 
Partial suspension of Border Duties Convention respect. 
ing, 184. 
Drawback on, exported to Victoria, 284. 
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QUESTIONS (coRlinUtcl) QUESTIONS (continued) 

TOLLS 
On Public Bonds, 231. 
Toll-bars at Cntnpbell's lull and Black Creek, 23. 
Collected at Pcnratli Bridge, 255. 
Picton, 259. 
On Public Roads, abolishing of, 291. 

TowNs POLICE ACT-DOGS REGISTRATION ACT -Towns 
under operation of, 197. 

TRANSFERS OF FUIeDED ST0CH -Number of, &c., 288, 297. 

TRANSFER :- 
Of Land, stamp duty on, within the City of Sydney, 
553, 561. 

Of Shares, postage stamps in lieu of duty stamps, 39. 

TRAVELLING ALLOWANCES :- 
To Government O1iicer, particulars of, 143. 
To Public Officers, mode of paying, 203. 
Stork, reserves for 99, 247. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT :-Appointments in, 335. 

TREATMENT 
Of Criminal Lunatics, report from Mr. Alfred Roberts 76. 
Of prisoners in Darlinghurst Gaol, by Dr. Aaron, 493. 

TRIGoNoaraTisIcAr SURVEY :-Cost and carrying out of, 79. 

TRUSTEES 
For Road from Goulburn rid Bangalore Gap, ijames 
of, and complaints against, 191. 

Under Commons Regulation Act, gazetting of, 291. 

TRUST FUNDS -Investment of, 14. 

TwEED AND RICH'JOND RIVERS -Reports respecting, 236. 

TWEED RIVER 
Improvement to entrance to, 147. 
Amount of Revenue collected at, from 1st January to 
1st July, 1873, 156. 

ULLEDULLE 
Date of Tender of Service of Volunteers, 212, 273. 
Mr. J. V. Wareham, Clezk of Petty Sessions at, 311. 

VAUthSAN, DII. : -Roman Catholic Archbishop, 371. 

VENTILATION OF CoAL MINES :-Rcport of Government 
Inspector, 63. 

"VERNON," NAUTICAL SCHOOL Suc -Facilities for 
Parents visiting boys on board, 68. 

VICE-REGAL COUNTRY RESIDENCE -Erection of, 36. 

VISITING SURGEON, DARLINGHURST GAOL: -346, 362, 
377, 495. 

VOLUNTEERS 
Land Orders, 18, 25, 28, 41, 67, 169, 171, 326, 346. 
Rifle Corp,, Bulli, 18. 
Corps for Mndgee, 36. 
Corps, Shoalhaven, 39. 
Corps, Gulgong, 48. 
Case of Gunner \Villiamson, 75. 
Corps, Bulli, 104. 
Engineer Company, 132. 
Shakos for, 143. 
Dismissal of Mr. William Deane, 147. 
Charges against Lance-corporal Lees, 131. 
Contracts for Shakos and Busbies, &e., 155. 

- Quarters, 197. 
IJiladulla and Kiama, 212. 
General Fund in each Corps, 228. 
Governor's Position as Commander-in-Chief, opinion of 
Sir William Maniiinp, 243. 
Kiama and Ulla'lulla (luinpanies, tender of Service, 273 
Goulburn Rifle Corps, 274. 
Resignation of Lieutenant of Goulbnrn Corps, 304. 
Encampment, 474, 488, 529. 
Regulation, 43 1. 
In Government Service, naid while at Encalnpusent, 438. 

WAGGA WAGGA -Customs Seizure at, 5. 

WALLADADAIT, PUBLIC SCHOOL TEACHER --Appointment 
of, 72. 

WALLIEND, INCORPORATION OF -Proclamation of, 287, 
312. 

WARATAH, CLERIc OF PETTY SESSIONS AT :--Provision 
for, 151, 

WARDEN:- 
Address to late, of Maitland District Council, 79. 
For Mudgee, appointment of, 482, 530. 

WAREHAM, MR. J. V. :-Appoiotlneflt of, as Clerk of 
Petty Sessions, Ulladulla, 311. 

WARREN, SENIOR-CONSTABLE :-Search by, for body of 
Richard Woodbury, 331. 

WATER 
Pollution of Sclney Supply, 95. 
Sydney Supply, 108, 135, 201, 212. 
Cataract and Nepean Rivers; 136. - 
Intention of Government as to Supply of, 108, 135, 204, 
212. 
Supply at Hill End, 73. 
Frontage and Reclamation of Land, reports on Appli- 
cations, 451. 

Supply, Sydney Sewerage, and amount of debt clue by 
the City of Sydney, 308. 

Supply and Sewerage Bill, Metropolitan, introduction 
of, 526. 

WATERMEN'S AND Fruny BOATS :-Regulations for, 
431. 

WATKINS, THE PRISONER -In Darlingliurst Gaol, 346, 

362, 377. 

WATSON E. KING :-Punishment of boy at St. Andrew's 
School, 503. 

WATTLE CREEK -Road across, 483. 

WEE WAA AND WALGETT ROAD -Fencing in of, by 
Lessees of Runs, 529. 

WEIGH-BRIDGE AT GREEN SwAarr BAR -Erection of, 

346. 

WELLINGTON HOSPITAL :--Mana gement of, 123. 

WESTERN :- 
District, Survey Office, removal of, from Bathnrst to 
Orange, 273, 403. 

Australia, arrival of E xpirees from, 495. 

WEST MAITLAND :- 
Purchase of Court House and Police Buildings at, 152, 
180, 260. 
Protectiou from Floods at, 184. 

WHARFAGE RATES :-Levied at Circular Quay, 26. 

WHARF :- 
Accommodation, Circular Quay, plans and improvements 
of, 26, 141, 205, 447, 561. 
At Eden, contract for, 357. 
Darling Harbour, iron mud-Punts, 204, 517. 
Woolloomooloo, lease of, 517. 

WHATELY, MRS. :-Inquest on the body of, 521. 

WHITE, REV. J. 5., MEMORIAL OF -Compensation for 
Road passing through his land, 371. 

WILLIAMSON 
Porter Edward, provision for Widow and family of, 
533. 

Gunner, dismissal and restoration of, 75. 

WINDSOR PARR -(See "M'QuADE PARR.") 

WINES, COLONIAL -Duties on, 6, 14, 39, 41. 

WOLLONGONG BREAKWATER :-Repairs to, 516. 

WooD, MR. HARRIE -Employment of, under the 
Mining Act, 554, 538. 

WoOLLOoarooLOo :- 
Wharf, lease of, 517. 
Bay, claim of Mr. Callaghan, 264. 

WORMS IN SHEEP -Care of, 419. 

WRECK OF THE "OSCAR" -Report of Pilots on, 132. 

WRECKS ON THE COAST OF NEW SOUTH WALES :-Reeord 
of names of vessels and seamen, 187. 

WRIT OF CE. Pa. ARREST UNDER :-Lett'er from Head 
Bailiff to Sheriff, 227, 477. 

YAss -Alignment of Streets of, 455. 

IETMAN. COURT OP PETTY SESSIONS AT :--Establishment 
of, 429. 

YOUNG -Erection of Gsol at, 99. 

ZIONS, JONES, AND RANDEBSON -Petition Of, 108, 136. 
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QUINN, JOHN 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 29 ..........................................................2 

QUORUM 
ABSENCE OF 
In House Ic/ore commencement of Business, 209, 367, 395. 
In House after commencement of Business, 53, 90, 173, 306, 320, 330, 332, 340, 341, 344, 359, 
363, 407, 410, 415, 421, 429, 434, 437, 444, 446, 475, 479, 519, 536; 566. 

In Division, 53, 90, 306, 42. 
In Committee of the Whole reported, 173 (2),  302, 316, 351 (3),  356, 363, 407, 410 (3),  415, 429, 
440, 442, 453, 460, 470. 

RAILWAYS (See also "DENILIQLTIN AND MOA.MA. RAILWAY BILL"; also "PUBLIC RAIL 
WAYS LAN]) RESUMPTION BILL") :- 

HOMEBUSH AND BuRwoon STATIONS 
Return to Order (Session 1872-3) laid on Table, 2 ............................................................ 

Ma. ROBERT MOODY 
Motion made (Gap/iOn. Oactow) for Papers and Correspondence relating to removal of; from office 
ofTraffic Manager, 7 ; Return to Address laid on Table, 199......................................... 

RAILWAY LADOUREB5 
Petition from, respecting employment on the Bathurst Extension, presented, 14 ; ordered to. be 

printed, 26 ......................................................................................................... 
JAMES BURNS, LATE RAILWAY STATION-MASTER AT EAST MAITLAND :- 
Motion made (Mr. .Forster) for Correspondence having reference to the removal of, 19 ; Return 
to Order laid on Table, 199 .................................................................................... 

RAILWAY FROM THE CLARENCE TO NEW ENGLAND :- - 
Petition from the residents of the Clarence District respecting construction of, presented, 29 
ordered to be printed, 32 ....................................................................................... 

Petitions (2) from residents of Tenterfield and Glen Innes respecting, construction of, presented,  
118; ordered to be printed, 122 .............................................................................. 

ACCOMMODATION, SINGLETON SHOW :- 
Report of Assistant Traffic Manager, Great Northern Railway, on, laid on Table, 29.................. 
FREE RAILWAY PASSES TO MEMDERS OF THE PRESS 
Return showing nuniber of; issued to, laid on Table, 29 ..................................................... 
Motion made (Mr. Well) respecting discontinuance of issue of, 74; Previous Question moved 
and debate adjourned, 74; debate resumed, and Previous Question withdrawn, 85; original 
question withdrawn, 85. 

RAILWAY DEPARTMENT, THE 
Motion made (Captain. Onslow) respecting evidence given by Mr. Moody, Mr. Byrnes, and the 
Honorable Mr. Sutherland, before the Select Committee on the Civil Service (Session 1872-3), 
and negatived, 30. 

RAILWAY TO MUDGEE 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) respecting policy of Government, and by leave withdrawn, 43. 

RAILWAY EXTENSION-MURRURUNDI TO TAMWORTH :- 
Plans and sections and book of reference laid on Table, 122; approved of by House, 148. 
RAILWAY EXTENSION-YASS TO WAG GA WAGGA 
Plans, sections, and book of reference laid on Table, 148; approved of by House, 181. 

EXTENSION TO ORANGE:- 
Petition from residents of Blayney and Carcoar Districts praying that line may be taken through 

Blayney, presented, 141 ; ordered to be printed, 145 ................................................... 
RAILWAY EXTENSION 
Motion made (Mr. Forster) respecting survey of different lines of route, and reservation of public 
lands a.long such lines, 193 ; amended, 104. 

RAILWAY EXTENSION-BATIIUIIST TO ORANGE, vid BLAncEY :- 
Plans, sections, and book of reference, laid on Table, 216. 
Motion made (Mr. Set/icr/and) for approval of House, and debate adjourned, 261 ; Order of the 
Day postponed, 274., 281; debate resumed and amendment negatived, 286; original qucetion 
put and passed, 286. 

Plan and section of a proposed deviation of the line through Blayney, laid on Table, 240. 
RAILWAY EXTEESION-BATIIUEST TO OStANGE, Did KING'S PLAINS :- 
Petition from residents of Orange, Teely, Byng, &c., praying for, presented, and rcad by Clerk 
223; ordered to,  be printed, 232 ............................................................................. 

Motion made (Mr. Nelson) for plans and sections of the Great \rester.n  Railway, rid King's 
Plains, 225. 

Plan, section, and book of reference, laid on Table, 244. 
EXTENSION TREOLTGH NORTH YAss :- 
Motion made (Mr. .Fitzpatricic) for surveys, applications, reports, &c., having reference to, 240 
Return to Order laid on Table, 260 ; Further Return laid on Table, 319 ........................... 

EXTENSION THROUGH NORTH YASS :- 
Motion made (Mr. Bit cpa/vie/i-) in favour of, and negatived, 332. 

EXTENSION-REDFERN TO CIRCULAR QUAY :- 
Motion made (Mr. Macintosh) for Committee of the Whole to consider Resolution respecting 
plans, sections, and estimate of cost of; no quorum on motion for adjournment of debate. 
and House 10 aiited out. 306 motion again made (ainended), 371 ; Ordar of the Day post. 
poned, 421 ; House in Ccmmitt.ee, and no quorum reported, 429 ; Committee resumed, Reeo. 
bOon reported, end House counted out, 429 ; Resolution agreed to, 436. 

iI1iF FROM RAILWAY ENGINES 
Motion made (Mr. Lackey) respecting destruction caused by, and by leave withdrawn, 280. 
Goons CHARGES 
Motion made (Mi-. Go:nbs) for re-classification of existing charges for colvveyance of goods, and 
negatived, 305. 

CERTAIN APPOINTMENTS ON . - 
Amendment moved (.21/i-. Garrett) respecting, on motion for resumption of Committee of WaD 
and Means, and negatived, 113. 
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RAILWAYS (continued) 
TIME-TABLE :- 
Motion made (life. Teece) in favour of night passenger trains, and House counted out,332. 

SPECIAL TRAINS :- 
Motion made (Mr. Hos/cins) respecting granting of, and House counted out, 536. 

TRIAL SURVEYS 
-Motion made (111s-. 1Velcon) for instructions to Engineer-in.Chief having reference to, and thc 

3 737 
RANDWICK TOLL-GATE REMOVAL BILL :-- 

Received from Council and read 1°, 507; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 518, 531. 

reservation of land for, 548; Return to Order laid on Table, 566 .................................... 

RAPHAEL, JOSEPH GEORGE, ESQ. 
Leave of Absence granted to. 14. 

RAYMOND TERRACE BENCH OF MAGISTRATES (See "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.") 
REAL PROPERTY ACT:— 

5 1027 
RECLAMATION OF BLACKWATTLE BAY :- 

Motion made (Mr. Lucas) for Committee of the Whole for Address to Governor, to place sum 

Returns under, for 1872, laid on Table, 21 ......................................................................... 

on Supplementary Estimates for, 371 ; Order of the Day postponed, 421, 437, 460, 475, 504. 
507, 531. 

Plan showing proposed reclamation of Swamp, laid on Table, 260. 
RECOMMITTAL :- 
Or BILLS, 40, 298(2), 504. 

RECOGNITION OF PUBLIC SERVICES OF JOHN DUNMORE LANG 
Motion made (Mr. Jo/sn .Roiertson.) for Committee of the Whole to consider prdpriety of bringing 

in Bill, 57 ; House in Committee and Resolution Reported, 69 ; Order of the Day for reception 
of resolution postponed, 85, 116; resolution agreed to, 120; Message No. 21 acknowlcdginp 

2 39 
REDFERN :- 

By-law of Borough of, laid on Table, 228 ........................................................................ 5 49 
REFORMATORY SCHOOLS ACT 

Motion made (111r. Roister) for Return showing number of sentences passed under, 374. 
REFRESHMENT ROOM:— 

receipt of Address, laid on Table, 256 .......................................................................... 

Committce appointed (Sessional Order), 7. 
REGISTRATION OF BRANDS ACT AMENDMENT BILL (See "BRANDS.") 
REGISTRATION OF DOGS (See "DOI3S BILL.") 
REGULATIONS :- 

LAID ON TABLE :- 

2 767 Public Account kept by a Bank or Banks in London, 21 ...................................................... 
Public Schools Act of 1866, 123 .................................................................................... 5 413 
Efficiency Certificates to Volunteers, 343 ........................................................................ 3 75 
MiningBoard, 516....................................................................................................... 4 925 

2 781 
3 817 

Funded Stock Act of 1873, 10 ....................................................................................... 

4 933 
Crown Lands Occupation Act of 1861, and Amendment Act of 1873 (Additional), 10..................
Mineral Licenses, and Mineral Leases under the Mining Act, 558............................................ 
Immigration, 21 ......................................................................................................... 5 663 

5 665,667 Immigration, further amended, 123,153 ......................................................................... 
RELEASE OF PRISONERS (See "PRISONERS.") 
RELIGIOUS AND PUBLIC PURPOSES, RESERVES FOR (See "CROWN LANDS.") 
RELIGIOUS OPINIONS BILL :- 

Motion made (liii. Roister) for leave to bring in, 216 ; presented and read 10,  221 ; motion made 
for 2°  and debate adjourned, 236; motion for 2° negatived, 265. 

REPORT OF MUDGEE BENCH IN LITTLE'S CASE :- 
Motion made (Mr Buchanan) for, 378; Return to Address laid on Table, 409 ........................ 2 329 

REPORTS:— 
LAID ON TABLE :- - 

5 813 
Examiner of Coal Fields and Inspector of Collieries, on Coal and Kerosene Shale Mines, 18 5 799 

2 651 
6 

Assistant Traffic Manager, Great Northern I(ailway, with reference to accommodation at Singleton 

Registrar General, on the Statistical Results of the Census of 1871, 32.................................... 4 429 
4 517 
5 237 
5 255 

Proceedings of the Conference of the Marine Departments of the Australasian Colonies, 109 3 475 

Australian Museum for 1872, 2 ..................................................................................... 

Licensed Surveyor Wilkinson, on the Geology of the Tin-bearing region of New llngithid, 112 4 771 

Auditor General on Public Accounts for 1872, 22 ............................................................. 
Commission on Public Charities, First, 26; Second, 501 ...................................................... 

Commissioner for Roads, on Lake George Road, between Collector and Gundaroo, 137................ 3 531 

Show, 29 ..............................................................................................................651 

Wreck of the "Oscar," 141 .......................................................................................... 3 497. 

Registrar General, on VitLi Statistics (Seventeenth), 52 ....................................................... 

5 1 

Nautical School Ship "Vernon," GO ............................................................................... 
Treatment of Criminal Lunatics, 96 ............................................................................... 

5 577 
Free Public Library, for 1873, 305 .................................................................................. 5 589 
Gold Fields, Northern, for 1873, 371 ............................................................................. 4 727 

4 709 
. 

4 723 

MunicipalConference, 185 .......................................................................................... 

Do. Western, for 1873, 371 ............... .............................................................. 
Do. Southern, for 1873, 371............................................................................... 

Observatory, Sydney, for 1873, 436z.— ............................................................................ ... 953 

University of Sydney, for 1873, 374 ................................................................................ 

n-i 5 221 
...... 5 243 

5 265 

Government Asylus, Expenditure during 1873, 558 ......................................................... 

Certified Denominational Schools, do. do. for 1873, 455 .................... 5 373 

Hospital for the Insane, Gladesvillc, for the year 1873, 417 ........ ................................... 
Public Schools, of the Council of Education, upon the condition of, for 1873, 455 ..................... 

2 651 Public Accounts for 1872, from Auditor General, 22 .......................................................... 
. 

5 945 Professor Smith on specimens of Botany Water, 205 ........................................................... 
Vaccination for 1872, 272................ ... .......................................................................... 5 1001 
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REPORTS (continued) 
Sydney Grammar School for 1873, 305 .......................................................................... 
Engineer-in-Chief for Biarbours and Rivers on Docks generally, 332 ....................................... 
Sewerage and Water Supply for 1873, 332....................................................................... 
Chief Inspector of Stock on Diseases in Europe likely to affect Stock in Australia, 399 ............... 
Inspector Jones on Giendon Brook Provisional School, 464 ................................................ 

SELECT COMMiTTEE 

Australian Jockey Club Bill, 60 ..................................................................................... 
Mercantile Bank of Sydney Bill, 60 .............................................................................. 
Lithgow Valley Colliery Railway Bill, 76 ........................................................................ 
Scott's Leasing Bill, 88 ............................................................................................... 
Cohen's Estate Bill, 129 ............................................................................................ 
Australian Mutual Provident Society's Act Amendment Bill, 137......................................... 
Lee's Partition and Sale Bill, 162 ................................................................................ 
Australian. Joint Stock Bank Act Continuation Bill, 188..................................................... 
Payment of Duty on Tobacco, 205 ................................................................................. 
Bishopthorpe Estate Charge Bill, 213............................................................................. 
Sydney and Suburban Street Tramways Bill, 220 .............................................................. 
Greta Coal and Shade Mining Company's Bill, 248 ........................................................... 
Macquarie.street Roman Catholic School Site Sale Bill, 248 ............................................... 
Parnell's Leasing Bill, 260 ......................................................................................... 
Newtown Omnibus Company's Incorporation Bill, 265 ..................................................... 
Maitland Gas Light Company's Bill, 304 ......... Anvil Creek Coal Mining Company's Incorporatio.............................................................. 

n Bill, 343 ................................................ 
Sydney Mechanics School of Arts Incorporation Bill, 366 ................................................... 
Working of Municipalities, 424 ................................................................................... 
Mineral Lease at Togo, 442........................................................................................... 
The Sydney Museum, 478............................................................................................ 
Administration of the Land Law (Third Progress), 563 ...................................................... 
Wharf Accommodation, Sydney Harbour, 366 ................................................................. 

REPRESENTATION OF THE PEOPLE IN THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY (Sec "ELEC- 
TORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL.") 

REPRESENTATION OF THE COLONY IN LONDON:- 
Motion made (Mr. Parker) for leave to bring in Bill to regulate, 32. 

RESERVE, EAST MAITLAND 
Motion made (Mr. &holey) for accounts of Trustees of; 145 ; Return to Order laid on Table, 

260 ........................................................................................................ 
RESERVE ON BYRON RUN 

Petition from Farmers, Sec., District of Invercll, respecting No. 123, presented,. 358; ordered to 
beprinted, 371 ............................................................................................ 

RESERVES IN THE TOWN OF SYDNEY :- 
Motion made (Mr. Macintosh) for Return showing, made by Governor Darling in 1829, 399. 

RESERVES ON ROAD FROM W.ILLOW-TREE TO NARRABRI :- 
Motion made (Mr. Dan.gar) for Return showing number and extenof, 105; Return to Order laid 

onTable, 137 .................................................................................................. 
RESERVES ON ROAD FROM WOLLOMBI TO WISEMAN'S FERRY :- 

Motion made (Mr. Guieneer) for Return showing number and extent of, 188 ; Return to Order 
laidon Table, 213 ............................................................................................. 

RESERVOIR (See "CAMPBELLTOWN WATER RESERVOIR BILL.") 
RESOLUTIONS :-- 

Faoae COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE:- 
Reported, 11, 15(3) 22 (4), 28, 40, 46, 61, 69 (2),  80, 84, 116, 119, 126, 170, 176, 257, 265, 

289, 298, 322, 327, 429, 460, 488, 509, 527, 531. 
iigreed to, 11, 15 (3),  22(4) 

- 
, 28, 40, 46, 61, 69, 84, 94, 119 (2), 120, 126, 176, 181, 257, 269, 

289, 298, 322, 327, 436, 475, 488, 510, 527. - 
FROM COMMITTEE OF 

Reported, 77, 127, 257, 308, 379, 544. 
Agreed to, 77, 127, 257, 308, 400, 551. 
Motion made (]Jfi-. G. A. Lloyd) for 20  of Resolutions, 393; debate adjourned, 394; debate 

resumed, and amendment for re-committal negatived, 399; s-cad 2°, 400. 
FROM COMMITTEE OF WAYS AND MEANS 

Reported, 109, 123, 127, 258, 308, 400, 551. 
Agreed to, 109, 123, 127, 258, 308, 400, 555. 

RESTORED :- 
Lapsed Orders of Day, 119, 413, 448, 484. 

RETURN OF WRIT :- 
For Mudgee, reported by Speaker, 10. 
For East Macquarie, ditto, 183. 
For The Glebe, ditto, 214. 

RETURNS TO ADDRESSES :- 
AlphabeticalRegister of ................................................................................................ 

RETURNS TO ORDERS 
AlphabeticalRegister of 

................................................................................................ 
RICHMOND RIVER, THE :- 

Petition from residents of; and others, trading to the Port of Ballina, respecting the navigation of, 
presented, 228; ordered to be printed, 232 ..................................................... 

Return showing value of exports from, from 31st March, 1872, to 30th June, 1873, laid on Ta . bl  
. .. 
e, 26 . 0 

RICHMONI) RIVER DISTRICT, CONDITIONAL PURCHASES IN 
Motion made (Mr. Forstes-) for Telegrams, Correspondence, &c., having reference to, 411. 

ROADS (See also "TOLLS ON PUBLIC ROADS") 
ALTERATION or, NEAR MOLONG :- 
Motion made (Mr. ,.T. S. Smith) for Papers and Correspondence relating to, 267; Return to Order, 

laid on Table, 332 ..................................................................................... 
AMOUNT EXPENDED ON WORKS IN THE ELECTORA3'E OF ORANGE 
Return showing, laid on Table, 288, 293 .................................................................... 

THEOUGH THE PROPERTY OF MR. GLEB5ON, AT BRISBANE WATER :- 
Motion made (Mr. Guns ecu) for Correspondence respecting opening of, 497. 

5 603 
3 421 
5 947 
4 955 
5 537 

5 1059 
2 813 
5 775 
4 759 
5 1053 
5 1067 
5 1077 
2 819 
2 855 
5 605 
3 567 
5 781 
5 657 
5 787 
5 1099 
5 1085 
5 793 
5 .1091 
5 85 
4 901 
5 819 
3 891 
3 337 

3 1003 

3 1007 
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509 
995 
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385 
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ROADS (coaitissued) 
Fnoat GUNNING TO QUFANEEYAN vid GUNDAR0O 
Miotion maJe tilEr. Filepatric/c) for Reports and Cirrespen.lcnce having reference to Expenditure 

or proposed Expenditure on, 535. 
FRor FEnNEIOUecT TO NEW ENGLAND 
Motion made (Mr R. B. Sinit/e) for Correspondence, &c., having reference to, 533. 

LAKE GEORGE :- 
Report of Commissioner on, between Collector and Gunclaroo, laid on Table, 137. ..................... 

RESERVES ON ROAD TR011 WILLOW-TREE TO NAiIIIAIJR[ 
Motion made (Mr.Dizsgar) for Return sLowing number and extent of, 105 ; Return to Order, laid 

onTable, 137....................................................................................................... 
FROM THE MANNING RIVER TO NEw ENGLAND :- 
Motion made (Mr. B. B. Smith) for Correspondence, &c., having reference to the opening of, 554. 

RESERVES ON ROAD FROY WOLLOMEI TO WISEMAN'S FERRY :- 
Motion made (Mr. Cieaneen-( for Return showing number and extent of, 1SS ; Return to Order 

laidon Table, 213................................................................................................. 
SUBORDINATE :- 
Schedule of Classification of, and proposed Distribution for 1874, under Department, liuci on 

Table, 332........................................................................................................... 
Under Trustees, do do. 332........................... 

TRUST ACCOUNTS :- 
For half-year ending 31st December, 1872, laid on Table, 10 ................................................. 
For half-year ended 30th June, 1873, laid on Table, 280 ..................................................... 

ROADS BILL :- 
Motion made (Air. Lsicas for Committee of the Whole to consider desir:ibility of bringing in, 

30; Order of the l)ay postponed, 40, 57, 69 House in Committee, and Resolution sgreed 
to, 84; read 1°, 84; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 130, 160, 206, 225, 205, 289, 302., 
355, 460, 475, 504, 518, 530. 

ROBARDS, JOhN, l'ETITION OF:- 
Motion made (Mr. J. S. Smiths) for Committee of the Whole to consider, ordered to be printed, 40 

March, 1873, 271 ; Order of the Day postponed, 290, 354, 44.2, 460; House in Committee, 
and leave obtained to sit again, 460. 

ROBERTS, ROBERT:- 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for Depositions in the case of, 225 ; Return to Address laid on Table, 

243 ................................................................................................................. 
ROSSI, CAPTAIN, GOULBURN RIFLES (See "VOLUNTEERS.") 
RUDDER Mn. E. W. (See "TRIAL BAY.") 
RULES OF COURT:- 

Dated 19th May and 8th July, 1873, laid on Table, 2.......................................................... 
Dated 25th November, 1873, laid on Table, 198................................................................ 
Dated 10th December, 1873, laid on Table, 240................................................................ 

RULING OF SPEAKER (See also "SPEAKER") -52, Cl, 138, 106, 189, 224, 299, 363 (2), 413 
(dissented from), 479, 549, 559. 

RUN APPRAISERS, CIRCULARS TO (See "CIRCULARS.") 

SADLEIR, RIChARD, R.N. :-- 
Petition from, respecting 20th clause of Electoral Act Amendment Bill, presented, 424 ; ordered 

tobe printed, 4.27 . ............................................................................... 
SALE OF COLONIAL WINES REGULATION ACT REPEAL BILL 

Motion made (Mr. Jacob) for leave to bring in, 301 ; presented, and read 1°, 301 ; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 355, 4.61, 475, 504, 518, 531. 

Petition from Winegroivers, District of Time Hunter, against passing of, presented, 469 ; ordered 
tobe printed. 472 ................................................................................................ 

Motion made (Mr. Jiecab) desiring the Government to lay upon the Table a Report of the 
Inspector General of Police, embodying the opinions and experiences of the l'olice in the 
working of, 519. 

SALE OF LTQUORS LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
Motion made (Mr. Sutherland) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 

46 ; Order of the Day postponed, 50 ; House in Committee and Resolution agreed to, 61 
presented and read 1°, 61; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 77, 80, 93, 127, 134, 146; 
discharged. and Bill withdrawn, 156. 

Petition from Bishop and Clergy of Church of England against passing of, presented, 93; ordered 
tobe printed, 97 .................................................................................................. 

Petition from Citizens of Sydney, do., presented, and read by the Clerk, 105 ; ordered to hi 
printed, 108........................................................................................................ 

Petition from 031cc-bearers and Members of No. 1 Grand Division of the Sons of Temperance 
do., presented, 105; ordered to be printed, 103 ......................................................... 

Petition from Inhabitants of Woollalira and Paddington, do., presented, 105; ordered to be 
printed, 103 ...................................................................................................... 

Petition from Inhsbitants of Ncwtown, do., presented, 108 ordered to be printed, 112 .............. 
Petition irons Residents of liom'ouglt of Hill End, do., presented, 116 ; ordered to be printed, 118.. 
Petition from J. Bowie Wilson, as Chairman of Public Meeting of Citizens of Sydney, do. 

'presented, 116 ; ordered to be printed, 118 ............................................................. 
Petition from WTjiliam Rooks, as Chairman of l'ublie Meeting at North Shore, do., presented, 118 

ordered to be printed, 122 ................................................................................... 
Petition from J. P. Suuderl,utd, as Chairman of Lime Congregational Union, do., presented, 126 

ordered to be printed, 130.................................................................................... 
Petition from John Kmnross, Moderator of the Presbyterian Church, do., presented, 133 ; ordered 

tobe printed, 1.3-S ................................................................................................ 
Petition from W. S. Donald, Moderator of the Syno3 of Eastern Australia, do., presented, 137 

ordered to be printed, 112..................................................................................... 
Petition from certain Residents of Camden, do., presented, 141 ; ordered to be printed, 145......... 
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SALE OF LIQUORS LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2) :— 
Motion made (Mr. Burns) for Committee of the Whole to consider expediency of bringing in, 108 
House in Committee and Resolution agreed to, 119. 

SALE OF LIQUORS LICENSING ACT AMENDMENT BILL (No. 3) 
Motion made (Mr. Parlees) tor Committee of the Whole to consider expediency of bringing in, 23 

SAN FRANCISCO (See "POSTAL.") 
SARGENT, GUNNER:— 

Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Papers in the Court-martial proceedings in the ease of; 359 
Return tQ Order laid on Table, 362.................................................................. 

SAVINGS BANKS (See "FINANCE.") 
SOHOLEY, MR. STEPHEN, CLAIM OF 

Motion made (Mr. Ounneen) for adoption of Report of Select Committee of Session 1872-3, 19. 
Petition from Joseph Eckford, respecting reimbursement for certain losses sustained by Mr 
Scholey presented, 52; ordered to be printed, 57........................................................ 

SCHOOL OF INDUSTRY, NEW:— 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for resumption by Government of land adjoining, at Darlinghurst. 
and negatived, 43. 

SCHOOLS (See "EDUCATION"; also "ORPHAN"; also "INDUSTRIAL") 
SCOTT'S LEASING BILL:- 

59th Standing Order suspended, to permit of introduction of Bill, 52 (noqflcaeions in newspapers not 
published consecutively), Petition for leave to bring in presented (Mr. Burns), 56; Jeave given 
to bring in, 61 ; presented and read 1°, 61 ; referred to Select Committee, 64; Report brought - up, 88; read 2°, committed, reported with amendments, and Report adopted, 105; read 3' 
and sent to. Council, 108; returned by Council with amendments, 153; Order of the Day 
for consideration in Committee of the Whole of amendments postponed, 160, 163; House 
in Committee and amendments agreed to, 176; assent reported, 198 ............................... 

SEAL ROCK LIGHT HOUSE :— 

Petition to the Secretary for Public Works respecting, laid on Table, 326 
SEATS 

Declared Vacant, East Macquarie, 131; The Glebe, 193 ; East Sydney, 566. 
SEATS IN THE CHAMBER (See also "CROSS BENCHES.") 

Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for restoration of, to original state, 43. 
SEIZURE (See "CUSTOMS.") 
SELECT (See "COMMITTEES.") 
SENTENCES PASSED UNDER THE ACT 30 VIC. No. 4:— - 

Motion made (Mr. .Forsler) for Return showing, 374. 
SERGEANT-AT-ARMS 

Speaker reports receipt of Commission appointing Laurence Joseph Harnett, Esquire, 1. 
Speaker Administers Oaths of Allegiance and of Office, 1. - 

SERGEANT-AT_ARMS, THE LATE (See "FINCH, MRS.") 
SESSIONAL ORDERS 

Entry of Questions and Answers on Votes, 7. 
Vote of Chairman of Select Committee on Private Bills, 7. 
Library Committee (appointed by ballot), 7. 
Standing Orders Committee, 7. 
Refreshment Room Committee, 7. 
Business Days and Hour of Meeting, 6. 
Days for precedence of Government Business, 6. 
- Days for precedence of General Business, and relative precedence of Orders, 6. 
Formal motions and Orders of the Day, 6. 
Resumption of Committee of Supply, 6. 
Do. do. Ways and Means, 6. 

Transmission of Messages between the two Houses, 6. 
Balloting for Select Committees, '. 
Additional Sitting Day appointed, 413. 
Precedence of Government Business on Tuesday, 555. 

SEWERAGE AND WATER SUPPLY :— 
Seventeenth Annual Report from Sydney Municipal Council, being for 1873, laid on Table, 332... 

SHELLHARBOUR 

By-laws of Borough of, laid on Table, 2, 109 .................................................................. 
SHEPHERD, ISAAC (See "FIELD OF MARS COMMON.") 
SHOALHAVEN 

Motion made (Mr. Warden) for correspondence, &cu, respecting inquiry held by Mr. A. 0. 
Moriarty into incorporation of, 40; Return to Order laid on Table, 97 . ........................... SHONE, MR. 

Correspondence on charges preferred by, against Gaoler, Port Macquarie, laid on Table, 409 
SILVER, COINAGE OF, AT MELBOURNE BRANCH MINT 

Circular Despatch respecting, laid on Table, 322 ............................................................... 
SINGAPORE (See "TELEGRAPHIC CABLE COMMUNICATION") 
SINGLE, TOSEPH, JISQ. 

Leave of absence granted to, 148. 
SINGLETON SHOW, RAILWAY ACCOMMODATION AT :— 

Report of Assistant Traffic Manager, Great Northern Railway, laid on Table, 29 ..................... 
SITE FOR TEMPERANCE HALL, MUDGEE 

Petition from "Hope of Mudgee" Division of Sons of Temperance, respecting cancellation of, 
presented, 144; ordered to be printed, 148 ................................ ...... .................... SMALL DEBTS COURTS, BAILIFFS AT :— 

Correspondence respecting, at Gosford, Rylstone, and Wollongong, laid on Table, 201 .............. 
SMITH, JOHN SAMUEL, ESQ. 

Leave of absence granted to, 42. 
SMITH, PROFESSOR:— 

Report from, on specimens of Botany water, laid on Table, 205............................................. 
SOLICITOR GENERAL (See "ADMINISTRATION OF GOVERNMENT"; also "ADMINIS-

TRATION OF JUSTICE.") 
SOUTH AUSTRALIA (See "CUSTOMS.") 
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SOW AND PIGS SHOAL, CHANNELS NEAR 
Further Return to Order (Session 1872-3) laid on Table, 527................................................ 

SPALDING (See "UNDERWOOD'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.") 
SPEAKER :- 

Speech of Governor on Opening of the Session read by, 2. 
Reports presentation to Governor of Assembly's reply to Opening Speech, and Governor's answer, 5. 
Informs House that Clerk has been summoned, 42. 
Presents Bills to Governor for Royal Assent in Council Chamber, 566. 
Lays on Table Warrant appointing Committee of Elections and Qualifications, 10. 
Reports maturity of ditto, 26. 
Reports receipt of Deputy Speaker's Commission to administer the Oath, 19. 
Reports resignation of Member, 1, 131, 566. 
Reports issue and return of Writ for East Letacquarie, 183. 
Gives Casting Vote, 527. 
Resumes Chair, no Report from Committee, 460. 
Lays on Table Auditor General's Report on Public Accounts for 1872, 22 ............................... 2  651 
Lays on Table Minute of Governor and Executive Council respecting Treasury Balances, 10 2 783 
Reports receipt of Commission, and administers Oaths of Allegiance and of Office to Laurence 
Joseph Harnett, Esquire, Serjeant.at-Arms, 1. 

Reports seat vacated during recess and issue of new Writ (Mudgee), 1; reports return of Writ, 10. 
Reads letter from Sir James Martin, informing of his acceptance of office of Chief Justice, 131. 
Reports issue and return of Writ for The Glebe, certifying to the return of George Wigram Allen,1  
Esq., 214. 

Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) as to right of, to alter Question on Notice Paper, and negatived, 
371 (Question of Privilege.) 

RULINGS OP :- 
Calls attention to certain clauses of the Gold Fields Bill which contravened the 54th clause of the 
Constitution Act, 52. 

Ocean Mail Communication-motion involving an expenditure of money, should originate in 
Committee of the Whole, 61. 

Item in Committee of Supply having been postponed, Committee cannot discuss or deal with any 
previous item, 138. 

Administration of Government--Motion involving the creation of a new Department, the action 
of a preliminary Committee necessary, 166. 

Triennial Parliament-s Bill-As to competency of Committee of the Whole to introduce new clause 
to limit duration of present I'arliament, and to amend the title accordingly, 189. 

Rules Walker and Carlow Streets Enclosure Bill, a Private Bill, 224. 
As to right of Member to continue to address Committee after returning to the Chamber when a 
quorum has been formed, and another Member addressing the Committee, 299. 

As to relevancy of amendment proposing to proceed with the consideration of an Estimate, on the 
motion, "That Lieutenant Colonel Richardson be examined at the Bar," 363. 

As to entertaining amendment proposing to examine witnesses on the motion, " That the Com- 
mittee proceed to the consideration of the estimate," 363. 

Draws attention to practice, and proper mode and time of presenting Appropriation Bill for 
Royal assent, 405. 

As to proposed amendment on the motion that Monday be a sitting day being admissible without 
not-ice being given, 413 ; dissented from, 413. 

Calls attention to Public Railways Land Resumption Bill (a money Bill from the Council) as 
being irregularly before the House, 479. 

Draws attention to Council introducing money clause into amendments in the Electoral Act 
Amendment Bill, 549. 

Sustains Chairman's opinion that amendments made by Council in the Electoral Act Amendment 
Bill ought not to be accepted, 559. 

SPECIAL (See "ADJOURNMENT.") 
SPECIAL TRAINS :- 

Motion made (Mr. Hosicins) respecting granting of, and House counted out, 536. 
SPECIFIC DUTIES :- 

Resolution agreed to repealing duty on certain, 123. 
SPEECH: - 

Of Governor on Opening the Session, 2; Address in reply brought up, 3; amendment proposed 
and negatived, 4; adopted, 4; presented, and reply reported, 5. 

Of Governor on Prorogation of Parliament, 566. 
STANDING ORDERS :- 

COMMITTEE 
Appointed (Sessional Order), 7. 

SUSPENSION OF :- - 
In reference to Scott's Leasing Bill, 52. 

Do. Consolidated Revenue Fund Bill, 137. 
Do. do. (No. 2), 257. 
Do. do. (No. 3), 308. - 
Do. Maitland Gas Light Company's Bill, 284. 
Do. Appropriation Bill, 374. 
Do. Loan Bill, 555. 

ST. ANDREW'S COLLEGE 
5 587 

ST. PAUL'S COLLEGE :- 
By.laws of, laid on Table, 109 ....................................................................................... 

5  -583 By.laws of, laid on Table, 260 ........................................................................................ 
STAPLES, THE CASE OF RICHARD :- 

Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) for Depositions in, 319; Return to Address laid on Table, 326... 2 295 
STATEMENTS OF THE PUBLIC DEBT:- 

Laidon Table, SO ....................................................................................................... 2  769 
STATISTICAL REGISTER FOR 1872 

4 141 
STATISTICS 

Laidon Table, 36 ....................................................................................................... 

Report of Registrar General on the Statistical Results of the Census of 1871, laid on Table, 32 ... 4 429 
Blue Book for 1873, laid on Table, 374 ............................................................................ 4  

STATISTICS OF LUNATIC ASYLT7MS :- 
For 1878, laid on Table, 48 ........................................................................................ 5 261 
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STATISTICS, VITAL 
Report of the Registrar General on (Seventeenth), laid on Table, 52 .................................... 

STATUTES (See "PUBLIC STAT tITES.") 
STEAM POSTAL SERVICE (See "POSTAL.") 
STEERE, WILLIA1VI JAMES :- 

Return to Order (Session 1872-3) laid on Table, 29............................................................ 
STOCK (See "LIVE STOCK.") 
STOCK SALE YARDS BILL :- 

Motion made (All. Dangar) for leave to bring in, 488; presented and read 10,  488; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 518, 530. 

STRANGERS, EXCLUSION OF FROM THE HOUSE 
Motion made (Mr. Buchanan) respecting, 118; amendment moved to r.efer subject to Standing 

Orders Committee, and negatived, 118; original question negatived, 118. 
STRATFORD, MR. H. F. 

Charges of neglect against, laid on Table, 188................................................................... 
Motion made (Mr. Bawdem) for charges and complaints made against, 240 ; Return to Order (in 

part) laid on Table, 374 ...................................................................................... 
SUBORDINATE ROADS (See "ROADS.") 
SUEZ (See "POSTAL.") 
SUNDAY TRADING BY BUTCHERS :- 

Petition from Master Butchers of Sydney against, presented, 297 ; ordered to be printed, 305 
Petition from Journeymen Butchers of Sydney do., presented, 297; ordered to be printed, 305.. 
Petition from Clergymen and Citizens of'Sydney do., presented, 297; ordered to be printed, 305... 

SUNDAY TRAFFIC IN INTOXICA.TING LIQUORS :- 
Petition from Inhabitants of Newtown, praying for restriction of, presented, 108; ordered to be 

printed,  112......................................................................................................... 
Petition from William Tunks, as Chairman of Public Meeting, North Shore, do., presented, 118; 

orderedto be printed, 122....................................................................................... 
Petition from John Kinross, Moderator of the Presbyterian Church, do., presented, 133; ordered to 

beprinted, 137 .................................................................................................. 
Petition from W. S. Donald, Moderator of the Synod of Eastern Australia, do., presented, 137; 

ordered to be printed, 142 ................................................................................... 
Petition from certain residents of Camden, do., presented, 141 ; ordered to be printed, 145 ...... 
Petition from Rev. William Kelynack and others, do., presented, 170; ordered to be printed, 176 
Petition from Citizens of Sydney and Suburbs, do., presented, 518; ordered to be printed, 526,.. 

SUPERANNUATION ACT REPEAL BILL (Session 1872-3) 
Assent reported, 2. 

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES (See "ESTIMATES.") 
SUPPLY (See also "ESTIMATES"; also "FINANCE"; also "RESOLUTIONS") 

Days for Committee of, appointed (Sessional Order), 6. 
Motion made (Mr. G. A. Lloyd) for House to go into Committee of, 77. 
Proposed amendment on motion for going into Committee of, withdrawn, 323, 351. 
House in Committee of, 77. 127, 128, 138, 139, 257, 299, 308, 313, 323, 327, 337, 339, 348, 351, 

362, 366, 375, 379, 527, 544. 
No quorum in Committee of, reported, 351'), 363. 
Resolutions reported, 77, 127, 257, 308, 379, 544. 
Resolutions agreed to, 77, 127, 257, 308, 400, 551. 
Chairman reports point of order arising in Committee of, 138, 299, 362, 363. 
Speaker takes Chair to decide point of order arising in Committee of, 138, 299, 363(2). 
Disorderly words used in Committee of, reported, 363. 
Messa.ges respecting Vote of Credit referred to, 256, 308 ..................................................... 
Order of the Day discharged, 563. 
Petition from Members of Permanent Artillery Force referred to Committee of, 336 .................. 
Amendments moved on motion for going into Committee of (Witnesses at the Bar), 336, 337. 
Contingent motion (Mr. .For.eter) on going into Committee of dropped, 362. 
Amendment moved (Mr. .Forster) on motion for going into Committee of (case of Pembroke and 

Orridge, Yass Post Office), 366. 
Contingent motion moved (Mr. John Robertson.) on motion for going into Committee of, and no 

Tellers for the Noes, 375. 
Amendment moved (Mr. Combes) on motion for going into Committee of (Proposed Release of 

Prisoners) 513; debate resumed and adjourned, 516, 522; resumed, 527 ; numbers equal on 
division, and Speaker gave casting vote with the ayes, 527. 

SUPREME COURT 
Rules of, laid on Table, 2, 198, 240 ................................................................................. 

SURVEY OFFICE, WESTERN DISTRICT 
Motion made (Mr. Gombes) for Correspondence, &c., respecting removal of, from Bathurat to 

Orange, 305; Return to Order laid on Table, 366 ...................................................... 
SURVEY OF LANDS, APPLICATIONS FOR (See "CROWN LANDS.") 
SURVEYORS, CIRCTJLARS TO (See "CIRCULARS.") 
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS (See "STANDING ORDERS.") 
SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL 

Petition praying for leave to bring in presented (Mr. Thosnas Rotertson), 133 ; leave given, 156; 
presented and read 10,  156; referred to Select Committee, 160 ; Report brought up, 220 
Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 236; motion made for 2°, and debate adjourned, 265; 
resumed and adjourned, 289; resumption of adjourned, debate postponed, 355, 444; motion 
made for resumption of debate, and Counsel heard at the Bar against the Bill, 474; Order 
of the Day postponed, 474, 504; debate resumed and adjourned, 518; Order of the Day 
postponed, 530 ................................................................................................. 

Petition against, from certsin Citizens of Sydney, presented, 289 ; ordered to be printed, 291.... 
Do. do. Residents of Paddington, Waverley, and Woollahra, presented, 
313 ; ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Bill, 315...... 

Do. from Chairman and Directors of the Newtown Omnibus Compan's Bill, present y ed, 
316; ordered to be printed, 319 ............................................................................. 

Do. from the Shareholders in the Woollahra and Waverley United Omnibus Corn. 
pany, presented and read by Clerk, 316; ordered to be printed, 319................................. 

517 

833 

869 

873 

991 
993 
989 

689 

693 

694 

691 
692 
695 
697 

577,579 

41, 47, 49 

.879 

567 
551 

553 

000 

657 



lii INDEX. 

VOTES AND PRoCEEDINGs (nurajunsces vo)—voa. 1.—SESSION 1873-4. 1 1,ArEns. 

VOL. PAGE. 

3 559 

3 563 

3 565 

3 . 561 

SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL (continued) 
Petition against, from Freeholders, George-st.reet, presented and read by Clerk, 344; ordered to 
beprinted, 347 ................................................................................................... 

Petition in favour of, from Messrs. Larsen, Young, and Kiss, presented, 280. 
Do. from Messrs. Larsen, Young, Kiss, and Woods, presented, 304. 
Do. from Municipal Council of Waverley, presented, 343; ordered to be printed, 
347 ....................................................................................................... 
Do. from Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of Sydney, presented, 343; ordered to 
beprinted. 347 ................................................................................................... 

Petition from Freeholdcrs, George-street, praying to be heard by Counsel at the Bar of the House 
in support of the above Petition, presented, 350; ordered to be printed, 354; prayer of 
Petition granted, 356; Counsel ]seard, 474 ............................................................... 

SYDNEY CORPORATION ACT A1ENDhENT BILL:— 
Motion made (Mr. Raphael) for leave to bring in, 64; presented and read 1°, 65; Order of the. 
Day for 2° postponed, 85, 116, 146, 160, 176, 189, 206; read 2° and committed, 236; Order 
of the Day for further consideration postponed, 252, 269, 290, 341, 354; further considered 
in Committee, no quorum reported, and House counted out, 407; Order of the Day restored, 
413; further considered in Committee, no quorum reported, and House counted out, 415; 
restored, 448; further considered in Committee and no quorum reported, 460; reported with 
amendments, 460; motion made for adoption of report, and amendment for re-committal 
negatived, 466; Report adopted, 467; motion made for 5°, 475; amendment moved for re-
committal of Bill, and loOse counted out, 475; motion made to restore Order of the Day 
and no quorum on division, 482; restored, 507; read 3' and sent to Council, 518. 

Petition from James Murphy in favour of the passing of, presented, 256; ordered to be printed, 260 
SYDNEY GRAMMAR SCHOOL :- 

Report for 1873, laid on Table, 305 ................................................................................. 
SYDNEY INFIRMARY:— 

Report of Commision on Public Charities, laid on Table, 26 ................................................ 
SYDNEY MECHANICS SCHOOL OF ARTS INCORPORATION BILL:— 

Petition praying for leave to bring in, presented (Mr. Buries), 343; leave given, 347; presented 
and read 1°, 348; referred to Select Committee, 350; Report brought up, 366 ; read 2°, 
committed, reported with an amendment, and Report adopted, 421 ; read 3° and sent to 
Council, 424; returned without amendment, 440; assent reported, 446 ............................ 

SYDNEY, RESERVES IN THE TOWN OF:— 
Motion made (Mr. Maeisstosh) for Return of, made by Governor Darling in 1829, 399. 

SYDNEY UNITED OMNIBUS COMPANY'S TRAMWAYS BILL 
Petition presented (Mr. Lucas), praying for leave to bring in, 144; leave given, 148; read 1°, 
143 ; referred to Select Committee (appointed by ballot), 152. 
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TABLES OF PUBLIC STATUTES 
Motion made (Mr. 0' Conner) for Correspondence in reference to compilation of, 305; Return to 
Orderlaid on Table, 339 ....................................................................................... 

TAMWORTH (See "RAILWAYS.") 
TARIFF, THE 

Return showing the Customs Duties paid in anticipation of a change of, laid on Table, 119 ..... 
Petition from Timber and Galvanized Iron Merchants respecting duty on Timber and Iron, pre-
sented, 108; ordered to be printed, 112 ..................................................................... 

TEBBTJTT, MR. HENRY, J.P. (Se also "ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE") :- 
Motion made (Mr. Buclscsnan) for Petitions, Papers, and Correspondence bearing upon charges 
of corruption made against, 228; Return to Address laid on Table, 274........................... 

TELEGRAPH AND POST OFFICE, BTJRROWA 
Motion made (Mr. Hosicins) for Correspondence respecting site of, 466. 

TELEGRAPHIC CABLE COMMUNICATION 
Papers relative to conditions for construction of, between New South Wales, New Zealand, Queens 
land, and Singapore, laid on Table, 362 ..................................................................... 

Message No. 44 from Governor recommending agreement for, 496.......................................... 
Motion made (Mr. Peerless) for Committee of the Whole, to consider Resolutions respecting, 497 
House in Committee, and progress reported, 509; House again in Committee, and Resolutions 
reported, 509; agreed to, 510; Message to Council, 510; Message from Council concurring, 527. 

TELLERS 
Absence of, in Division, 30, 84, 118, 119, 156, 308, 355, 366, 372, 375, 434, 437, 492. 

TEMPERANCE HALL, MUDGEE: - 
Petition from "Hope of Mudgee" Division of Sons of Temperance respecting cancellation of 
site for, presented, 144; ordered to be printed, 148..................................................... 

TENDERS FOR MAIL SERVICE vid SAN FRANCISCO 
Laidon Table, 64 ...................................................................................................... 

TENTERFIELD 
By-laws of Municipality of, laid on Table, 185................................................................. 

THE BOGAN:— 
Petition from Electors, &c., of Forbes, respecting sub-division of Electorate of, presented, 32; 
orderedto be printed, 37 ....................................................................................... 

Petition from Mayor and Aldermen, Municipal Council of Forbes, praying for division of Electo 
rate of, presented, 52 ; ordered to be printed, 57 ......................................................... 

Petition from Electors of Bushman's Lead and Cnrrajong, respecting Division of Electorate of, pre- 
sented, 88; ordered to be printed, 93....................................................................... 

THE CLARENCE (See "RAILWAYS.") 
THE GLEBE 

Seat of George Wigram Allen, Eeq., as Member for, declared vacant by reason of his acpeptanee of, 
the Office of Minister of Justice and Public Instruction, 193; Speaker reports issue and seturn of 
Writ, and election of George Wigram Allen, Esq., 214; swoTn1  214 return amended from 
Allan to Allen, 214. 
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THE HASTING-S :- 
I'etition from Electors, Port Macquarie, praying for a sub-division of, presented, 136; ordered to be 

2 377 
Petition' from Electors, praying that the Manning River District may be a separate Electorate, 
printed, 149......................................................................................................... 

presented, 460; ordered to be printed, 460 ................................................................ 2 369 
THE PATERSON 

Motion made. (Mr. Burns) for Correspondence in reference to the conflicting claims of Messrs. 
Macnamara and liolden to Conditional Purchases in District of, 518. 

TIME-TABLE (See "POSTAL"; also "RAILWAYS.") 
TIN-BEARING REGION OF NEW ENGLAND :- 

Report of Mr. Licensed Surveyor Wilkinson on, laid on Table, 112 ........................................ 4 771 
TOBACCO:— - 

Return showing names of persons who paid Customs Duty on, from 29th August to 17th October. 
2 853 

TOBACCO DUTY, PAYMENT OF:— 
1873, laid on Table, 00 ........................................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. John Robertson) for Select Committee to inquire into, and the publication ol 
- the Customs Returns in reference to, appointed by ballot, 119; papers and recorded questions 

2 855 referred to Committee, 137; Report brought up, 205 .................................................... 
TOGO, MINERAL LEASE AT :- 

Motion made (Mr. ,To/ns Robertson) for Select Committee to inquire into and report upon the claim 
of Messrs. M'Grath, Larmer, and Bennison to, 57; petition and papers, Session 1872-3, 

4 901 
Motion made (Mr. John Robertson) for Committee of the Whole to consider of an Address to the 
Governor for sum to be placed on Supplementary Estimates for 1873, to defray expenses 
of Witnesses before Select Committee on, 170; Order of the Day postponed, 177, 207, 225, 
252, 289, 355; motion again made, and House counted out, 444; Order of the Day restored, 
507; House in Committee, and resolution reported, 531. 

TOLLS AT PENRITH BRIDGE :- 
Motion made (Mr. Single) for abolition of, and negatived, 280. 

TOLLS ON PUBLIC ROADS :- - 

Motion made (Mr. Nelson) for abolition of, near the entrance to Towns, and negatived, 420. 
TOLLS ON PUBLIC ROADS ABOLITION BILL:- 

Motion made (Mr. Nelson) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 19; 
House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 28; presented and read 1°, 28; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 08, 101, 116, 140; motion made for 2°  and negatived, 189; Order of 
the Day discharged and Bill withdrawn, 189. 

TOLLS ON THE GREAT WESTERN ROAD 
Petit.ion from Carriers on Great Western Road complaining of; presented, 194.; ordered to be 

3 549 

"Mineral Selection at Togo," referred to Committee, 06; Report brought up, 442 ............... 

TOM, W. AND J: (See "GOLD.") 
TOWNS POLICE ACT:— 

Return showing Towns to which the Act has been extended, laid on Table, 374 ......................... 2 949 
TRAMWAYS BILL (See "SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL"; also 

"SYDNEY UNITED OMNIBUS COMPANY'S TRAMWAYS BILL.") 
TRANSMISSION OF MESSAGES :- 

Between the two Houses, Sessional Order in reference to, 6. 
TRAVELLING EXPENSES OF MINISTERS AND JUDGES :- 

printed, 109.......................................................................................................... 

Motion made (.2I1r. .Forstcr) for Return of, and other Public Officers, since the year 1872, and 
amended, 433. 

TRAVELLING EXPENSES OF THE COLONIAL SECRETARY 
Motion made (Mr. J. S. Smith) for Return showing, since 14th May, 1872, and House counted 
out, 320. 

TREASURY BALANCES:— 
Minutes of Governor and Executive Council as to application of, laid on Table by Speaker, 10 ... 2 783 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT :- 
Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Return showing particulars of Appointments in, 336; Return to 
Order laid on Table, 339 ........................................................................................ 2 419 

TREATMENT OF CRIMINAL LUNATICS :- 
5 255 

TRIAL BAY AS A HARBOUR OF REFUGE 
3 437 

Repoit on subject of, laid on Table. 96 ............................................................................ 

TRIANGULATION OF THE COLONY, BASE LINE FOR :- 
Petition from Mr. E. W. Rudder, presented, 20; ordered to be printed, 32 ............................ 

Motion made (Mr. Uombes) for Correspondence, Documents, &c., relating to, 339. 
TRIENNIAL PARLIAMENTS BILL:- 

Motion made (Mr. Terry) for leave to bring in, 170; presented and read 1°, 170; read 2° and 
committed, 189; Speaker resumed the Chair and ruled that title could be amended, and pro. 
visions of Bill apply to present Parliament, 189; reported with amendments and an amended 
title, and Report adopted, 189; read 3°  and sent to Council, 200; returned without amend 
sent, 257; assent reported;  278. 

TRUST FUNDS IN COLONIAL GOVERNMENT SECURITIES :- 
2 777 

TUESDAY'S BUSINESS :- 
Correspondence respecting, laid on Table, 21.....................................................................

Amendment moved (Mr. OcrA-es) on the motion that Monday be a sitting day, and that Govern- 
ment Business take precedence,—that "Government Business take precedence of General 
Business on Tuesdays," and negatived; Speaker ruled that amendment was admissible, and 
ruling dissented from, 413. 

Motion made (Mr. Parkes) for precedence of Government Business on Tuesday, 555. 
TURNER'S AND SHARP'S LAND SELECTIONS :- 

Motion made Mr. Lucas) for Applications, Minutes, Reports, Ac., having reference to, 42; Return - 

4 785 to Order laid on Table, 201 ..................................................................................... 
TWADDELL, PETITION OF JAMES 

Motion made (Mr. Garrett) for Committee of the Whole, to consider the recommendations of the 
Report of the Select Committee brought up on the 17th March, 1873, 28 ; Order of the Day 
postponed, 46; House in Committee, and Resolution reported, 116; agreed to, 119. 

Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for documents connected with arbitration, 399; Return to Order 
laidon Table, 420 ................................................................................................. 4 739 
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UNDERWOOD (See "UNDERWOOD'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL.") 
UNDERWOOD'S ESTATE ACT AMENDMENT BILL 

Received from Council and read 1°, 346; Order of the Day for 2° postponed, 421; motion mad 
for postponement of Order of the Day, and House counted out, 437; Order of the Day posi 
poned, 461 : read 2° time, committed, reported with amendments, and Report adopted, 493 
read 3°  and returned with amendments, 500; amendments agreed to, 512; assent reportec 
535. 

Petition from E. G. Underwood, in favour of, presented, 374; ordered to be printed, 378 ........ 
Petition from Pauline Nowlan, Florence Underwood, Herbert Underwood, Claude Underwooc 
and Richard Underwood, do., presented, 365; ordered to be printed, 378 ....................... 

Petition from George Underwood Grimes, George Edward Underwood Grimes, and Jamc 
Chambers Percy Grimes, do., 365; ordered to be printed, 378 ...................................... 

Petition from Warner Wright Spalding, and Clara Elizabeth Spalding, do., 365; ordered to b 
printed, 378 .................................................................................................... 

Petition from Joseplia Mary Proberta Underwood, do., 365; ordered to be printed, 378............ 
Petition from George Fullerton, M.D., do., presented, 466; ordered to be printed, 470 .......... 
Petition from John Piper Mackenzie, and William Henry Mackenzie, Senr., do., presented, 482 
orderedto be printed, 482...................................................................................... 

Petition from John Fraser, Esquire, do., presented, 484; ordered to be printed, 484................. 
Petition from Thomas Underwood and others, against, presented, 371 ; rodered to be printed, 37J 
Petition from William Underwood, Powell Cecil Underwood, and Robert John King, do 
presented, 460; ordered to be printed, 464 .............................................................. 

UNION BRIDGE OVER THE RIVER MURRAY 
Petition from Mayor and Aldermen of Albury, complaining of the collection of Tolls on, pr€ 
sented, 415; ordered to be printed, 420.................................................................... 

UNIVERSITY:— 
By-laws of, laid on Table, 503 ...................................................................................... 
Report of Seiiate of, for 1873, laid on Table, 374 .............................................................. 

USHER OF BLACK ROD 
Delivers Message from Governor, 1, 566. 

UNLAWFUL PROMISES BILL :- 
Motion made (Mr. Stewart) for leave to bring in, 28; presented and read 1°, 28; Order of tb 
Day for 2° postponed, 52; motion made for 2°, and no Tellers for the Ayes, 84. 

977 

973 

071 

969 
975 
979 

981 
983 
965 

067 

643 

581 
577 

V 

VACANT SEAT:— 
Electorate of Mudgee (vacated during recess) reported by Speaker, 1. 
Declared, East Macquarie, 131. 
Do. The Glelie, 193. 
Do. East Sydney, 566. 

VACCINATION :- 
Report on for 1872, laid on Table, 272 ........................................................................... 

"VERNON" NAUTICAL SCHOOL-SHIP:— 
Report on, for Year ended 30th June, 1873, laid on Table, 60................................................ 

VICTORIA (See "POSTAL"; also "CUSTOMS.") 
VITAL STATISTICS :- 

Report of Registrar General on, (Seventeenth) laid on Table, 52.......................................... 
VOLUNTEER FORCE REG-IJLATION ACT AMENDMENT BILL 

Motion made (Mr. Parlce,n for leave to bring in, 228. 
VOLUNTEER LAND ORDERS.— 

Return to Order (Session 1872-3) laid on Table, 1 ..................................................... . ...... I 
Return showing number of issued since 1st January, 1873, laid on Table, 42 ........................... 

VOLUNTEERS :- 
GUNNER WILLIAMSON :- 

Return to Address (Session 1872-3), laid on Table, 14 ......................................................I 
JAMES BROMLEY BAMFORD :- 

Petition from, relative to his dismissal from the Service, presented, 64 ; ordered to be printed, 74) 
Motion made (Mr. Tanks) for Correspondence, &c., having reference to dismissal of, from Artillery 
Force, 172; Return to Address laid on Table, 228 ....................................................... 

GENERAL FUNDS OF CoRPs 

Statement showing amount of, laid, on Table, 228 ............................................................ 
His EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR, AS COMMANDER-IN-CHIRP OP 
Opinion of Sir William Manning, Attorney General, laid on Table, 243.................................. 

GOULBURN VOLUNTEER RIFLE CORPS :- 
Motion made (Mr. Teece) for adoption of Report of Session 1872-3, and amendment negatived, 73; 
motion made (Mr. Teece) for Address to Governor, transmitting copy of Report of Select Com-
mittee on, and Resolution of House adopting the Report, 170; Message No. 17, respecting 
case of Captain Rossi, in connection with, laid on Table and ordered to be taken into con 
sideration in Committee of the Whole, 220 ; Papers containing the decision of the Govern 
ment in the case of Captain Rossi, laid on Table, and read by Clerk, 221; motion made 
(Mr. Parlce.c) "That the documents be printed" ; amendment moved and debate adjourned, 
221; Order of the Day postponed, 225 ; debate continued, and proposed amendments 
negatived, 229; original question put and passed, 229 ; House in Committee for con-
sideration of Message No. 17, 233; Speaker resumed the Chair; disorderly words used by 
Member in Committee, reported, 233; Committee resumed, 233 ; Speaker resumed the Chair,, 
and progress reported, 233 ................................................................................... 

Motion made (Mr. Parkes) for rescission of resolution, adopting Report of Select Committee of 
14th October, 1873, and debate adjourned, 244; debate resumed, 248; motion for postpouing 
Order of the Day negatived, 248; proposed amendment on original question negatived, 249; 
original question put and passed, 249. I 
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77 
79 

85 

125 

93 

71 

69 

129, 131 
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VOLUNTEERS (coeetievued) 
Finding of the Court of Inquiry appointed to investigate the case of Captain Rossi, laid on Table, 

289 .................................................................................................................. 
Mm WILLIAM DEANE :- 
Petition from, respecting his dismissal as Captain Commanding No. 2 Battery Volunteer Artillery, 

presented, 329; ordered to be printed, 339 .............................................................. 
EFFICIENCY CERTIFICATES 
Regulation respecting issue of, laid on Table, 343............................................................... 

LANCE Coaroa LEEs 
Motion made (Mr. Driver) for Charges, Reports, &c., respecting imprisonment and suspension of 

374. 
STATEMENT OF .Moys EXPENDED UNDER ACT :- 
During the year 1873, laid on Table, 378 ........................................................................ 

REGuLATIoNS :- 
Motion made (Mr. Forster) for Committee of the Whole to consider answer of Colonial Secretary 

relative to, 507; Order of the Day postponed, 518, 531. 
VOTE 

Of Chairman of Select Committee on Privat Bill (Sessional Order), 7. 
Casting, of Speaker, 527. 

VOTE OF CREDIT 
Message No. 22, for January, 1874, laid on Table, 256....................................................... 

Do. 29, February, 1874, do. 308....................................................... 

w 

WAGGA WAGGA (See "RAILWAYS"; also "CUSTOMS.") 
WALLALONG AND PhOENIX PARK PUNT (See "PUNT.") 
WALKER AND CARLOW STREETS ENCLOSURE BILL :- 

Leave given (Mr. Tanks) to bring.in, 32; presented and reed 1°, 32; read 2°, 52; no quorum oil 
division on motion for consideration of Bill in Committee of the Whole, 53 ; lapsed 
53; motion made for restoration of Order of the Day and by leave withdrawn, 74; motion 
again made for restoration, and no quorum on division, 90; restored, 119 ; House in Com-
mittee, 160; House again in Committee, 173; House resumed and no quorum reported, 173 
House again in Committee, 173 House resumed, no quorum reported, and House counted 
out, 173; motion made for restoration to paper, 224; Speaker ruled that Bill was a Private 
Bill, and ruling sustained on division, 224. 

Petition from certain Inhabitants of St. Leonards, against, and praying to be heard by Counsel at 
the Bar of the House, presented, 73; ordered to be printed, 77....................................... 

WATERLOO 
By-laws of Borough of, laid on Table, 362 ....................................................................... 

WATER FRONTAGES :- 
Motion made (Mr. Macintosh) for Return of, and plan showing alienation of, in Port Jackson, 482. 

WATER SUPPLY (See also "CROWN LANDS") 
Extract from daily record of Water running in Nepeaxi and Cataract Rivers, laid on Table, 137 
Report of Professor.Smith on Water submitted by the Town Clerk for analysis, laid on Table, 205 

WATER SUPPLY AND SEWERAGE BILL (See "METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY AND 
SEWERAGE BILL.") 

WATER SUPPLY REGULATION BILL:-- 
Motion made (Mr. .h'arnell) for Committee of the Whole to consider propriety of bringing in, 216; 

House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 298; presented and read 1°, 306; Order of the 
Day for 2° postponed, 336, 362, 399, 404, 513. 

WATER SUPPLY, SYDNEY AND SUBURBS 
Motion made (Mr. Parices) for Committee of the Whole to consider expediency of bringing in 

Bill to make provision for, 232; House in Committee, and Resolution agreed to, 257. 
WATKINS, WILLIAM:- 

Papers respecting alleged ill treatment of, in Darlinghurst Gaol, laid on Table, 566 .................. 
WAYS AND MEANS :- 

Days for Committee of;  appointed (Sessional Order), 6. 
Motion made (Mr. U. A. Lloyd) for House to go into Committee of, 77 
Estimates of, for 1874, laid on Table (Mr. U. A. Lloyd), 80 ................................................ 
House in Committee of, 80, 93, 97, 109, 113, 123, 127, 257, 308, 400, 551. 
Resolutions reported, 109, 123, 127, 258, 308, 400, 551. 
Resolutions agreed to, 109, 123, 127, 258, 308, 400, 555. 
Amendment moved (Mr. Garrett) on motion for going in Committee of, and negatived, 113. 
Contingent notice moved as an amendment (Mr. Watson) on motion for going into Committee of, 
and by leave withdrawn, 123. 

WESTERN DISTRICT SURVEY OFFICE :- 
Motion made (Mr. Cornice) for Correspondence, &c., respecting removal of, from Bathurst to 

Orange, 305; Return to Order, laid on Table, 366 .................................................. 
WESTERN PEAK DOWNS COPPER MINING COMPANY'S INCORPORATION BILL :-

Received from Council, and read 10, 213; Order of the Day for 20  postponed, 225, 252, 269; 
read 2°, committed, reported without amendment, and Report adopted, 290; read 30, and 
returned to Council, 292; assent reported, 304. 

WEST MAITLAND, COURT HOUSE AND POLICE QUARTERS AT :- 
Correspondence respecting purchase of premises for, laid on Table, 205 ................................. 
Motion made (Mr. John Robertson) disapproving of conduct of Government in the matter of 

the purchase of, and negatived, 281. 
WHARF ACCOMMODATION, SYDNEY HARBOUR :- 

Motion motion (Mr. Parker) for Select Committee to consider question of, 436 ; Proceedings, &c., 
of Committee on same subject, session 1872-3, referred, 446; Report brought up, 566 ........ 

WILKINSON, MR. LICENSED SURVEYOR 
Report of, on the Geology of the Tin-bearing region of New England, laid on Table, 112 ............ 

WILLIAMSON, GUNNER (See "VOLUNTEERS.") 
WINDSOR 

ByLaws of Borough of, laid on Table .......................................................................... 
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73 
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53 
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771 

27 



lvi INDEX. 

VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS (aaraanncas To)—VOL. 1.—sEssion' 1873-4. 1 rACERS. 

VOL. I riGs. 

kul 

WINEOROWEIlS OF THE hUNTER DISTRICT 
Petition from, against the passing of the Sale of Colonial Wines Regulation Act Repeal Bill, 
presented, 469 ; ordered to he printed, 472 ............................................................... 

WITNESSES AT THE BAR OF THE IIOtJSE :- 
Contingent Motion made (JIB. Wearne) and amended, on motion for going into Committee of 
Supply, to examine members of the Permanent Artillery Force, 336, 337. 

WOOLLOOMOOLO( BAY WATER FRONTAGE COMPENSATION BILL :- 
Motion made (Mi•. Rareel1) for leave to bring in, 10; presented and read 1°, 18; read 2°, committed, 

reported with an amendment, and Report adopted, 32; read 3°. and sent to Council, 36; 
returned without amendment, 77 ; assent reported, 93. 

WORDS OF HEAT:— 
Used in debate, 233, 363, 540. 

WORKING OF MUNICIPALITIES 
Motion made (Mr. Macintosh) for Select Committee to inquire into and report on, 28; Report of 
Municipal Conference referred to Committee, 188; Report brought up, 424........................ 

Motion made (Mr. Maci ntosh) for Committee of the Whole to consider Resolutions embodied in 
Report of Select Committee, 482; Order of the Day postponed, 504, 518; debate adjourned, 
531. 

Petition from Municipal Councils of Boroughs referred to Select Committee, 229 .................... 
Return (in part) to Order on Financial position of Municipalities also referred to Committee, 264 
Supplementary Retnmn laid on Table, and also referred to Committee, 409................................. 

WRITS OF ELECTION 
Speaker reports issue of, for Mudgee, 1 ; return of, 10. 
Speaker reports issue and Return of, for East Macquarie, 183. 
Speaker reports issue and Return of, for Time Glebe, 214. 

YASS (See "RAILWAYS.") 
YASS POST OFFICE 

Amendment moved (Mr. Forster) on motion for going into Committee of Supply, for Minutes 
Documents having reference to case of Pembroke and Orridge, tried before Judge Ma 
land, and convicted of opening letters in, 366. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

PERMANENT ARTILLERY FORCE. 
(RETURNS RESPECTING.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 5 March, 1874. 

RETURN showing Rank of Officers of New South Wales Artillery, with the duties performed by each— 
in all four Officers. 

Bank. 

Major (1) Commanding Charge of fortifications, guns, stores in connection therewith, responsible that same are kept in 
proper order, and that the forts are ready for action, that magazines are properly packed, pre. 
cautions used to prevent accident—holds examination of interior of ordnance when necessary, 
keeping records of the same, sees that guns are properly mounted, governs the distribution of stores, 
and submits requisitions when necessary, inspects all outlying forts monthly—Member of the 
Warlike Store Board, and President of Sanitary Board,—avajlable for President or Prosecutor on 
all Courts-Mrlial, or to sit on any Board or Court of Inquiry—submits such suggestions to 
Commandant as he may consider necessary relative to mounting ordnance or other Artillery duty—
has charge of the clothing, discipline, and interior economy of the battery, issues all payments 
through Pay-sergeant twice weekly, drills the battery, and is responsible that the field battery is 
in every respect fit for immediate service—superintends Artillery practices, taking angles of the 
forts, and marking instruments for calculating distances of objects, &c.,—has charge of working parties 
moving or mounting heavy guns. 

Captain (1) Adjutant 
Assists the Commanding Officer, is responsible for drill of recruits and all books and rosters, available 
as President or Prosecutor of Courts-Martial or Boards and Courts of Inquiry, visits fortifications 
monthly, has charge of working parties mounting guns; when week on duty has charge of drills, 
inspects rations, visits guards once by day and once by night, assists in marking instruments. 

Subalterns (2) Have charge of one division of field battery each, have charge of men's messing, submitting the 
accounts weekly to Commanding Officer, inspects kits, bedding, &c., when on duty visits guards 

In the Imperial Service 
once by day and once by night, attends at issue of rations and has charge of drills, visits forilfica. three Subalterns are tioris, and has charge of working parties. 

allowed. 

RETURN of Battery, showing distribution and duties. 

Distribution. 

be 
in 

5. 

. 

B 

Duties. 

Fit for duty ......................... 
On Government House Guard ... 

1 1 
1 1 

1 3 33 
lAvailable for guards, working parties at military stores and 
fortifications, fatigue duties in barracks, general duties . ... 

1 
6 
3 

of Artillery, and attend drills and parades twice daily 
I five days each week; Saturdays cleaning up barracks and 

Q. , fIn hospital 

... 

1 3 
L forts; Sunday, church parade. 

On Regimental Guard ......................

l.In barracks ......... 1 
(Inprison ............ 

.... 

.... 

....................... 
....... 

1 

... ... 
3 Prisoners... 

In barracks ................ 

"1 k 1 

.....  

(Keeping and paying all cash accounts, keeping store accounts 
.-) of all Government property in charge, receiving and 

.................. 

) issuing all clothing and necessaries to men, and keeping 
L all orderly.room books of battery. 

er........................................................... 

4 Attend drills, and efficient as Artillerymen. 
Officers' servants ......................................... 

2 

1 (Details and parades all guards, working or fatigue parties, 

Cooke ........................................................ 

Instructor of drill .................... 
superintencls drill of recruits, performs duties of Battery 

Absent without leave ............... .....  ... .... .... 

.................... 

...... 1 
Sergeant.major, ( and drills Volunteer Artillery. 

Duties. 

439— 



1TURN OF BATTERY—comtinud. 

Dhstributon. . 
.g 

Duties. 

(Lent to Brigade Pay and Quartermaster, by order of Corn- 
1 - mandant, to keep accounts connected with Permanent and 
( Volunteer Forces. 

1  
1 Corporal in charge of Canteen; 1 carpenter, performs all 
I necessary workfor battery, attends parades and does guards; 
1 gunner, cleans orderly room, and messenger, and fires 

2 5 time gun at 1 p.m. ; 1 gunner in charge of library and 
recreation room, and assists in the orderly room; 1 gunner 
in charge of Government boats, assists in canteen; 1 gun- 

Brigade Paymastar's Office ................ 

Regimental employ ...................... 

ner cook and waiter sergeants' mess. 

Garrison hospital cook ........................ 

3  
Oleaning ordnance stores, painting guns, shot shell, attend 

2 ing to racers—keeping them from rusting, moving guns and 

2  carriages periodically, keeping gun-pits in order, taking 

Acting bombardiers ............................ 

1 3 
charge of and keeping in proper order all public property 

1 at outlying batteries. This number of men is not sufficient 

Blues Point ...................................... 
George s Head ............................... 

to  perform the work, but having to furnish a guard in 
Middle Head ........................ ... Government House, and the men only getting three nights 

South Head ........................................ 
Bradley s Head ..................................... 

.... ...  .... .... .... 

L in bed, no more can be spared. 

Total............. 1 5 4 4 3 78 

G-EO. J. AIREY, 
Major Commanding N.S.W. Artillery. 

Sydney; Thomas Richards, Government Friater.-1874. 
[3sf.] 

2 



1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

NEW SOUTH WAL1S ARTILLERY. 
(PETITION OF MEMBERS OF.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, iLl .Tifarch, 1874. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Members of the N.S.W. Artillery, to the Honorable House of 
Legislative Assembly of the Colony of New South Wales assembled.— 

HUMnLY SJIOWET)I - 

That your Petitioners are desirous of being relieved from serving in the N.S.W. Artillery; and 
your Petitioners, to support this application, give the following reasons :- 

1st. That your Petitioners have read in the newspaper, from time to time, reports of speeches 

tending to degrade them as a body of men in the eyes of the public; more particularly your 

Petitioners refer to the reported speeches of the Honorable Premier at Mudgee and East 

Sydney, wherein your Petitioners have been held up to ridicule as "Painted Soldiers," 

refuse of "Town's Loafers," &c. Your Petitioners feel that these opprobrious epithets, 
coming from such an authority, have necessarily lowered the prestige of the Force, and in 

consequence thereof the said Force was never popular with the public. 

2nd. That the Officers appointed to command the N.S.W. Artillery do not possess the confidence 

and respect of the men under command; that such Officers, from their previous experience, 

were not sufficiently qualified for their position. Through the above, there has been a mal-

administration of justice, inequality of punishments, suppression of complaints, undue 
intimidation, favouritisni, and other serious evils. 

For these reasons, and others which must be apparent to your Honorable House, your Petitioners 

humbly pray that your Honorable House will take such steps as will relieve your Petitioners. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty,  bound, will ever pray. 

3 

[Here follow 63 Signatures.] 

[3d..] 453— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

NEW SOUTH WALES ARTILLERY. 
(CASE OF G. B. SARGENT.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 25 March, 1874. 

RETURN to an Order of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South 
Wales, dated 24 March, 1874, That there be laid upon the Table of this 
House,— 

Copies of all Papers in the Court-martial proceedings which took place 

on Wednesday, the 11th February, 1874, at Dawes' Battery, for the trial 
of No. 79 Gunner George Beresford Sargent, in the New South Wales 
Artillery." 

{7lfr. Buchanan) 

5 

14 

490—A 



NEW SOTJTH WALES AITILLERY. 

(A.) 

PRocEEDINGs of a Garrison Court-martial, held at Sydney, New South Wales, on the 11th day of February 
1874, by order of Lieutenant- ColonelJohn Soame Richardson, Commandant, bearing date the 10th' 
day of February, 1874, and under the authority of His Excellency Sir Hercules George Robert 
Robinson, K.C.M.G., Governor and Commander-in-Chief, dated the 10th day of February, 1874. 

President :- 
Captain Warner Spalding, New South Wales Artillery. 

Members:- 

Lieutenant Russell, } New South Wales Artillery. 
Lieutenant Lindeman 

(B.) 
At 1030 o'clock A.M. the Court opens. - 
No. 79 Gunner George Beresford Sargent, New South Wales Artillery, is brought a prisoner 

before the Court. 
The order for convening the Court is read. 
The names of the President and Members are read over in the hearing of the prisoner, and they 

severally answer to their names. 
Question by President to prisoner: Do you object to be tried by me as President, or by any of the 

Officers whose names you have heard read over. 
Answer: Yes, I object to the President, Captain Spalding, on the ground that you have been twice 

President of Courts-martial which have tried and convicted me, and I therefore believe that your sitting 
as President of this Court-martial will be calculated to prejudice me in any decision you may arrive at 
in reference to this case. I also object to Lieutenant Lindeman sitting as a Member of this Court because 
he was the Officer who caused me to be confined. I have no objection to any other Officer of this Court-
martial. 

The Court is cleared. 
Decision: 

The Court, by a majority of two-thirds, disallow the objections. 
The Court is reopened, and the above decision is read to the prisoner. 

 
The President and Members are duly sworn. 
The prisoner No. 79 Gunner George Beresford Sargent, New South Wales Artillery, is arraigned 

upon the following charges 
Clthrges: 

1st charge.—Having at Sydney, New South Wales, on the 17th January, 1874, without leave from hi 
Commanding Officer, absented himself from the New South Wales Artillery, and having remained so 
absent until 21st January, 1874. 

2nd eharge.—Disgraceful conduct in having, at Sydney, on the 17th January, 187, stolen the following 
property belonging to Battery Sergeant-Major Henry Green, New South Wales Artillery, viz., one 
whip-cane, value lOs. 

3rd charge.—Disgraceful conduct in having, at Sydney, New South Wales, on the 17th January, 1874, 
feloniously received the following article, the property of Battery Sergeant-Major Henry Green, 
New South Wales Artillery, knowing the same to have been stolen, viz., one whip-cane, value lOs. 

 

Question to prisoner: Are you guilty or not guilty of the charges against you which you have 
heard read P 

Answer: Not guilty. 
Prosecution: 

Major G. J. Airey, New South Wales Artillery, appears as prosecutor, and proceeds to call witnesses. 

P'irst witness for prosecution.—No. 47 Sergeant H. Garty, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly sworn, is 
examined by the prosecutor and states :—I was the non-commissioned officer in charge of the new batteries 
on the north side of Sydney Harbour, New South Wales, on the 17th January, 1874; I ordered the 
prisoner, now before the Court, No. 79 Gunner G. Sargent, N.S.W. Artillery, on the same day, to 
proceed from George's Head Battery to Dawes' Point Barracks, and receive over from Acting Quarter-
master Sergeant M'Bride the groceries for the use of the men stationed at the different batteries; the 
prisoner left George's Head at or about 9 a.m. on the morning of the 17th January, 1874, and should 
have returned by 10 p.m., in time for tattoo roll call same night; he did not return, and had no per-
mission to be absent to my knowledge; I reported his absence on my coming up to the barracks on the 
19th January, 1874. 

Cross-eccamined by the prisoner: 

Q. Were you on pass from George's Head Battery from the 19th to the 21st January, 1874 P 
A. Yes. 

The witness withdraws. 
S'econd 
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Second witnessfor prosecution —No. 3 acting Quarter-master Sergeant P. M'Bride, N.S.W. Artillery, 
being duly sworn, is examined by the prosecutor and states :—I issued the rations for the different batteries 
on the north side of Sydney Harbour, New South Wales, to the prisoner now before the Court, on the 
17th January, 1874, at or about 2 p.m.; shortly afterwards, Gunner Sargent returned and handed back to 
me all the rations, except those for George's Head, and intimated to me that it was blowing too hard to 
pull back in the boat, and that he intended to return by the steamer to George's Head. 

The prisoner declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 

Third witness for prosecution—No. 1 Battery Sergeant-major Henry Green, N.S.W. Artillery, 
being duly sworn, is examined by the prosecutor and states —On the 17th January, 1874, I was in the 
regimental canteen at Dawes' Battery; Sydney, New South Wales, and had with me a whip-cane at the 
time; I laid it down on the table behind the counter and left the canteen, forgetting at the time my whip; 
the same evening I sent down to the canteen sergeant asking for the whip; he said he could not find it; 
Sergeant Garty, New South Wales Artillery, the non-commissioned officer in charge of the batteries on 
the north side of Sydney Harbour, New South Wales, reported to me on the 19th January, 1874, that 
the prisoner now before the Court had been absent without leave from George's Head from tattoo roll can 
at 10 p.m. the 17 January, 1874. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 
Q. Do you bear me any malice or ill-will? 
A. None. 
Q. Did you ever say to me that by Christ I will salt you yet? 
A. I do not ever recollect making use of that expression. 
Q. Did you ever use words to that effect? 
A. I do not recollect it. 

The witness withdraws. 
Fou'rth witness for prosecution.—No. 5 acting Sergeant H. Collett, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 

sworn, is examined by the prosecutor, and states :—I am the non-commissioned officr in charge of the 
canteen at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, New South Wales; on the 17th January, 1874, I was in the canteen, 
and early on that afternoon the Sergeant-major came into the canteen,. and I saw him put his whip down 
on the table near the counter; he shortly afterwards went out, and I saw the whip several times that 
afternoon on the table; about 6 or 7 o'clock the same day Sergeant-major Green sent down for his whip; 
I looked for it, and found it was gone; about a quarter of an hour or twenty minutes before this Gunner 
Sargent was standing at the end of the counter, about a yard from where the whip was placed; there were 
some other men standing in front of the counter, but not near the table, with the exception of Gunner 
Sargent; the whip was lying on the table when I came back from my tea; no one could take the whip 
unless they had walked round the counter, which is about a yard wide; I saw no one else round the counter, 
and no one could have gone round without my seeing them, unless they did so when my back was turned 
and drawing a pint of beer, which would take me about three seconds. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 

Q. Did you see the whip-cane of the Sergeant-major lying on the table when I was standing at the end of 
the counter? 
A. I cannot say, not having noticed it at the time. 

Rxamined by the Court: 
Q. State what you know respecting the first charge? 
A. On the 21st January, 1874, I was the non-commissioned officer in charge of the picket ataDawes' 
Battery, Sydney, New South Wales; the prisoner now before the Court was brought in by escort about 
230 o'clock p.m., and handed over to my charge; I knew that Gunner Sargent, N.S.W. Artillery, had 
been absent without leave. 

The prisoner declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
.Ffth witness for prosecution.—No. 114 Gunner Michael Mallon, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly sworn, 

is examined by the prosecutor, and states :—I was orderly at the barrack-gate, Dawes' Battery, Sydney, 
New South Wales ; on the 17th January, 1874, between 7 and a quarter past 7 o'clock p.m. I saw the 
prisoner now before the Court going out of the barrack-gate; he had with him a carpet-bag and a stick or 
whip; it was getting dusk at the time, and I could not swear whether it was a whip or a stick. 

The prisoner declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Sixth witness for prosecution.—No. 37 Gunner Richard Fenna.11y, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 

sworn, is examined by the prosecutor and states :—I left Dawes' Battery, Sydney, New South Wales, about 
7 o'clock p.m., on the 17th January, 1874, with the prisoner now before the Court; I walked with him up 
George-street for about a quarter of a mile, and noticed at the time that he had a cane with him; and as I 
never saw him with it before I asked him where he got it; he told me that the Sergeant-major was so 
busy that he had forgotten his cane, which he left in the canteen, and that he (Gunner Sargent) had taken 
it for a lark, and would send it up on the following morning by Sergeant Garty; I did not examine 
the cane. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 
Q. Were you in the canteen with me before we left the Barracks? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you see me take the whip from out of the canteen? 
A. No. 
Q. Can you say whether the whip belonged to the Sergeant-major or not? 
A. I could not swear to, it, but I have seen one like it with the Sergeant-major. 
Q. . Did the Sergeant-major speak to you about the whip subsequently to its being lost and previously to 
my being charged with having taken it? 
A. Yes. 

The witness'withdraws. &vent 
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Seventh witness for prosecution—No. 62 Bombardier Walter Pope, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 
sworn, is examined by the prosecutor, and states —On the 21st January, 1874, I was the non-commissioned 
officer in charge of the Governor's guard at Government House, Sydney, New South Wales; about 
2 o'clock p.m. I was ordered by Lieutenant Lindeniaii, N.S.W. Artillery, to take a file of the guard and 
apprehend the prisoner now before the Court, who was in a public-house; I did so and afterwards brought 
the prisoner down to Dawes' Point Barracks and handed him over to Sergeant Collett of the regimental 
picket. 

The prisoner declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
At 1 o'clock the Court adjourns until 2 o'clock. 
At 2 o'clock the Court re-opens. 

No. 1 Sergeant-major H. Green, N.S.W. Artillery, is re-called, and is examined on his former 
oath 
Question by the Court: Have you seen your whip cane since you left it in the canteen on the 17th January, 
1874? 
Answer: No. 

The witness withdraws. 
The prosecution is closed. 

Question b, the Court to the prisoner: Do you intend to call any witnesses in you defence? 
Answer: Yes. 

(B.) 

DEFENCE. 

The prisoner having been called upon to make his defence, calls the following witnesses 
First witness for the defence.—No. 62, Bombardier Walter Pope, N.S.W.A., is examined by the 

prisoner upon his former oath 
Q. Did you leave the Barracks on the 17th January, 1874, about 7 p.m., in company with me and Gunner 
Fennally, N.S.W.A.? 
A. I went out of the gate at the same time with you, but not in your company. 
Q. Did you not walk with us as far as the omniibus stand, at the top ofthe hill? 
A. Yes, I believe I did. 
Q. Did you see a stick or whip in my possession? 
A. I did not notice one, but you might have had it, as I did not take any jarticular notice. 
Q. Do you know the Sergeant-major's stick or whip? 
A. I could not swear to it. 

The prosecutor declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Second witness for defence—No. 72 Gunner John Craven, N.S.W.A., being duly sworn, is examined 

by the prisoner 
Q. Do you remember the Sergeant-major Green using the following words to me, viz. :-" By Christ, I will 
salt you yet"? 

The prosecutor objects to this question. 
The Court is cleared. 
The prisoner is informed that his question has been disallowed, in consequence of it not being 

pertinent to the charge. 
Q. Did the Sergeant-major speak to you about the whip after it was alleged to have been lost, and previous 
to my being charged with having taken the same? 
A. He did. 

Q. Did the Sergeant-major endeavour to make you say that I had taken his whip? 
A. He asked me if I had met you with a whip, and if it was his; I told him I had met you with a whip 
but whether it was the Sergeant-major's or not I am not in a position to say. 

The prosecutor declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Third witness for defence.—No. 71 Gunner C. Kenny, N.S.W.A., being duly sworn, is examined by 

the prisoner, and states :—I know that Sergeant Garty, N.S.W.A., was absent from George's Head, on 
pass, from the 19th to 21st January, 1874. 

The prosecutor declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
The prisoner closes his defence, reads an address, which is marked "N," signed by the President, 

and attached to the proceedings. 

 

The Court is cleared for the purpose of considering the finding. 

FINDING. 

1st chsr, guilty; The Court find that the prisoner, No. 79 Gunner George Beresford Sargent, N.S.W. Artillery, is 
2sd do., guilty; 
:trd (10., not guilty of the first charge—is guilty of the second charge—is not guilty of the third charge. 
guilty. 

 

Proceedings before Sentence. 

The Court being re-opened, the prisoner is again brought before it. 
Major G. J. Airey, N.S.W. Artillery, is duly sworn 

Q. What record have you to produce in proof of former convictions? 
A. I produce to the Court a verified extract from IRegimental Court-martial Book. 

(This document being read, compared with the original, and fQund correct, is marked "T," signed 
by the President, and attached to the proceedings.) 



Li 

Q. Is the prisoner under any sentence at the present time? 
A. No. 
.Q. What is the prisoner's general character? 
A. Very bad. 
Q. What is his age? 
A. 29- years. 
Q. What is the date of his attestation? 
A. 19 Deeember, 1871. 
Q. What service is he allowed to reckon towards his discharge? 
A. One year and 242 days. 
Q. Is the prisoner in possession of any decorations or honorary rewards? 
A. No. 

The Court is again cleared. 
(H.) 

Sentence.—The Court sentence the prisoner, No. 79 Gdnner George Beresford Sargent, New Sentence:—
South Wales Artillery, to be imprisoned with such labour as in the opinion of the medical officer of the Impt-168 days. 
prison he may be equal to, for one hundred and sixty-eight days (168 days) in the Gaol at Darlinghurst, 

Pischarged with 
ignominy. 

Sydney, N.S. Wales. 
The Court further sentence him to be discharged with ignominy from Her Majesty's service. 
Signed at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, New South Wales, this 11th day of February, 1874,— 

WARNER SPALDING, 
Captain, N.S.W.A., 

President. 
HAVING read the proceedings of this Court-martial in the case of Gunner Sargent, N.S.W. Artillery, I 
have been compelled to order its re-assembly, it appearing to me that there is no evidence of the absence 
of the prisoner from the 19th to 21st January; but it is perfectly competent to the Court to find him 
guilty of such absence as is proved by the evidence, recording the variation as between the charge and 
finding in express terms. 

Record of a fresh sentence must of course be made. 

13/2/74. 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lt.-Ool., 

Commandant. 

Reoisioiz. 
ON Wednesday, the 18th day of February, 1874, at 1030 o'clock a.m., the Court reassembled by 
order of Lieutenant-Colonel John Soame Richardson, Commandant, for the purpose of reconsidering their 
finding. 

Present, the same members as befor. 
The memorandum containing the instructions to the Court and the reasons of the revising autho-

rity for requiring a revision of the finding is read. 
The Court having attentively considered the observations of the revising officer and the whole of 

the proceedings,— 
Do now revoke their former finding and sentence. The Court are now of opinion that No. 79 

Gunner George Beresford Sargent, N.S.W. Artillery, is guilty of the 1st charge, with the exception of xstcliarge,guilty 
having absented himself without leave from his Commanding Officer, from the N.S.W. Artillery, from the 
19th January, 1874, until the 21st day of January, 1874. 

Guilty of the 2nd charge. 2nd charge, 

Not guilty of the 3rd charge. . 
- 3rd charge, not 

The Court do now sentence him, the prisoner, No. 79 Gunner George Beresford Sargent, N.S.W. guilty. 
Artillery, to be imprisoned with such labour as in the opinion of the medical officer of the prison he may

'i nt be equal to, for one hundred and fifty-four days (154 days) in the Gaol at Darlinghurst, Sydney, New 154 days. 
South Wales. Discharged with 

The Court do further sentence him to be discharged with ignominy from Her Majesty's service. 
Signed at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, New South Wales, this 18th day of February, 1874,— 

WARNER SPALDING, 
Captain, N.S.W. Artillery, 

Confirmed—HERcULES ROBINSON, 19 February, 1874. 
President. 

Promulgated at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, New South Wales, February 20th, 1874.—GRo. J. Ainm, 
Major, Commanding N.S.W.A. 

(X.) 
Gentlemen, 

You have each and all sworn to well and truly try and determine the charge preferred against 
me, according to the evidence, and 1 must respectfully ask for a finding of not guilty upon each and all of 
the charges against me. 

1st. I am charged with being absent from the N.S.W. Artillery from the 17th January until the 
21st of same month. There has been no evidence to that effect: Sergeant Garty admits his absence 
from George's Head Battery from the 19th until the 21st January. Where, gentlemen, have you any 
evidence for the prosecution that I did not return to George's Head Battery upon the 19th, which I say I 
did, and there remained until the morning of the 21st, when I returned to Sydney for the groceries which 
I had forgotten? On my arrival at Circular Quay I went into the public-house referred to in Bombardier 
Pope's evidence, when I was seen by Lieut. Lindeman, and under his orders made aprisoner. The charge 
in my indictment says I was absent from the 17th (seventeenth) until the 21st January. I plead not 
guilty, and I ask you, gentlemen, where is the evidence to the contrary? 

490—B The 
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The 2nd and 3rd charges, gentlemen, I believe to be a malicious prosecution. For this I refer you 
to the cross-examination of Battery Sergeant-major Green, and the evidence for the defence by Gunner 
Craven. 

Independently of this, I maintain that there is not a particle of evidence to criminate me. Take the 
evidence of each witness for the prosecution, separately or collectively, and still you cn find none. 
Battery Sergeant-major Green gives no evidence either that I stole or received his whip. I wish to call 
the Court's attention to the cross-examination of Acting Sergeant Collett, wherein he states that he could 
not say that the whip I was charged with stealing was on the table while I was standing at the end of the 
counter. Gunner Mallon's evidence is of so little importance that I do not think it necessary to occupy 
your time with it. Gunner Fennally's evidence I wholly deny; and I further call your particular 
attention to the substance of it. Is it evidence, if true, to convict a man of stealing or of feloniously 
receiving? 

I would also point out to your particular attention the evidence of Bombardier Pope for the 
defence, and hoping you will give these matters your careful investigation and consideration. I also ask 
you, each and all, to dismiss from your minds any knowledge you have respecting me, and try me according 
to your oaths and the evidence before you. 

I cannot conclude without stating that I consider the whole proceedings of this Court are illegal, 
on the following grounds 

When 2-3rds (two-thirds) of a Garrison Court-martial, that is, the Officers forming it, are 
objected to by the prisoner, and justifiable grounds being given, those objections should be 
referred to the Commanding Officer. 
I should have received twenty-four hours' warning, which I did not. 

GEO. B. SARGENT. 

I submit that the question asked of Gunner Craven, and disallowed by the Court, is not 
irrelevant. 

GEO. B. SARGENT. 

WARNER SPALDING, Captain, N.S.W.A. 

I CERTIFY that No. 79 Gr. G. B. Sargent, of the New South Wales Artillery, is in a good state of health 
and fit to undergo imprisonment, solitary or otherwise, and without hard labour. 

J. H. G. BEDFORD, 
Staff Asst.-Surgeon, 

Garrison Hospital, Beg. Mil. Sur. 

Paddington, 11/2/74. 

CBIiTIFIED copy of entries of the previous convictions by Courts-martial of No. 79 Gunner G. B. Sargent, N.S.W. Artillery, 
taken from the Court-martial Book of the New South Wales Artillery. 

Description of 
Court-martials 
by which tried, 

Place 
and date of 
trial. 

Charges upon which tried, 
Finding and 

sentencing of the 
Court. 

Minute 
of 

confirmation. 

Sentence 
. 'Wk1et ,1e or  
' eted 

Regimental ... Sydney, 25th Having, at South Head Battery, Sydney, New "Guilty." 35 days Confirmed,—Sir Inflicted. 

November, South Wales, on the 18th November, 1872, without imprisonment with Hercules Robin- 

1872. leave from his Commanding Officer, absented him. hard labour in the son, 30th No- 
self from the N.S.W. Artillery, and having remained Military Prison, vember, 1872. 
so absent until the 21st November, 1872. Victoria Barracks. 

Sydney, 3rd 1st charge.—Disgraceful conduct in having, at " Guilty" of the Confirmed,—Sir Inflicted. 
June, 1873. Sydney, New South Wales, on the 23rd May, 1873, 1st charge with the Hercules Robin- 

stolen the following articles, viz., forty-nine Ball exceptionof having son, 5th June, 
programme cards, the property of His Excellency stolen one novel 1873. 
Sir Hercules Robinson, K.C.M.G. one novel, named "A Perfect 
named "A Perfect Treasure," value, 2s., the pro- Treasure," and the 

Garrison ....... 

perty of Mr. Strickland; and the Australian Australian .Alman- 
Almanac, 1869, value, 5s., the property of the ac, 1869. 
Government of New South Wales. 
2nd charge.—Disgraceful conduct. in having, at "Not guilty" of 

Sydney, New South Wales, on the 23rd May, 1873, the 2nd charge. 35 
feloniously received the following articles, days imprisonment 
knowing them to have been stolen, viz., forty- with hard labourin 
nine Ball programme cards, the property of His the Military Pri- 
Excellency Sir Hercules Robinson, K.C.M.G.; one son, Victoria Bar- 
novel named "A Perfect Treasure," value 2s., the racks. 
property of Mr. Strickland; and the Australian 
Almanac, 1869, value Ss., the property of the 
Government of New South Wales. 

Authenticated by Geo. J. Airey, Major, Commanding N.S.W. Artillery. 
WARNER SPALDING, 

Dated at Sydney, this 11th day of February, 1874. Captain, N.S.W. Artillery, 
President. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

NEW SOUTH WALES ARTILLERY. 
(COURTS-MAHTIAL HELD IN.) 

Ordered by the Le9islative Asernbly to be printed, 26 March, 1874. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 
South Wales, dated 3 March, 1874, That there be laid upon the Table of this 
House, a Return showing,— 

(1.) The number of Courts-martial held in the Permanent Artillery Force 
"from 1st August, 1871. 
41 (2.) The names of the Officers composing the Court; of the accuser and 
"accused; the ofi'ences,—and the punishment in each case." 

11 

(Mr. Garrett.) 
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NEW SOUTH WALES ARTILLERY. 

RETURN showing the number of Courts-martial held in the Permanent Artillery Force from 1st August, 1871; 
the names of the Officers composing the Court; of the accuser and accused; the offences,—and the punishment 
in each case. 

No. of 
Courts-martial. Composition of the Court. Accuser. Accused. Offences. Finding and Sentence. 

I Capt. A. S. Heath- Captain Airey.. No. 11 Gunner let charge.—Having, at Sydney, N. S. Guilty of all the charges.— 

cote, V.0., N.S.W. Robert Asprey. Wales, on the 23rd day of Decem- To be imprisoned with 
Inf.; Capt. Spalding, ber, 1871, been drunk, hard labour for three 
N.S.W. Art.; Lieut. 2nd charge—Insubordination, accom- hundred and thirty-six 
Underwood, N.S.W. panied with personal violence, in (336) days in the Gaol at 
Inf. having, at Sydney, N. S. Wales, on Darlinghurst, and to be 

the 23rd day of December, 1871, fined twenty shillings. 
struck with his clenched fist, No. 43 Inflicted the fine and 168 
Acting Bombardier George Harri- days imprisonment. Bo- 
son, being his superior officer, and mitted 168 days imprison- 

• being in the execution of his office. ment. 
3rd charge.—Having, at Sydney, N. S. 

• Wales, on the 27th day of Decem- 
ber, 1871, whilst a prisoner in the 
guard-room at Dawes' Point, escaped 
from such confinement before he was 
set at liberty by proper authority. 

4qain tried. 
Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 11 Gunner Let cluzr,qe.—Having, before being Guilty of all the charges. 
Lindeman, Lieut. Robert Asprey. regularly relieved, left his post when To be imprisoned with 

Russell, N.S.W. Art, sentry over Government House, at hard labour in the mill- 
Sydney, N. S. Wales, between the tary prison at the Victoria 
hours of 11 am, and 1 p.m. on the Barracks, for two hundred 
12th March, 1873. and fifty-two (252 days). 
2nd charge.—Conduct to the prejudice Inflicted 138 days. Re 
of good order and military disci- mitted 114 days. 
pline, in having been riotous in the 
streets of Sydney, and for resisting 
and offering violence to the picquet 
ordered to take him into confinement 
3rd charge.—Raving, at Sydney, on 
the 12th March, 1873, been drunk. 

-: Again tried. 
Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 11 Gunner Having deserted from the New South Guilty—To be imprisoned 

hard labour for 336 with 
Lindeman, Lieut. Robert Asprey. , Wales Artillery, at Sydney, on the 
Russell, N.S.W. Art. 21st November, 1873. days in the military prison, 

Victoria Barracks. 

0 Capt. Heathcote, V.0., Captain Airey.. No. 10 Bombard- 1st charge.—Having, on the 27th Guilty of both charges.— 

I I I N.S.W. Inf. ; Capt. ier W. B. Cole. December, 1871, been drunk when To be reduced to the 

Spalding, N.S.W. on duty, when in charge of the ranks, and further to be 

Art.; Lieut. Strong, regimental guard, Dawes' Battery, imprisoned with hard 

N.S.W. Inf. Sydney. labour for 84 days in 
2nd charge.—Conduct to the prejudice Darlinghurst Gaol. In- 
of good order and military discipline, fficted reduction and 49 
in having, at Sydney, N. S. Wales, days imprisonment. Re. 
on the 27th December, 1871, made mitted 35 days imprison- 
use of disrespectful language towards mont. 
No. 5 Acting Sergeant Henry 
Collett, N. S. Wales Artillery, his 
superior officer, in substance and to 
the effect following, that is to say— 
"Let him go to b —y." 

Capt. Spalding, N.S.W' Captain Airey.. No. 27 Gunner 1st char,qe.—Conduct to the prejudice Not guilty of the 1st charge. 

Art.; Lieut. Under' Edward Shad- of good order and military discipline, Guilty of the 2nd charge. 

wood, Lieut. Strong, wick. - in having, at Sydney, N. S. Wales, —To be imprisoned with 

N.S.W. Inf. on the 27th day of December, 1871, hard labour in the Gaol at 
when sentry on the guard-room at Darlinghurst for 21 days. 
Dawes' Battery, by neglect, allowed 
No. 11 Gunner Robert Asprey, then 
a prisoner in the guard-room under 
his charge, to escape, therebyneglect- 
ing to obey the orders of his post. 
2nd charge.—Conduct to the preju- 
dice of good order and military dis- 
cipline, in having, at Sydney, N. S. 
Wales, on the 27th December, 1871, 
when on sentry on the guard-room, 
Dawes' Battery, delivered over his 
charge to No. 50 Gunner George 
Howell, N. S. Wales Artillery, 
without a non-commissioned officer 
being present at the relief. 
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No. of 
Coia1. Composition of the Court. Accuser. Accused. Offeuces. Pinding and Sentence. 

I  Capt. Heathcote, V.0., Captain Airey.. No. 12 Gunner Having, at the Battery, South Head, Guilt.—To be imprisonec 
N.S.W. Inf.; Lieuts. Thomas Haynes. on the 6th March, 1872, been drunk, with hard labour for 4 
Wilson and Strong, days. 
N.S.W. Inf. 
Capt. Spalding,N.S.W. Captain Airey.. No. 23 Gunner Having, on the 30th March, 1872, Guilty—To be imprisonec 
Art.; Lieuts. Under- Philip M'Govern, been drunk when on duty, when with hard labour for 3,1  
wood, and Ohatfield, employed as Post Office orderly at days, and fined £1. In 
N.S.W. Inf. Sydney, New South Wales. flicted the fine and 21 

days' imprisonment;  re 
snitted 7 days' imprison 
Inent. 

Capt.Spalding,N.8.W. Major Airey .., No. 23 Gunner 
Again tried. 

let char,qe.—Having, at Sydney, on Guilty of all the charges.— 
Art.; Lieuts. Wilson Philip M'Govern. the 6th Dec., 1872, without leave To be imprisoned witi 
and Chatfleld,N.S.W. 
Inf. 

from his commanding officer, absen- hard labour in the miitar1 
ted himself from the N.S.W. Artil- prison, Victoria Barracks 
lery, and having remained so absent for 84 days, to be fined 
until 2 am. on the 7th December, £1, and to be put undce 
1872. stoppages till he shall hays 
2nd charge.—Having, at Sydney, New made good the following 
South Wales, on the 7th December, article, viz. :-1 zinc 
1872, been drunk, bucket; value, 5s. In. 
3rd cicarqe.—Having, at Sydney, New ificted 66 days; remitted 
South Wales, on the 7th Dec., 1872, 18 days. 
wilfully damaged the following 
article, viz. :—One zinc bucket, the 
property of the Government of New 
South Wales. 

Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 23 Gunner 
Again tried. 

For having, at Sydney, New South Guilty.—To be imprisoned 
Lindeman, Lieut. 
Russell, N.S.W. Art, 

Philip M'Govern. Wales, on the 6th September, 1873, in military prison for 84 
been drunk. days, and fined £1. Fine 

Capt. Heathcote, V.0.; Major Airey ... No. 13 Gunner let clsar,qe.—Having, at Sydney, New 
remitted. 
Guilty of both charges.—. 

and Lieuts. Wilson John M'A.leer. South Wales, on the 21st April, To be imprisoned with 
and Underwood, 1872, without leave from his com- hard labour in the 
N.S.W. Infantry. snanding officer, absented himself military prison, Victoria 

from the N.S.W. Artillery, and,  Barracks for 126 days, 
having remained so absent until the and fined £1. Inflicted 
22nd April, 1872. the fine and 60 days; 
2nd ch.ar,qe.—Having, at Sydney, New remitted 66 days' im- 
South Wales, on the 22nd April, prisonment. 

' 
Capt. Spalding,N.S.W. Major Airey ... No. 64 Gunner 

1872, been drunk. 
Conduct to the prejudice of good Guilty—To be imprisoned 

I I Art.; Lieuts. Strong 
and Ohatfleld,N.S.W. 

John Whitworth. order and military discipline, in with hard labour for 42 

Inf. 
breaking out of Barracks when con- days in the military pri- 
fined thereto, at Dawes' Battery, on son, Victoria Barracks. 
the 1st May, 1872, and remaining 
absent until the 6th May, 1872. 

Oapt.Spalcling,N.S.W. Major Airey ... No. 64 Gunner 
Again tried. 

Having, on the 16th September, 1872, Guilty.—To be imprisoned 
Art.; Lieuts. Wilson John Whitworth. been drunk, when employed as Post with hard labour for 84 
and Strong, N.S.W. 
Inf. 

Office orderly, at Sydney, New South days in the military pri' 
Wales. son, Victoria Barracks, 

and fined £1. Infiicbed 
the fine and 67 'days; re- 
mitted 17 days' imprison- 

Capt. Spalding,N.S.W. Major Airey ... No. 17 Gunner let char,qe.—Having deserted from 
ment. 
Guilty of the 1st and 3rd 

Art.; Lieuts. Wilson 
and Underwood, 

William Barn' 
ford. 

the N.S.W. Artillery on the 11th charges; not guilty of the 

N.S.W. Inf. 
November, 1871. 2nd charge.—To be liii- 
2nd ch.arge.—Having, at Sydney, New prisoned with hard labour 
South Wales, on the 11th Novem- for 84 days in Darling. 
ber, 1871, made away with the hurst Gaol, and to be 
following articles of his kit, viz.:- marked with the letter D. 
S white shirts and 1 pair of socks. Inflicteds4days; remitted 
3rd cicarge.—Having, at Sydney, New marking with letter D. 
South Wales, on the 11th Novem- 
ber, 1871, lost by neglect, the 
following articles of his kit, viz. 

Major Fitzsimons, Major Airey ... No. 9 Sergeant 
3 white shirts and 1 pair of socks. 
let c/large—Disgraceful conduct in Guilty of the 1st charge; 

N.S.W. Inf.; Lieuts. Jacob Wright. having, at Sydney, New South Wales, not guilty of the 2nd 
Underwood and Ohat. 
field, N. S. W. Inf. 

on the 29th August, 1872, stolen the charge. To be reduced to 
following property, belonging to the the rsniks. 
Officers, N.S.W. Artillery, viz., one 
bottle of brandy; value, 4s. 8d. 
2nd char.qe.—'-Disgraceful conduct in 
having at Sydney, New South Wales, 
on the 29th August, 1872, felo- 
niously received the following article, 
the property of the Officers. N.S.W. 
Artillery, knowing the same to be 
stolen, viz., one bottle of brandy. 

13 
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Capt. Spalding, N.S.W. Major Airey ... No. 53 Gunner 1st charge—Disgraceful conduct in Guilty of the 1st charge; 

Art.; Lieuts. Under- Thomas Leddy. having at Sydney, New South Wales, not guilty of the 2nd 

wood and Chatfield, on or about the 1st October, 1872, charge. To be imprisoned 

N.S.W. Inf. stolen the following property be. with hard labour in the 
longing to No. 6 Sergeant John military prison, Victoria 
Griffiths, N.S.W. Artillery, viz., one Barracks, for 84 days; 
ruler; value, 4s. and to be put under stop. 
2nd charge.—Disgraceful conduct, in pages of payment till he 
having at Sydney,'New South Wales, shall have made good the 
on or about the 1st October, 1872, sum of 4s. 
feloniously received the following 
article, the property of Sergeant 
John Griffiths, N.S.W. Artillery, 
knowing the same to be stolen, viz., 
one ruler; value, 4s. 

Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 79 Gunner Having, at South Head Battery, Guilty. To be imprisoned 

Lindeman, Lieut. George Beres- Sydney, New South Wales, on the with hard labour in the 

Russell, N.S.W. Art, ford Sargent. 18th November, 1872, without leave military prison, Victoria 
from his commanding officer, ab- Barracks, for 35 days, 
sented himself from the N.S.W. Inflicted 29 days; remit 
Artillery, and having remained so ted 6 days. 
absent until the 21st November, 1872 

Again tried. 
Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 79 Gunner 1st clsarge.—Disgracefnl conduct, in Guilty of the 1st charge, 

Lindeman, Lieut. George Bères- having at Sydney, New South Wales, with, the exception ol 

Russell, N.S.W. Art. ford Sargent. on the 23rd May, 1873, stolen the having stolen one novel 
following articles, viz.,—forty-nine "A Perfect Treasure," and 
ball programme cards, the property one Australian Almanac 
of His Excellency Sir Hercules 1869. Not guilty of tin 
Robinson, K.O.M.G.; one novel, 2nd charge. To be im 
named "A Perfect Treasure," value prisoned in the militar3 
2a., the property of Mr. Strickland; prison, Victoria Barracks 
and one Australian Almanac, 1869, with hard labour, for 3l 
value 5s., the property of the days. 
Government of New South Wales. 
2nd charge.—Disgraceful conduct in 
having at Sydney, New South Wales, 
on the 23rd May, 1873, feloniously 
received the following articles, 
knowing the same to have been 
stolen, viz.,—forty-nine ball pro. 
gramme cards, the property of His 

. Excellency Sir Hercules Robinson, 
K.C.M.G.; one novel, named "A 
Perfect Treasure," value, 2s., the 
property of Mr. Strickland; and 
one Australian Almanac, 1869, 
value 5s., the property of the 
Government of New South Wales. 

Again tried. 
Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 79 Gunner let charge—Having, at Sydney, New Guilty in part of the is 
Lindeman, Lieut. George Beres- South Wales, on the 17th January, charge; guilty of the 2n( 

Russell, N.S.W. Art. ford Sargent. 1874, without leave from his corn- charge not guilty of th 
nianding officer, absented himself 3rd charge. To be im 
from the N.S.W. Artillery, and prisoned with such labou 
having remained so absent until the as in the opinion of th 
21st January, 1874. medical officer of th 
2nd charge.—Disgraceful conduct in prison he may be equal t 
having at Sydney, New South Wales, for 154 days in the Gac 
on the 17th January, 1874, stolen at Darlinghurst, and to b 
the following property belonging to discharged with ignominy 
Battery Sergeant-major Henry 
Green, viz., one whip-cane, value lOs. 
3rd charge.—Disgraceful conduct in 
having at Sydney, New South Wales, 
on the 17th January, 1874, felo- 
niously received the following article, 
knowing the same to be stolen, viz., 
one whip-cane (the property of Bat- 
tery Sergeant-major Henry Green), 
value lOs. 

Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 58 Gunner 1st charge—Having, at Sydney, 
N.S.W., on the 28th February, 1873, 

Guilty of the 1st charge; 
not guilty of the 2nd, Lindeman, Lieut. 

Russell, N.S.W. Art, 
James Long. 

without leave from his commanding 3rd, or 4th charges. 
officer, absented himself from the To be imprisoned in the 
N.S. Wales Artillery, and having Garrison cells for 35 
remained so absent until the 4th days. 
March, 1873. 
2nd charge.—For having, at Sydney, 
N.S. Wales, on the 28th February, 
1873, made away with the following 
articles of his kit, viz., 1 white shirt, 
1 puggaree, 1 serge jumper, 1 pair 
socks, 2 towels, 1 button-brush, 1 
pair boots, 2 pairs gloves, 1 cloth 
brush, 1 tin blacking, 1 canteen, 1 
helmet-cover, 1 water-bottle and 
strap. 



Courts-martiaL Composition of the Court. Accuser. Accused. Offences. Finding and Sentence. 

I  3rd char,qe.—For having, at Sydney, 
N.S.W., on the 28th February, 1873, 
lost by neglect, the following 
articles of his kit, viz., 1 white shirt, 
1 puggaree, 1 serge jumper, 1 pair 
socks, 2 towels 1 button-brush, 1 
pair boots, 2 pairs gloves, 1 cloth- 
brush, 1 tin blacking, 1 canteen, 1 
helmet-cover, 1 water-bottle and 
strap. 
4th chcerge.—For having, at Sydney, 
N.S. Wales, on the 28th February, 
1873, sold the following articles of 
his lilt, viz., 1 white shirt, 1 pug- 
garee, 1 serge jumper, 1 pair socks, 
2 towels, 1 button-brush, 1 pair 
boots, 2 pairs gloves, 1 cloth-brush, 
1 tin blacking, 1 canteen, 1 helmet- 
cover, 1 water-bottle and strap. 

Again tried. 
Capt. Spalcling, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 58 Gunner 1st charge.—Having, at Sydney, Guilty of the 1st and 3rd 
Lindeman, Lieut. James Long. N.S. Wales, on the 19th November, charges; not guilty of 
Russell, N.S.W. Art. 1873, deserted from the N.S.W. the 2nd and 4th charges. 

Artillery. 
2nd charge.—For having, at Sydney, To be imprisoned with 
on the 19th November, 1873, made hard labour for 252 days, 
away with the following articles, in the military prison, 
viz., 1 mess-tin, 2 pairs gloves, 3 Victoria Barracks, and to 
shirts, 1 puggaree, 3 pairs socks, 1 be placed under stoppages 
knife and fork, 1 button-brush, 1 of pay until be shall have 
sponge, 3 great-coat straps, and 1 made good the articles 
water-bottle and strap. lost by neglect. 

- 3rd charge—Having, at Sydney, on 
the 19th November, 1873, lost by 
neglect, the following articles, viz., 
1 mess-tin, 2 pairs gloves, 3 shirts, 
1 puggaree, 3 pairs socks, 1 knife 
and fork, 1 button-brush, 1 sponge, 
3 great-coat straps, and 1 water- 
bottle and strap. 

9 4th charge.—Having, at Sydney. on 
- . - the 19th November, 1873, sold the 
. 1 following articles, viz., 1 mess-tin, 

2 pairs gloves, 3 shirts, 1 puggaree, 
I J 3 pairs socks, 1 knife and fork, 1 

cn cs us button-brush, 1 sponge, 3 great- 
coat straps, and 1 water-bottle and 
strap. 

Lieut.-Col. J. S. Rich- Major Airey ... No. 24 Gunner 1.ct charge.—Having, at Sydney, N.S. Guilty of all the charges. 
ardson, Commandt., George Patterson Wales, on the 21st March, 1873, To be imprisoned with 
Lieut. Lindeman, been drunk. hard labour for 730 days 
Lieutenant Russell, 
N.S.W. Art. 

2nd charge.—Insubordination, accom- in the Gaol at Darling- 
pained with personal violence, in hurst, and to be dis. 
having, at Sydney, N.S. Wales, on charged with ignominy. 
the 21st March, 1873, offered vio- Inflicted 204 days, and 
lence against No. 6 Sergeant John discharged with ignominy 
Griffith, N.S.W. Artillery, by rush- Remitted 526 days. 
ing on him and attempting to strike 
him, and saying "you you b —r," 
the said Sergeant Griffith being his 
superior officer, and being in - the 
execution of his office. - 
3rd charge.—.Insubordination, accom- 
pained with personal violence, in 
having, at Sydney, N.S.W., on the 
21st March, 1873, offered violence 
to Major G. J. Airey, by seizing his 
horse's bridle, and calling him "a 

- b —y bastard, a b —y marine, a 
robber, a scamp, a b—y scoundrel," 
the said Major Airey being his 
superior officer, and being in the 
execution of his office. 

Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 28 Gunner Conduct to the prejudice of good Guilty. To be imprisoned 
Lindeman, Lieut. William Pringle order and military discipline in with hard labour in the 
Russell, N.S.W. Art, breaking out of bari-acks when con- military prison, Victoria 

fined thereto, at Sydney, N.S.W., Barracks, for 42 days. 
on the 8th May, 1873, and remain- 
ing absent until the 11th May, 
1873. 

Capt. Spald.ing, Lieut. Major Airey .. No. 85 Gunner Having, on the 4th June, 1873, been Guilty. To be imprisoned 
Lindeman, Lieut. - George Ludy. drunk on duty when on the Govern- in the military prison, 
Russell, N.S.W. Art. ment House guard at Sydney, N.S. Victoria Barracks, with 

Wales. hard labour, for 35 days. 
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I Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 82 Gunner Having, at Sydiiey, New South Wales, Guilty. To be imprisoned, 
Lindeman, Lieut. Lawrence Carr... on the 18th September, 1873, been with hard labour, in the 
Russell, N.S.W. Art, drunk, military prison, Victoria 

Barracks, for 56 days, and 
fined £5. 

Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 26 Bombar- Having, at Sydney, New South Wales, Guilty. To be reduced to 
Lindeman, Lieut. dier William without leave from his commanding the ranks. 
Russell, N.S.W. Art. Rowley. officer, absented himself from the 

N.S.W. Artillery, from 6-30 am., 
and having remained so absent until 
4 p.m. on the 23rd September, 1873. 

Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 105 Gunner For having deserted from the N.S.W. Guilty. To be imprisoned, 
Lindeman, Lieut. Johu Mooney. Artillery, at Sydney, New South with hard labour, in the 
Russell, N.S.W. Art. Wales, on the 18th Oct., 1873. military prison, for 168 

days, and to forfeit his 
New Zealand medal. 
Inflicted 103 days, remitted 
55 days and forfeiture of 
medal. 

Capt. Spalding, Lieut. Major Airey ... No. 95 Bombar- let charge.—Having, at Sydney, on Guilty. To be reduced to 
Lindeman, Lieut. dier William the 30th January, 1874, without the ranks. 
Russell, N. S.W.Art. Webster. lehve from his commanding officer, 

absented himself from tattoo roll 
call of N.S.W. Artillery, at 10 p.m., 
and having remained so absent until 
10'40 p.m. same date. 
2nd charge—Having, at Sydney, New 
South Wales, on the 30th January, 
1874, been drunk. 

Capt. Christie, Major Major Airey .. No. 8 Sergeant let charge—Conduct to the prejudice Guilty of the 1st, 3rd, 4th, 
of Brigade; Capt. William Henry of good order and military disci- 5th, and 6th charges. Not 
Baynes, Bde., Pay, Harris. pline, in having, at Sydney, New guilty of the 2nd charge. 
& Qr.-mstr.; Lieut. South Wales, on the 4th February, To be reduced to the ranks, 
Russell, N.S.W. Art. 1$74, used threatening language and imprisoned in the 

towards Corporal and Acting Ser-. military prison, Victoria 
geant Henry Collett, N.S.W. Artil. Barracks, with hard 
lery, in substance and to the effect labour, for 42 days. 
following, that is to say -" I will 

' punch your head, you b—y hypo- 
cribe—yon b—y fool." 
2nd charge—Having, on the 4th Fob- 

E4 ruary, 1874, at Sydney, New South 
Wales, been drunk. 
3rd charge.—Having, at Sydney, New 
South Wales, on the 4th February, 
1874, whilst under arrest in the 
Artillery Barracks, Sydney, New 
South Wales, broken his arrest 
before be was set at liberty by 
proper authority. 
4th charge. - Insubordination, in 
having, at Sydney, New South 
Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, 
disobeyed the lawful command of 

- Battery Sergeant-major Henry 
Green, New South Wales Artillery, 
hissuperior officer, by refusing to 
give up the keys belonging to the 
Sergeant's mess. 
5th charge—Conduct to the preju- 
dice of good order and military 
discipline, in having, at Sydney, 
New South Wales, on the 4th Feb- 
ruary, 1874, wilfully assaulted Cor- 
poral and Acting Sergeant Henry 
Collett, N.S.W. Artillery, he being 
at the time in command of the 
battery picquet on duty. 
6t7b charge.—Conduct to the preju- 
dice of good order and military 
discipline, in having, at Sydney, 
New South Wales, on the 4th Feb- 
ruary, 1874, resisted and offered 
violence to the piequet ordered to 
take him into confinement. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 18 March, 1874. 

JOHN S. RICHARDSON, 
Lieut.-CoL, Commandant. 

[Gd.] 
Sydney: Tisonas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

NEW SOUTH WALES ARTILLERY. 
(CASE OF SERGEANT HARRIS.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 2 April, 1874. 

RJETTTRN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 
South Wales, dated 12 March, 1874, That there be laid upon the Table of 
this House,— 

Copies of the proceedings, finding, and all other documents connected 
"with the trial by Court-martial of Sergeant Harris, of the New South 
"Wales Permanent Artillery Force." 

(lift. Garrett.) 
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NEW SOUTH WALES ARTILLERY. 

LIEuT.-00L0NEL RIcHAnDSON to THE COLONIAL SECRETAThY. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 1 April, 1874. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to forward herewith copies of alF proceedings, finding, and all other 

documents connected with the trial by Court-martial of Sergeant Harris, of the N. S. W. Permanent 
Artillery Force, pursuant to the request contained in the letter from your office of the 16th ultimo. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lieut..Col., 

Commandant. 

Application for Court-martial. 

Letter to Governor. 6/2/74. 
Governor's approval. 7/2/74. 
Garrison orders. 9, 10, 16 (2), & 17/2/74. 

Proceedings of Court-martial. 

Letter to Governor. 6/3/74. 
Garrison orders (2). 13/3/74. 
Court of Inquiry. 14/3/74. 
Letter to Governor. 16/3/74. 
Governor's minute thereon. 17/3/74. 
Memo, to Major Airey. 27/3/74. 

[Enclosures.] 

APPLICATION FOH A GARRIsoN COURT-MABTL&L. 

New South Wales Artillery, 
Head Quarters, Sydney, 

6 February, 1874. 
Sin, 

I have the honor to submit charge against No. 8 Sergeant Wm. Henry Harris, of the Battery 
under my command, and request you will obtain the sanction of His Excellency the Governor that a 
Garrison Court-martial may be assembled for his trial at Sydney. 

The prisoner is now in Sydney. The witnesses are at Sydney. 

- I have, &c., 
GEO. J. AIREY, 

Major, Commdg. N.S.W.A. 

Charges submitted against No. 8 Sergeant Wm. H. Harris, New South Wales Artillery. 

1st charge—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military discipline, in having, at Sydney, 
New South Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, used threatening language towards Corporal and Actg.- 
Sergeant Henry Collett, N.S.W. Artillery, in substance and-to the effect following, that is to say:—" I will 
punch your head"; "you b***y  hypocrite" ; you b**y  fool." - 

2nd charge.—Having, on the 4th February, 1874, at Sydney, New South Wales, been drunk. 

3rd charge—Having, at Sydney, New South Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, whilst under arrest 
in the Artillery Barracks, Sydney, New South Wales, broken his arrest before he was set at liberty by 
propel' authority. 

4th charge—Insubordination in having, at Sydney, New South Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, 
disobeyed the lawful command of Battery-Sergeant Major Henry Green, N.S.W. Artillery, his superior 
officer, by refusing to give up the -keys belonging to the Sergeant's mess. 

5th charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military discipline in having, at Sydney, 
New South Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, wilfully assaulted Corporal and Actg.-Sergeant Henry 
Colleit, N.S.W. Artillery, he being at the time in command of the battery picquet on duty. 

6th charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military discipline in having, at Sydney, 
New South Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, resisted and offered violence to the picquet ordered to take 
him into confinement. 

MSDICAL OrFIcax's CRRTIFICATE. 
I certify that No. 8 Sergeant Win. H. Harris, New South Wales Artillery, is in a good state of health, and fit to undergo 
imprisonment, solitary or otherwise, and with or without hard labour; and that his present appearance and previous medical 
history both justify the belief that hard labour employment will neither be likely to originate nor to reproduce disease of any 
description. 

W. J. J. BEDFORD. 

SUMMARY 
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SUMMARY OP EvIDEcR. 

No. 5 Actinq Serqeant Collett, N. S. W. Artillery, states :—I was in the sergeant's mess at about 
1 o'clock p.m. on the 4th February, 1874, when Sergeant Harris commenced speaking to me about the 
canteen and after some conversation, Sergeant Harris told me in a very offensive manner that I was a 
"b***y hypocrite" and a "b****y  fool," and said he would "punch my head"; he then gave me a shove, 
and shoved me across the table; he was drunk at the time; I called the sergeant-major and reported the 
circumstances to him; I heard sergeant-major place Sergeant Harris under arrest; I went shortly after to 
the guard-room where I was on picquet, and saw Sergeant Harris outside the barracks in George-street, and 
knowing that he was in arrest I called to him to return to barracks; he looked round, and not returning, 
I called for a file of men and sent them after him; when the men got hold of him he commenced resisting 
them and wanted to fight; he broke away from them and ran at me, and endeavoured to strike me; the 
escort got hold of him again, and after a deal of resistance on his part we got him into the cell; after he 
had been in the cells about half an hour he said he wanted to go to the rear, and I took an escort to let him 
out; he resisted the escort again and broke away from them, ran at me and kicked me on the leg; after 
bringing him back again to the cells he said my wife was nothing but" a b***y  whoreto the sergeant-major 
since we have been in barracks," and called me "a white liver b*** r" several times; I had previously 
put handcuffs on him by order of the sergeant-major. 

.No. 4 Sergeant James Lanigan, states :—About 115 p.m. o'clock on the 4th February, 1874, I was 
present in the sergeant's mess when an altercation took place between Sergeant Harris and acting Sergeant 
Collett ;  Sergeant Harris called Sergeant Collett a "b****y  hypocrite" and a "b*** y  fool," and I also 
heard him say that he would "punch his head"; Sergeant Harris was drunk at the time; I afterwards saw 
him struggling violently with the escort in George-street; I heard the sergeant-major put him under 
arrest, and ordered him to give up the key of the mess, which he refused to do. 

No. 1 Battery Sergeant-major Henr, Green, N. S. W. Artillery, states :—On the 4th February, 1874, 
about 115 p.m. o'clock, acting Sergeant Collett came to me and reported Sergeant Harris for being drunk 
and calling him a "b***y  hypocrite" and a "b***y fool," and threatening to "punch his head"; I 
immediately went down to the sergeant's mess to see what was the matter; acting Sergeant Collett 
repeated the same again in the presence of Sergeant Harris; Sergeant Lanigan was present at the time 
and stated that he had heard the same; I then placed him under arrest, and I ordered him to give up the 
keys of the sergeant's mess; he refused to do so, and said "he would give them up to no man"; he was 
drunk at the time; I then reported the case to the commanding officer; on my returning to barracks 
from the Major's quarters, about 130 p.m., I saw Sergeant Harris going up the. hill from the barracks; 
I heard acting Sergeant Collett call Sergeant Harris back; he turned round, pulled his coat off, and ran at 
Sergeant Collett to strike him; Sergeant Collett stooped to avoid the blow, at the same time caught 
Wm by the leg and threw him down on his back; by this time I got Gunners Barrett, Mallon, and 

aywood out to assist Sergeant Collett; Sergeant Harris was very violent; I ordered him to be placed in 
the cells; the escort and non-commissioned oflicer of the picquet could do nothing with him until he was 
placed in irons; I told Sergeant Collett to take the irons off so soon as he became quiet; I then went 
and reported to Major Airey what had been done. 

.No. 14 Gunner .2lficlzael Mallon, N. S. W. Artillery, states :—I was on the gate-picquet on the 
4th February, 1874; about 120 p.m. I saw Sergeant Harris go out of barracks into George-street; just 
then Sergeant Collett, who was coming up to the guard-room, called Sergeant Harris back, and I, thinking 
that Sergeant Harris did not hear him, called him also; Sergeant Harris would not come back; Sergeant 
Collett then ordered me to go and fetch him back; I went up to Sergeant Harris and he pulled his coat 
off; Sergeant Collett in the meantime came into the street and Sergeant Harris went towards him as if to 
strike him, and Sergeant Collett threw him; I and Gunners Barrett and Haywood then took Sergeant 
Harris to the cell; while taking him he resisted the whole of the time and made use of the words "Collett 
—your wife is a whore to the sergeant-major" ;  we took him into the cell and locked him up. 

.ZTh. 30 Gunner Thomas Barrett, N. S. W. Artillery, states :—On the 4th February, 1874, shortly 
after dinner, I was called by Sergeant Collett to take Sergeant Harris, who was in George-street, back to 
barracks; I went and assisted to bring him in; he was very violent and excited, and resisted the escort 
very much; we brought him to the cells; he appeared to me as if he was diunk at the time. 

No. 48 Gunner William Haywooci, N. S. W. Artillery, states :—On the 4th February, 1874, shortly 
after dinner, I was called to take Sergeant Harris, who was in George-street, into barracks; I went and 
assisted to take him to the cells; he was violent and resisted the escort; he was so much excited I could 
not tell whether he was drunk or sober; I went with him to the cells and he was locked up; shortly after 
his being locked up I went with Sergeant Collett to give him a drink of water, when he called Sergeant 
Collett "a white-livered dog." 

JVh. 75 Gunner Jo1n Bullen, states :—I was on guard at Dawes' Battery on the 4th February, 1874; 
about 330 p.m. I went to the cell-door with Sergeant Collett to take Sergeant Harris to the rear; after 
the door was opened, Sergeant Harris made a rush at Sergeant Collett, and made a kick at him, and called 
him "a white-livered dog," and acted so violently that Sergeant Collett ordered him to be taken back to 
the cells, where I and Gunner Lynch took him; he resisted us all the time; he was in a very excited state; 
I could not say if it was from drink. 

No. 21 Gunner Lynelt, N. S. W. Artillery, states :—I was on guard at Dawes' Battery on the 4th February, 1874 ;  sometime between 3 and 4 p.m. o'clock I went to take Sergeant Harris from the cell 
to the rear; when going there Sergeant Harris abused Sergeant Collett and called him "a b****y  dog" or 
"damned dog," or some such words; Sergeant Collett ordered him to be taken back again to the cell, 
when he became violent, and we carried him back and locked him up. 

19 

RI.tK 



re 

4 

Rs.itx and name of the competent person to appear before the 
Court to prove former convictions, &c., in compliance with Major Airey, New South Wales Artillery. 
the War Office Circular, 772-23rd July, 1834. ) 

Return of Officers present and fit for duty at Head 
Description, Return, and Character of the Prisoner. Quarters (not including the immediate 

Commanding Officer.) 

-Service I 
Date of Present allowed Bacigee. I Enlistment. Age. to reckon. I  u 

General Character. ,. Names of the Field Officers and 
I 2 Captains. 

o 0 WithPay.I Without Pay. 
C? f 0 

-ood ...............................................1 2 Capt. Spalding on leave, which 
expires on 7th instant. 

EXTRACTS from the Court-martial Book of previous Convictions against No. New South Wales. 

1 

Punishment. 
Date Description Crimes. Sentenm, and by whom confirmed. 

Inflicted. Remitted. of Trial. of Court. 

Nil. 

EXTRICTS from the Defaulter's Book. 

[Date and Place of Crime. Crime. Punishments and ltemarko. 

Sydney. 
25 March, 1873..........Insubordinate conduct in theorderly-room ................ ............... ..... .Admonished. 
10 June, 1873 ..........Insubordinate language to Battery Sergeant-major Green, in saying your Severely reprimanded. 

are not fit for the position you hold. 
1 January, 1874 ...... .Absent from guard-mounting parade at 630 till 645 am. .................. .Admonished. 

LIEUT.-COLONEL RIchARDsoN to His EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR. 
Brigade Office, 

Sydney, 6 February, 1874. 
YOUR EXCELLENCY, 

N.S.W. I have the honor to request YOU will be pleased to sanction the assembly of a Garrison Court- 
Artillery, martial for the trial of the non-commissioned officer named in the margin, pursuant to the accompanying 

No. S Sergeant application from the Officer Commanding New South Wales Artillery. 
William Henry 
Earns. I have, &c., 

J. S. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-Col., 
Commandant. 

Approved.—H.R, 7/2/74. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 9 February, 1874. 

GARRISON AFTER-ORDER. 

UNDER the authority of His Excellency the Governor, bearing date 7th February, 1874, a Garrison Court-
martial will assemble at the Artillery Barracks, on Wednesday next, the 11th instant, immediately after 
morthng parade, for the trial of No. 8 Sergeant William Henry Harris, New South Wales Artillery-, and 
such other prisoners as may be brought before it. 

President: 
Captain W. W. SPALDING, NS.W. Artillery. 

Members: 
Lieut. LINDEMAN, N.S.W. Artillery. 
Lieut. RUSSELL, N.S.W. Artillery. 

Major A.irey, N.S.W. Artillery, will attend as prosecutor. 
By Command, 

W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 
Major of Brigade. 

Brigade 
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Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 10 February, 1874. 

GARRISON ORDERS. 
1. The trial of Sergeant Harris, N.S.W. Artillery, is postponed until further orders. 

By Command, 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 

Major of Brigade. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 16 February, 1874. 

GARRISON ORDER. 
THE Garrison Court-martial for the trial of No. 8 Sergeant William Henry Harris, N.S.W. Artillery, will 
assemble at the Artillery Barracks at 1030 a.m. on Wednesday next. 

Captain W. B. B. Christie, Major of Brigade, will be President, instead of Captain Spalding, 
N.S.W. Artillery. 

Captain Spalding, N.S.W. Artillery, will attend as prosecutor in place of Major Airey. 
Prisoner to be warned, and all evidence to attend. 

By Command, 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 

Major of Brigade. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 16 February, 1874. 

GARRISON AFTER ORDER. 
CAPTAIN Thomas Baynes, Brigade, Pay, and Quarter Master, will be a member of the Garrison Court 
martial, directed to assemble at the Artillery Barracks at 1030 a.m. on Wednesday next, in place of 
Lieutenant Lindeman, N.S.W. Artillery. 

JOHN S. RICHARDSON, 
Commandant. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 17 February, 1874. 

GARRISON ORDER. 
THE assembly of the Garrison Court-martial for the trial of No. 8 Sergeant William Henry Harris, 
N.S.W. Artillery, is postpoted till 10 a.m. on Thursday, the 19th instant. 

JOHN S. RICHARDSON, 
Commandant. 

A. 
PROCEEDINGS of a Garrison Court-martial, held at Sydney, New South Wales, on the 19th day of February, 

1874, by order of Lieutenant-Colonel John Soame Richardson, Commandant, bearing date the 9th, 
16th, and 17th days of February, 1874, and under the authority of His Excellency Sir Hercules 
George Robert Robinson, K.C.M. G., Governor and Commander-in-Chief, dated the 7th day of February, 
1874. 

President: 
Captain W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Major of Brigade. 

Members: 
Captain THo&s BARNES, Brigade, Pay, and Quarter-Master. 
Lieut. J. J. R. RUSSELL, N.S.W. Artillery. 

First day, at 1030 o'clock, the Court opens. 
No. 8 Sergeant William Henry Harris, N.S.W. Artillery, is brought prisoner before the Court. 
The order for convening the Court is read. 
The names of the President and Members are read over in the hearing of the prisoner, and they 

severally answer to their names. 
Question by the President to the prisoner: Do you object to be tried by me as President, or by any 

of the officers whose names you have heard read over P 
Answer: I object to you as President of this Court-martial on the ground that you have no relative 

rank in the Permanent Force of New South Wales. 
The Court is cleared. 

Decisio's: 
The Court by a majority of two-thirds disallow the objection. 
The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is read to the prisoner. 
The prisoner objects to Captain Baynes because he is senior in rank to the President. 
The Court is cleared. 

Decision: 
The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is read to the prisoner. 
The prisoner objects to Lieut. Russell, N.S.W. Artillery, on the ground that he is biased, and in 

support of his objection 
Calls 
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B 1. 
Calls upon Major Airey, N.S.W. Artillery. 

Question by the prisoner (2) : Did you tell Lieut. Russell that I was responsible to some extent for the 
agitation in the battery P 
Answer: I do not remember having told Lieut. Russell so. 

The prisoner calls upon Harris Levi Nelson, M.L.A. 
Question by the prisoner (3) : Did you table a motion in the House of Assembly, respecting the N.S.W. 
Artillery? 
Answer: I asked a question of the Colonial Secretary whether he was aware of great dissatisfaction 
existing in the N.S.W. Artillery, but I did not table a motion. 
Question 4: Have you ever seen me, or have you at any time received any letters from me? 
Answer: I never saw you to the best of my recollection, nor have I received any communication from you. 

The prisoner being asked if he wishes to call any additional evidence in support of his objections, 
eclines doing so ; but gives the following reasons for his objection :—I consider that Lieut. Russell, being 
one of the subordinate officers, must have been influenced by the officer commanding this battery, and by 
my supposed connection with the agitation lately existing in the battery. The prisoner declines producing 
further evidence or making further statements. 

The Court is cleared. 
Decision: 

The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is made known to the prisoner. 

 
The President and Members are duly sworn. 
The prisoner, No. 8 Sergeant William Henry Harris, New South Wales Artillery, is arraigned upon 

the following charges 
Charges: 

1st charge.—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military discipline, in having, at Sydney, New 
South Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, used threatening language towards Corporal and acting 
Sergeant Henry Collett, N.S.W. Artillery, in substance and to the effect following, that is to say: 
"I will punch your head, you b****y hypocrite, you b****y  fool." 

2nd charge.—Having, on the 4th February, 1874, at Sydney, New South Wales, been drunk. 
3rd charge.—Having, at Sydney, N.S. Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, whilst under arrest in the 
Artillery Barracks, Sydney, N.S. Wales, broken his arrest, before he was set at liberty by proper 
authority. 

4th charge—Insubordination, in having, at Sydney, N.S. Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, disobeyed 
the lawful command of Battery Sergeant-Major Henry Green, N.S. Wales Artillery, his superior 
officer, in refusing to give up the keys belonging to the Sergeants' mess. 

5th charge—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military discipline in having, at Sydney, N.S. 
Wales, on the 4th February, 1874, wilfully assaulted Corporal and acting Sergeant Henry Collett, 
N.S. Wales Artillery, he being at the time in command of the battery picquet, on duty. 

6th charge—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and military discipline, in having, at Sydney, New 
South Wales, on 4th February, 1874, resisted and offered violence to the picquet ordered to take 
him into confinement. 

 
Question (5) to prisoner: Are you guilty or not guilty of the charges against you which you have heard 
read? 
Answer: Not guilty. 

Prosecution: 

Captain Warner Spalding, New South Wales Artillery, appears as prosecutor, and proceeds to call 
witnesses. 

First witness for prosecution: No. 5 Corporal and Acting-Sergeant H. Collett, N.S.W.A., being duly 
sworn, is examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 6: Were you in the Sergeant's mess at Dawes' Battery on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I was. 
Question 7: Will you state to the Court whether the prisoner now before the Court, Sergeant W. H. 
Harris, N.S.W.A., was in the sergeant's mess, and at what time on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: He was; about 1 o'clock p.m. 
Question 8: Did you have any conversation with the prisoner? 
Answer: The prisoner spoke to me. 
Question 9: What did he say to you? 
Answer: He spoke to me about being in the canteen so long. 
Question 10: Did you answer him? 
Answer: I did, and said that I could not help it, as I was put in by the Major. 
Question 11: Did Sergeant Harris make any further remarks to you. 
Answer: He did, and said I was a b****y hypocrite, and a b****y fool, and he told me that he would punch 
my b****y  head. 
Question 12: Was the prisoner drunk or sober at the time? 
Answer: He was drunk. 
Question 13: Did you immediately report the matter or not? 
Answe': I did, and went and informed the sergeant-major. 
Question 14: What did the sergeant-major do? 
Answer: He came down into the sergeant's mess and placed Sergeant Harris under arrest. 
Question. 15: What period of time elapsed between the prisoner's using the language you have stated, to 
you, and his being placed in arrest? 
Answer: One or two minutes. 

0 

Question 16: Were you in the regimental guard-room, or near it, shortly after the prisoner was placed in 
arrest? . Answer 
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Answer: I was near the guard-room. 
Question 17: What duty were you then on? 
Answer: I was in charge of the regimental picquet acting as a guard. 
Question 18: Did you see the prisoner there; and, if so, where was he? 
Answer: I did, I saw him in George-street. - 
Question 19: Did you speak to the prisoner; and, if so, what did you say? 
Answer: I did; and called on the prisoner to return to the barracks? 
Question. 20: Why did you order the prisoner to return to the barracks? 
Answer: Because I heard the sergeant-major place him in arrest before this. 
Question 21: Did the prisoner obey your orders P 
Answer: He did not. 
Question 22: What did you then do? 
Answer: I called for a file of men, and sent them out to Sergeant Harris to bring him back to barracks. 
Question 23: When you called Sergeant Harris back did he take any notice of your order? 
Answer: lie did, by turning round. 
Question. 24: Do you consider he heard your order? 
Answer: I do. 
Question 25: Did the prisoner accompany the escort quietly, or did he offer any resistance? 
Answer: He did, by breaking away from the escort. 
Question 26: Where did he go, and what did he do? 
Answer: He made a run at me, and endeavoured to strike me; the escort then came up, and with great 
resistance I got the prisoner to the cells. 
Question 27: What time elapsed between the time the prisoner was placed in arrest and placed in the 
cells? 
Answer: About half-an hour. 
Question 28: By whose orders was he placed in the cells? 
Answer: I took him there on my own responsibility. 
Question. 29: How long on that occasion did the prisoner now before the Court remain in the cells? 

The prisoner objects to this question on the ground of irrelevancy: 
The prosecutor without argument withdraws the question objected to. 

Question 30: Did the prisoner send any message to you shortly after he was confined in the cell, and, if so, 
will you state what it was? 
Objection to question: The prisoner objects to this question on the ground of its being irrelevant. 

The prosecutor in answer to this objection taken by the prisoner, states that the question is relevant 
to the charges Nos. 5 and 6, inasmuch as he is charged with having assaulted Corporal and Acting-sergeant 
H. Collett, N.S.W.A., he being at the time in command .cf the battery picquet, and as he is in possession 
of evidence that tends to prove that this assault took place outside the cells, he desires to prove that the 
prisoner was taken out of the cells at his own request. 

The Court is cleared. 

Decision: 
The Court decide that the question is irrelevant. 
The Court re-opens and the above decision is read. 
The Court adjourn until 2 o'clock p.m. 
At 210 o'clock pin, the Court re-assemble pursuant to adjournment, all the members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 
Examination of No. 5 Corporal and Acting-sergeant Collett, N.S. Wales Artillery, is continued. 

Question by the prosecutor (31) : Did you, or did you not, in accordance with the prisoner's request, take an 
escort to the cells for the purpose of taking the prisoner to the rear half-an-hour or so after the prisoner 
had been confined? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 32: Did the prisoner now before the Court accompany the escort quietly, or did he resist? 
Answer: He did for about ten paces, when he resisted the escort by breaking away from them. 
Question 33: Where did he then go, and what did he do? 
Answer: He then made a race at me, and kicked me on the leg. 
Question 34: What then became of the prisoner? 
Answer: I then ordered the escort to take the prisoner back into the cells, and in taking him back to the 
cells he called me a white-livered b*5*r  several times. 

Objection by prisoner 

The prisoner takes objection to the relevancy of a portion of this answer. 
The Court is cleared for the purpose of considering the objection. 

Decision: 
The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is read to the prisoner. 

Cross-evasnined by the prisoner: 
Question 35: What took you into the sergeants' mess at that particular time? 
Answer: I went in to get a nobbler of brandy. 
Question 36: Is 1 o'clock your dinner hour? 
Answer: About a quarter to 1 o'clock p.m. 
Question 37: Where was I when you went into the mess? 
Answer: Sitting on the sideboard. 
Question 38: When did it occur to you that I was drunk? 
Answer: After you made use of the language you did towards me. 
Question 39: . 

The above question is expunged at prisoner's request, and the following substituted 
Question 40: If you considered me drunk why did you not report me at once? 
Answer: I reported you as soon as I took notice of your being drunk. Question 
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Question 41: Did you start the conversation you alluded to in your evidence? 
Answer: I did not start any conversation. 
Question 42: What time is the canteen usually closed after dinner? 
Answer: At about 1 o'clock p.m. 
Question 43: Did you not taunt me with the canteen being so long in your possession? 
Answer: I did not until you spoke to me. 
Question 44: Is it not your habit to go to dinner when you close the canteen? 
Answer: It is. 
Question 45: Did you not, when reporting me to the sergeant-major, say—" Come down at once; we have 
got Harris now"? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 46: In what part of George.street was I when you ordered me back? 
Answer: At the northern end of it. 
Question 47: What were your duties as a non-commissioned officer (sober) towards a non-commissioned 
officer supposed to be drunk? 
Answer: My duty was to report you to the senior non-commissioned officer. 
Question 48: What were the words you said to the sergeant-major when you reported me? 
Answer: I repeated to the sergeant-major the words you spoke to me. 
Question 49: Were you ever ejected from the sergeants' mess for disputing with other non-commissioned 
officers? 

Objection by prosecutor: 
The prosecutor objects to this question, on the ground of its being irrelevant. 
In reply, the prisoner states, that he is desirous of putting this question, with the view of proving 

the quarrelsome character of the witness. 
The Court is cleared. 

Decision: 
The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is read. 

Question 49: Were you ever ejected from the sergeants' mess for disputing with other non-commissioned 
officers? 
Answer: Not to my knowledge. 
Question 50: Were you not ejected from the sergeants' mess for calling a non-commissioned officer a mean 
man? 

Objection by prosecutor: 
The prosecutor objects to this 'question on the ground of its irrelevancy. 
In reply, the prisoner states that in consequence of the unsatisfactory answer given by the witness 

to a previous question, regarding his ejection from the sergeants' mess, he feels compelled to put this 
question, in order to get at the particular circumstances he desires to refer to. 

The Court is cleared. 
Decision: 

The Court disallows the objection. 
The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is read. 

Question 50: Were you not ejected from the sergeant's mess for calling a non-commissioned officer a 
mean man? 
Answer: I have no recollection of being ejected from the sergeant's mess; but I remember having called 
one of the non-commissioned officers a mean man. 
Question. 51: State the time and the manner in which I was placed under arrest? 
Answer: It was 1 o'clock p.m., or thereabouts; but as to the manner in which the prisoner was placed 
under arrest, I did not see his arrest. 
Question 52: How do you account for saying in your examination by the prosecutor that the sergeant- 
major came and placed me under arrest? 
Answer: I heard the sergeant-major make use of the words—" place him under arrest." 
Question 53: Where were you then? 
Answer: In the sergeants' mess. 
Question 54: Did you hear the sergeant-major say to me, "Go to your room a prisoner?" 
Answer: I cannot say whether he made use of those words or not, but I heard him say that he would 
place the prisoner now before the Court under arrest. 
Question 55: How do you account for saying, in answer to the prosecutor, that you, the witness, were 
near the regimental guard when I was placed under arrest? 
Answer: I do not remember saying that I was near the regimental guard-room when you were placed 
under arrest. 
Question 56: State the exact position I was in when you ordered me back to the barracks, and what o'clock 
was it? 
Answer: You were not far from the barracks at the time, being close to the railing in front of the men's 
quarters; the time was somewhere between 1 and 2 o'clock p.m. 
Question 57: On my coming back to the barracks did you, or did you not, throw me over? 
Answer: I did not throw you over; you fell over me. 

At 4 o'clock, the 19th day of February, the Court adjourn till 10 a.m. on the 20th day of February, 
1874. 

Second day: On the 20th day of February, 1874, at 1030 o'clock a.m., the Court re-assemble, 
pursuant to adjournment. Present, the same members as on the 19th February, 1874. 

No. 5 Corporal and Acting Sergeant H. Collett, N.S.W.A., re-appears in Court, and is further 
cross-examined by the prisoner, on his former oath. 
Question 58: What was your enact position when I fell over you? 
Answer: I was in a stooping position. 
Question 59: What made you stoop? 
Answer: To save myself from a blow. 
Question 60: What did you do after I fell over you? 
Answer: I ordered the escort to take you to the cells. 

Question 
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Question 61: Is it not your duty to avoid supposed drunken men? 
Answer: If it was possible for me to avoid them it is. 
Question 62: In what way did I resist the escort? 
Answer: By trying to break away from them. 
Question 63: Describe to the Court when, where, and how you first put me in irons; and by whose order? 
Answer: In the cells, about half-past 1 o'clock p.m., with the assistance of the picquet, I put them on 
your hands, with your hands behind your back; I did this on my own responsibility. 
Question 64: Was I forced to lay on my stomach while the irons were placed on me? 
Answer: You were. 
Question 65: Where was I at the time you say I kicked you on the leg? 
Answer: You were in between the escort when they were taking you to the rear; you broke away from 
the escort, and made a rush at me. 
Question 66: State your position in reference to me when the kick was supposed to have been given by me? 
Answer: I was standing in rear of the escort, as they were marching to the rear. 
Question, 67: Did you shut the wooden shutter which admits the air, and by whose orders did you do so? 
Answer: I did, and on my own responsibility, as regards the shutter of the cells. 
Question. 68: What means of ventilation do the cells possess? 
Answer: I believe there are five holes in the walls of the cell. 
Question 69: I-low large are these holes, and what kind of roof is there on the cell? 
Answer: I cannot say exactly how large they are, but I should think about an inch in diameter; I believe 
the roof is made of zinc, with boards underneath the zinc. 
Question 70: Did I have a fit? 
Answer: I believe you had. 
Question 71: Were the offensive words uttered by me in a loud tone of voice or not? 
Answer: Yes, they were. 
Question 72: Have you been speaking to anyone about the trial since last afternoon? 
Answer: I have not. 

Be-e.cramined by the prosecutor: 
Question 73: Did you, or did you not, hear Sergeant-major Green, N.S.W.A., place the prisoner now 
before the Court in arrest, at or about 1 o'clock p.m., on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I heard the sergeant-major say he would place the prisoner under arrest. 
Question 74: To whom was the sergeant-major speaking? 
Answer: I believe he spoke to Sergeant Harris. 
Question 75: How long a period elapsed between the time the prisoner was placed in arrest, and the time 
you saw him outside the barracks in George-street? 
Answer: It may have been about 12 minutes. 
Question 76: You state in your examination that you stooped down to avoid a blow ;—who made the blow 
at you? 
Answer: Sergeant Harris, the prisoner now before the Court. 
Question 77: What caused you to place the prisoner in irons? 
Answer: Because he used such violence. 
Question 78: Why was the prisoner placed on his stothach when theirons were put on? 
Answer: Because they could not be put on, he, the prisoner, being in a standing position at the time. 
Question 70: Did the prisoner allow the irons to be put on quietly, or did he resist? 
Answer: He resisted. 
Question 80: Why did you shut the shutter of the cell window? 
Answer: Because the prisoner was at the cell window, where he was making use of improper language 
towards my wife. 
Question 81: Did you report to any one that you found it necessary to place the irons on the prisoner? 
Answer: I did not, because the sergeant-major was there to see them put on. 
Question 82: State to the Court what, in your opinion, caused the prisoner to have a fit? 

Objection, by prisoner: 
The prisoner objects to this question, on the ground of the witness, Sergeant Collett, N.S.W.A., 

not being a medical man, and so not qualified to give an opinion as to having a fit. 
In reply the prosecutor states that he does not seek the witness' opinion as a medical man, but as a 

witness who had seen the prisoner shortly before he had the supposed fit. 
The Court is cleared. 

Decision 
The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court re-opens, and the abpve decision is read. 

Question 82: State to the Court what, in your opinion, caused the prisoner to have a fit? 
Answer: I cannot form an opinion. 

.Ezarnined by the Court: 
Question 83: Did the prisoner assault the picquet in any other manner than by attempting to break away 
from them? 
Answer: Not to my knowledge. 
Question 84: Before you placed the prisoner in the cell did you inquire if there was an officer in barracks, 
or report the circumstance to an officer, or a non-commissioned officer senior to yourself? 
Answer: I did not. 

The witness withdraws. 
Second witness for prosecution.—No. 108 Gunner John Colbourne, N.S.W.A., being duly sworn is 

examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 11 prosecutor (85): Were ydu in the Sergeants' mess, Dawes' Battery, Sydney, N.S.Wales, at or 
about 1 o'clock p.m., on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: Yes, I was. 
Question 86: Was Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A., the prisoner now before the Court, also there? 
Answer: He was. 

517—B Question 
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Question 87: Did you see Acting Sergeant Collett, N.S.W.A., come into the sergeants' mess-room? 
Answer: Yes, I did. 
Question 88: Did the prisoner now before the Court make any remark to Acting Sergeant Collett; and, 
if so, what was it? 
Answer: Yes; he said to Sergeant Collett, "You must consider yourself a clever fellow." 
Question 89: What reply did Acting Sergeant Collett make? 
Answer: He did not consider himself a clever fellow he said, but was as clever as some people. 
Question 90: Did the prisoner now before Court say anything more; and, if so, what was it? 
Answer: He said he considered him a damned fool. 
Question 91: To whom did Sergeant Harris allude? 
Answer: To Acting Sergeant Collett. 
Question 92: What did Acting Sergeant Collett do? 
Answer: He called the attention of Sergeant Lanigan, who was in the sergeants' mess-room at the time, 
to what Sergeant Harris had said. 
Question 93: What did Acting Sergeant Collett do after that? 
Answer: I do not know, for Sergeant Lanigan told me to go for Sergeant-major Green. 
Question 94: When and where did you next see the prisoner? 
Answer: Outside the guard-room door about ten miuutes after I had seen him in the sergeants' mess- 
room. 
Question 95: What was the prisoner doing? 
Answer: He was then a prisoner under the guard. 
Question 96: Was he resisting the picquet or not? 
Answer: Yes, he was. 
Question 97: Did he 'break away from the picquet? 
Answer: Not to my knowledge. 
Question 98: Who were the men who had hold of the prisoner? 
Answer: I do not know all of them; but Mallon was one. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 
Question 99: When you first saw me was I drunk or sober? 
Answer: You were sober. 
Question 100: What did Sergeant.  Collett come into the mess for? 
Answer: For a bottle of lemonade, which you gave him. 
Question 101: If any other expressions were uttered, would you not have heard them? 
Answer: Yes, I should. 

At 1 o'clock the Court adjourned until 145 o'clock the 20th February, 1874. 
The Court re-assemble pursuant to adjournment, all the members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 
Cross-examination of No. 106 Gunner John Colbourne, N.S.W.A.., is continued. 

Question 102: Where was Sergeant Lanigan at the time, and what was he doing? 
Answer: He was on the sofa in the sergeants' mess-room, reading. 
Question 103: Was Sergeant Collett excited or not? 
Answer: No. 
Question 104: How did you know that I was a prisoner in charge of the guard? 
Answer: By seeing an escort with you. 
Question 105: Did you hear me placed under arrest; if so, describe how such arrest was made? 
Answer: I did not hear you placed under arrest. 
Question 106: How was I resisting the picquet, and did I seem to be excited on account of the violence 
I was subjected to? 
Answer: You were resisting the picquet, and seemed very much excited. 
Question 107: Was I treated with violence? 
Answer: I cannot say if you were. 
Question. 108: Am I generally of an equal temper, quiet, and inoffensive? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question 109: Is the sergeant caterer responsible to the commanding officer for the amount of money 
representing the stock of the mess? 
Answer: I am not aware of it. 

The prosecutor declines to re-examine this witness. 

Examined by the Court: 
Question 110: Did you, at any time during the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874, observe that the 
prisoner now before the Court,—Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A.,—was drunk? 
Answer : I did not. 

The witness withdraws. 
Third witness for the prosecution—No. 4, Sergeant James Lanigan, N.S.W.A., being duly sworn, 

is examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 111: Were you in the sergeant's mess-room at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, New South Wales, at or 
about 1 o'clock p.m. on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I was. 
Question 112: Who else were present? 
Answer: Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A., Acting Sergeant Collett, and Gunner Colbourne. 
Question 113: Did you hear the prisoner now before the Court make use of any improper language towards 
Acting Sergeant Collett, N.S.W.A.? 
Answer: Yes; he called him a damned hypocrite, and a b***y fool, and threatened to punch his head. 
Question 114: What did Acting Sergeant Collett then do? 
Answer: He left the mess shortly afterwards. I cannot say for certain, but I imagined that he called my 
attention to the language used by Sergeant Harris. 

Question 
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Question 115: What state was the prisoner then in? 
Answer: He was drunk. 
Question 116: Did you hear Battery Sergeant-major Green, N.S.W.A., place the prisoner under arrest? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 117: State, as near as you can, the words used by the sergeant-major in placing Sergeant Harris 
under arrest? 
Answer: The sergeant-major said, as nearly as I can recollect—" Well, I can do nothing in it; you will 
have to consider yourself a prisoner." 
Question 118: Did you hear the sergeant-major give the prisoner any order, and, if so, what was it? 
Answer: I heard the sergeant-major order him to give up the keys belonging to the sergeant's mess. 
Question 119: Did Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A., give up the key, or did he refuse to do so? 
Answer: He did not give up the key, and he refused to do so. 
Question 120: When and where did you next see the prisoner? 
Answer: In George-street, opposite the barracks. 
Question. 121: How long was this after the prisoner was placed under arrest? 
Answer: Some few minutes. 
Question 122: What was the prisoner doing? 
Answer: iResisting and struggling with some gunners of the N.S.W. Artillery. 
Question 123: Was the prisoner using violence towards these men? - 
Answer: I cannot particularize any act of violence more than he was struggling with them. 
Question 124: Were not these men a portion of regimental picquet? 
Answer: I did not notice. 
Question 125: State their names? 
Answer: I cannot recall their names. 
Question 126: Name any one of them? 
Answer: Gunner Mallon was one I recollect, but I do not remember the others. 
Question 127: What was done with the prisoner? 
Answer: He was brought into barracks. 
Question 128: Where was he taken to? 
Answer: I cannot say. 
Question 129: Did you see the prisoner again during the afternoon; and, if so, where and at what time? 
Answer: I did; outside the 'cell door, at about 3 o'clock p.m. 
Question 130: Was any one with the prisoner? 
Answer: Yes; Sergeant Collett, Gunners Lynch and Bullen. 
Question 131 : What were they doing? 
Answer: Struggling with Sergeant Harris. 
Question 132: Was not Acting Sergeant Collett in charge of the regimental picquet? 
Answer: I believe so; I cannot say of my own knowledge. 
Question 133: Were not the men you saw the prisoner now before the Court struggling with, a portion of 
the battery picquet? 
Answer: They were a portion of the battery guard, I think. 

Cross-exce.mined by the prisoner: 
Question 134: State what part of the mess-room you were in, how engaged, and whether being so engaged 
you could hear or see everything? 
Answer: I was lying on a sofa opposite the door, reading the paper; while reading I could not see or hear 
everything. 
Question 135: Were you not so engaged with the newspaper and sofa that you have but a dim recollection 
of this affair? 
Answer: I was not so engaged as to prevent my having a good recollection of the affair? 
Question 136: Who commenced the conversation, and what was the nature of it? 
Answer: I cannot say who commenced the conversation, but I heard something said about mining and 
canteen affairs. 
Question 137: Was Sergeant Collett excited when he came into the mess? 
Answer: I did not notice Sergeant Collett coming into the mess. 
Question 138: Do you think Gunner Colbourne could hear the words said to have been spoken by me? 
Answer: I should think he could. 
Question 139: How do you know I was drunk? 
Answer: By your manner, both to myself and the sergeant-major, also your conduct to the picquet who 
brought you into barracks. 
Question 140: What were the words I used on my refusing to give up the keys of the sergeant's mess? 
Answer: As well as I can recollect, you said, "I refuse to give up the keys, as I am responsible for the 
liquors used in the mess." 
Question 141: Did not the sergeant-major say to me, "Consider yourself a prisoner; go to your room"? 
Answer: No, he did not use those exact words; I have already stated the words he did use. 
Question 142: Is the sergeant caterer responsible to the commanding officer for the amount of money' 
representing the stock of the mess? ' 
Answer: Under ordinary circumstances, yes. 
Question 143: Have you not, as well as myself, been a loser in regard to our monthly accounts in the 
sergeant's mess? 
Answer: Yes; on each occasion of my being the caterer I have been a loser; but I do not know anything 
about your being a loser beyond your telling me so. 
Question 144: Did not my losses told to you corroborate the fact of your loss? 

Objection to and withdrawal of question.. 

The prosecutor objects to this question on the ground of its irrelevancy, on which the prisoner 
withdraws it without argument. 
Question 145: Am I not usually of a quiet and inoffensive disposition? 
Answer: Yes, as far as I can judge. Question. 
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Question 146: Where were you when you saw me in George street? 
Answer: Standing at the main door entrance to the barracks. 
Question 147: How many men was I struggling with? 
Answer: Three or four. 
Question 148: How was I brought into barracks, and by whom? 
Answer; By force, by gunners of the N.S.W. Artillery, but I cannot name any, except Gunner Mallon. 
Question. 149: Where were you when you saw me the third time? 
Answer: Standing in the lower back verandah of the barracks. 

Adjournment: 

At 4 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourn until 10 am, on the 21st February, 1874. 

Third day: 

On the 21st February, 1874, at 1020 o'clock, the Court re-assemble pursuant to adjournment. 
Present—the same members as on the 20th February, 1874. 

The trial is proceeded with. 
Cross-examination of No. 4 Sergeant James Lanigan, N.S.W. Artillery, is continued. 

Question 150: Did you forcibly eject Sergeant Collett, N.S.W.A., from the mess-room at any time? 
Answer: Never. 
Question. 151: Did you ever strike Acting-Sergeant Collett for his calling you a mean man? 

Objection by prosecutor: 
The prosecutor objects to this question on the ground of its being irrelevant. 
The prisoner, in reply to this objection, states that an answer to this question is necessary to enable 

him to prove the quarrel—some disposition of Acting Sergeant Collett. 
The Court is cleared. 

Decision: 
The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court is reopened, and the above decision is read. 

Question 151: Did you ever strike Acting Sergeant Collett for his calling you a mean man? 

Objection by witness 

The witness submits that this question tends to criminate himself. 
The Court is cleared. 

Decision 

The Court decide that the question cannot be put to this witness. 
The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is read. 

Question 152: Do you not know that Acting Sergeant Collett is untruthful? 
Answer: I can give no particular instance of his being untruthful. 
Question 153: Have you ever had occasion to find fault with his untruthfulness? 
Answer: Sergeant Collett and I had a dispute about a money matter, but I cannot say there was any act 
of untruthfulness in the matter on his part. 
Question 154: Have you ever said that you would not believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his oath? 
Answer: I cannot recall those exact words, but I admit I may have said those words in a jest. 

The prosecutor declines to re-examine. 

.Eccamin.ed by the Court: 

Question 155: Did you see Sergeant Collett assaulted on the 4th February, 1874; and, if so, by whom? 
Answer: I saw Sergeant Harris shove Acting Sergeant Collett, N.S.W.A., in the mess-room. 
Question 156: Why did you not place the prisoner under arrest in the mess-room, as you have stated he 
was drunk? 
Answer: Because I did not notice Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A., as ,being drunk, until the quarrel between 
him and Acting Sergeant Collett took place; and as the battery sergeant-major was then about being 
brought in question, I thought it as well to leave the matter until he came; I spoke to Sergeant Harris 
about the impropriety of his conduct. 
Correction: Upon the above evidence being read over to the witness, he points out that he would wish to 
add the words "if not otherwise employed," to the reply he gave to the question whether Gunner Colbourne 
could hear the words said to have been spoken by the prisoner; and as to his reply to the question where 
the prisoner was the third time, he wishes to explain that the verandah he has mentioned was outside his 
own room, which faces towards Darling Harbour." 

The witness withdraws. 
Fourth witness for the prosecution.—No. 1 Battery Sergeant-major Henry Green, N.S.W.A., being 

duly sworn, is examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 157: Did Sergeant Collett, N.S.W.A,, make a report to you about Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A., 
the prisoner now before the Court, shortly after 1 o'clock p.m., on the 4th February, 1874, at Dawes' 
Battery, Sydney, N.S.W.? 
Aciswer: Yes. 
Question 158: Where were you then? 
Answer: In my quarters under the verandah. 
Question 159: What was the report? 
Answer: He stated he had been in the sergeants' mess to get a nobbler of brandy, and that Sergeant 
Harris had called him a b****y  hypocrite and a b***iy  fool; he also reported that the prisoner had said 
he would like to punch his head, or would punch his head. 
Question 160: What did you do after receiving Sergeant Collett's report? 
Answer: I went down to the sergeants' mess to see what was the matter. 
Question 161: 'What occurred there? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett then repeated the same language as he had reported to me in my 
quarters; Sergeant Lanigan was present at the time, and he stated he had heard the same. I then told. 
Sergeant Harris that I could do nothing in it, and to consider himself under arrest. Question 
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Question 162 : Give the exact words you used to the prisoner when you placed him under arrest? 
Answer: I told him to consider himself under arrest for making use of the lahguage alluded to and being 
drunk. 
Question 163 : Did you give the prisoner now before the Court auy order; and, if so, what was it? 
Answer: I left the room first, and afterwards returned; I met the prisoner coming out of the door and 
asked him to give me the keys of the sergeants' mess. 
Question 164 : Did Sergeant Harris obey that order P 
Answer: No; and said he would give them up to no man. I afterwards asked him in presence of Sergeant 
Lanigan to give up the keys, and he again refused to do so. 
Question 165: What state was the prisoner then in? 
Answer: He was drunk. 
Question 166: Did you report that you had placed the prisoner in arrest; and, if so, to whom P 
Answer: Yes; to my commanding ocer. 
Question 167: How long was it after you had placed the prisoner in arrest that you reported the circum- 
stance to his commanding officer? 
Answer: Immediately. 
Question 168: When and where did you next see the prisoner? 
Answer: On my returning from the commanding officer I saw the prisoner now before the Court outside 
the barracks, going up the hill. 
Question 169: Had the prisoner leave to absent himself from Dawes' Point Barracks? 
Answer: Not to my knowledge. 
Question 170: Should you not have known if the prisoner had been given permission to leave the barracks? 
Answer: It would most likely have been reported to me. 
Question 171: How long was it after you had placed the prisoner in arrest, that you saw him outside the 
barracks? 
Answer: About a quarter of an hour. 
Question 172: When you placed the prisoner now before the Court in arrest did you, or did you not, 
order him to go to any barrack room and remain there? 
Answer: I said go to your own room, No. 6, as.the.re  is no other room for you to go to. 
Question 173: When you saw the prisoner outside the barracks did you hear any one call out to him; and, 
if so, who was it? 
Answer: I heard Acting Sergeant Collett call out to Sergeant Harris to come back. 
Question 174: Where was Acting Sergeant Collett, and on what duty was he ? 
Answer: He was standing outside the barrack-gate on picquet duty. 
Question 175: Was Acting Sergeant Collett in charge of the picquet? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question 176: Did the prisoner obey Acting Sergeant Collett's orders? 
Answer: No. 
Question 177: Do you believe theprisoner heard Sergeant Collett's order? 
Answer: I cannot say. 
Question 178: How far was the prisoner from Acting Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: As near as I can guess, I should say about 40 yards. 
Question 179: Did Acting Sergeant Collett call out loudly or not? 
Answer: He did call out loudly. 
Question 180: When the prisoner did not return what was done? 
Answer: I told Acting Sergeant Collett to send a file of men up after him. 
Question 181: Were the men sent? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett sent Gunner Mallon. 
Question 182 : What did the prisoner do when he saw Gunner Mallon coming towards him? 
Answer: Before Gunner Mallon reached him the prisoner turned round and pulled off his coat, and ran 
towards Acting Sergeant Collett to strike him; Acting Sergeant Collett then stooped down to avoid the 
blow, and seized the prisoner by the leg, and threw him on his back. 
Question 183: Had you given any orders while this occurred? 
Answer: I gave orders to Gunners Haywood, Barrett, and Tait, to assist Acting Sergeant Collett and 
Gunner Mallon to bring the prisoner to barracks. 
Question 184: What did they do? 
Answer: They placed him in the cells: 
Question 185 : Did the prisoner go quietly with the picquet, or did he resirt? 
Answer: He resisted. 
Question 186: Did he offer violence to any of the picquet? 
Answer: He did. 
Question 187: When the prisoner now before the Court was placed in the cells did he remain there 
quietly P 

Objection by prisoner: 

The prisoner objects to this question on the ground of its being irrelevant. 
In reply, the prosecutor states that the prisoner in his cross-examination of a former witness, has 

brought before the Court the fact that he was placed in irons, and has also endeavoured to shew the Court 
that the witness who ordered him to be placed in irons bears ill feeling to him; he considers it therefore his 
duty to show that it was found absolutely necessary to place the irons on the prisoner. 

The Court is cleared. 

Decision: 

The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is read to the prisoner. 

Question 187: When the prisoner now before the Court was placed in the cell did he remain there 
quietly? . 
Answer: No. 
Question 188: What was done to keep the prisoner quiet? 

Answer: 

29 
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Answer: I ordered the non-commissioned officer in charge of the picquet to place the irons on Sergeant 
Harris until he became quiet. 
Question 189: Do you consider that for the safe custody of the prisoner it was necessary he should be 
placed in irons? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question, 190: Did you report to the commanding officer that the prisoner now before the Court had been 
placed in irons; and, if so, when? 
Answer: I reported it immediately after he was placed in the cell. 
Question 191: When and where did you next see the prisoner? 
Answer: Between 2 and 3 o'clock p.m., outside the guard-room, on the road leading to the cell. 
Question 192: What was he doing? 
Answer: They were trying to take him down to the rear; he was still very violent and they took him back 
to the cell again. 
Question 193: Who were the men that had hold of the prisoner? 
Answer: Gunners Lynch, Bullen,—I cannot remember the others. 
Question 194: Would you believe what Acting Sergeant Collett stated on his oath? 
Answer: I know of no reason to disbelieve him. 

At 1 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourned until 145 o'clock p.m. of the same day. 
The Court re-assembled pursuant to adjournment, all the members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 
Question. 195: Do you know whether Gunner Colbourne was present in the sergeants' mess? 
Answer: He was not there when I went into the sergeants' mess. 
Question 196: Who told you I was drunk? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett reported you as being drunk when he came to me. 
Question 197: Before you left the mess how had you satisfied yourself that I was drunk? 
Answer: By your appearance and talk. 
Question 198: Have you not said that you would have passed me as not being drunk? 
Answer: Yes, had I not had any conversation with you. 
Question 199: What conversation had you with me? 
Answer: When I first went into the mess I asked you what was all this about, and you replied you did 
not know what all this was about. 
Question 200: Is not something more than you say necessary before a non-commissioned officer is declared 
drunk? 
Answer: The only thing I have to go by is the personal appearance of a man. 
Question 201: State my appearance. 
Answer: You had a strange appearance about the eyes, and your talk was strange. 
Question 202 : Did I not use these words to you,—" I am responsible for the liquors in the mess, and I will 
not give up the keys until I see the Major"? 
Answer: You did not. 
Question 203: State to the Court the manner in which a non-commissioned officer is placed under arrest? 
Answer : The party placing a non-commissioned officer in arrest merely states to the non-commissioned 
officer,—" Consider yourself under arrest," and if he has A room in barracks he goes there; but in your 
case, you being a married man and living out of barracks, there was no room you could be sent to, except 
the men's room of your sub-division. 
Question 204: Did you not say to me,—" Go to your room a prisoner," and what o'clock was it when you 
said so? 
Answer: I never said to you, " Go to your room a prisoner." 
Question 205: Did you or any other non-commissioned officer see me into the room indicated ? 
Answer: No. 
Question 206: Are prisoners usually confined to one room and not allowed to leave? 
Answer: It depends on whether they are placed in close arrest or not. 
Question 207: Did you inform Sergeant Collett that I was under arrest, or had he heard you put me under 
arrest; and, if so, where? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett was in the mess-room when I put you under arrest; but I cannot say 
whether he heard me. 
Question 208: Is it not usual to have two witnesses to the fact of putting a non-commissioned officer 
under arrest? 
Answer: The standing orders of Artillery state that when a non-commissioned officer is confined for being 
drunk, the officer or non-commissioned officer so confining him shall send for two senior non-commissioned 
officers of the battery to which he belongs, to give evidence against him. 
Question 209: Was this done in this instance ; if so, name the non-commissioned officers ? 
Answer: I considered myself and Sergeant Laingan sufficient. 
Question 210: Why was not Sergeant M'Bride, the senior non-commissioned officer, sent for? 
Answer: Because I did not think it was necessary. 
Question 211: Describe to the Court where you were when Acting Sergeant Collett ordered me back, and 
whether you were in a position to see and hear everything? 
Answer: I was just outside the main gate in George-street, returning from the Major's quarters, and I 
was in a position to see and hear everything. 
Question 212: Did you not say that I was 40 yards away from the barracks? 
Answer: I have stated that you were 40 yards away from the main gate. 
Question 213: Have you been speaking to anyone about this trial? 
Answer: No. 
Question 214: Have you not spoken to Gunner Mallon since the Court was last cleared about the trial? 
Answer: I might have done, but I cannot say what about. 
Question 215 : Did you not ask him something about distance and Sergeant Collett stooping down? 
Answer: I asked him about the distance, which he said the same as myself, viz.-40 yards—I did not ask 
him about Acting Sergeant Collett stooping down. 

Question 
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Question 216: How many men had got hold of me, and describe the manner in which I was brought in a 
prisoner? 
Answer: Four men had hold of you when you were brought through the gate; there was such a scuffle that 
I could not tell exactly the manner, but I think it was with two men on each arm and one behind; at the 
time I was looking towards the barracks to ascertain who threw a basin from the window, and my attention 
therefore was diverted. 
Question 217: Where was Acting Sergeant Collett at this time? 
Answer: Behind the prisoner and escort I believe. 
Question 218: How do you account for saying that I was struggling with the escort when your attention 
was distracted with the barracks? 
Answer: I was watching both as near as I could. 
Question 219: State the manner of my struggling with the escort? 
Answer: )(on were kicking and knocking about. 
Question 220: Was I not thrown violently on the ground by Acting Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: Not that I am aware of; Acting Sergeant Collett stooped to avoid the blow, and seized you by 
the leg and threw you down. 
Question 221: Where were you then? 
Answer: I was inside the gate, under the barrack window. 
Question 222: When and how were the irons placed on me, and did you superintend putting them on? 
Answer: The irons were placed on you in the cell; I was there when they were put on your hands—with 
your hands behind your back. 
Question 223: Describe to the Court how a man could be taken to the rear with irons on, as they were 
placed on me? 
Answer: A man could be taken very well to the rear, and the irons taken off when he got there, which I 
believe was intended to be done, but you were so violent that it could not be done. 
Question 224: Have you ever said that Acting Sergeant Collett was one of three liars in the battery? 
Answer: I believe I have, but I think it was done more by way of joke. 

Be-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 225: Had you any doubt about the prisoner now before the Court being drunk when you placed 
him in arrest? 
Answer: None. 
Question 226: You state that you saw Acting Sergeant Collett stoop to avoid a blow; who was it that 
endeavoured to strike him? 
Answer: The prisoner now before the Court. 

Examined by the Court: 
Question 227: Are your quarters in barracks near the sergeants' mess-room? 
Answer : My quarters.are on the floor above the sergeants' mess-room. 

Upon the above evidence being read over to the witness,— 
He points out that the reply he gave to the question as to whether he had spoken to any one about 

this trial is incorrect, as he may have spoken to people inside or outside the barracks. 
Cross-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 228: Have you not spoken to any of the witnesses for the prosecution other than Gunner 
Malldn? 
Answer: Not that I am aware of. 

The prosecutor declines to re-examine. 
The witness withdraws. 
At 4 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourned until 10 o'clock n.m. on the 23rd day of February, 1874. 

Fourth daiy: 
On'the 23rd day of February, 1874, at 1020 o'clock am., the Court re-assemble, pursuant to 

adjournment. Present, the same members as on the 21st day of February, 1874. 
The trial is proceeded with. 
.Ffth witness for the prosecution.—Major G. John Airey, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly sworn, is 

examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 229: Did you see the prisoner now before the Court during the afternoon of the 4th February, 

1874, at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, New South Wales? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question 230: Where was the prisoner, and what was he doing? 
Answer: The first time I saw him he was struggling with the escort, near the guard-room, on the path 
leading down to the stables; the second time I saw him he was in the cells. 
Question 231: Was he resisting the picket or not the first time you saw him? 
Answer: I cannot say whether it was the picket. He was resisting two or three men who had hold of him. 
Question 232: Give the names of the men or any of them? 
Answer:. Gunner Lynch was one; I did not notice who the others were. 
Question 233 : Was the prisoner now before the Court drunk or sober? 
Answer: He was drunk. 
Question 234: After the prisoner was placed in arrest did you give him leave to quit the barracks on the 
4th February, 1874? 
Answer: No. 
Question 235: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on oath? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question 236: Is it a standing order of the N.S.W. . Artillery that when a non-commissioned officer is 
placed in arrest, charged with being drunk, the two senior non-commissioned officers in barracks should 
be sent for to see the prisoner placed in arrest? 
Answer: No. As near as I can recollect, I issued an order that when any non-commissioned officer or. 
gunner was confined for being drunk, if there was any doubt about it the two senior non-commissioned 
officers in barracks should be sent for to see him. 

Cross- 
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Cross-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 237: What time was it the sergeant-major made his report to you, and what words did he use 
in making such report? 
Answer: It was between 1 and 2 o'clock p.m. when he first reported; as near as I can recollect the words 
were,—" I have had to place Sergeant Harris under arrest for being drunk, and using abusive language 
towards Acting Sergeant CUett." 
Question 238: Did not the sergeant-major say to you that Acting Sergeant Collett had rported me for 
being drunk? 
Answer: I do not think he did. 
Question 239: Are you positive that he did not use those words? 
Answer: No, I am not positive. 
Question 240: What are the standing orders of the Royal Artillery in reference to placing a non-commis- 
sioned officer under arrest for being drunk? 

Objection by prosecutor—The prosecutor objects to this question on the ground of its being 

irrelevant. 
In reply the prisoner points out that this Force being subject to the Mutiny Act and Articles of 

War; and the standing orders of the Royal Artillery are frequently read out at the head of the battery, 
and as any divergence from such standing orders is punished in the N.S.W. Artillery, he begs leave to 
press the question. 

The Court is cleared. 
Decision: 

The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court is re-opened and the above decision is read. 

Question 240: What are the standing orders of the Royal Artillery in reference to placing a non-commis- 
sioned officer under arrest for being drunk? 
Answer: In reply, Major Airey reads from the book of itanding orders of the Royal Artillery the order 
in question, which he states directs that the two senior non-commissioned officers of the battery shall be 
sent for when a non-commissioned officer is confined for being drunk. These standing orders guide the 
battery unless a special order is given by the commanding officer. 
Question 241: Have non-commissioned officers or gunners been punished by you for breaking the standing 
orders of the Royal Artillery? 
Answer: I believe they have. 
Question 242: Have the standing orders of the Royal Artillery been read at the head of the battery? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question 243: How should a non-commissioned officer be placed in arrest? 
Answer: There are various ways of placing a non-commissioned officer under arrest; he may be told to 
consider himself under arrest, or he may be ordered to his room. 
Question 244: Have you inquired whether I was sent to any particular room after being placed in arrest? 

Answer: I have not so inquired. 
Question 245: State to the Court the standing order of the Royal Artillery in reference to this? 

Answer: I know of no order on that subject, contained in the standing orders. 
Question 246: Is the book you have been refreshing your memory with the latest issue? 

Answer: To the best of my belief, it is. 
Question 247: Did you give authority to put me in irons; and, if so, how and when? 

Answer: No. 
Question 248: By your presence at the time do you justify the violence used towards me? 

Answer: At the time I saw you I considered such violence towards you necessary. 
Question 249: Have you usually an office-sitting at 130 o'clock p.m.-.-and for what purpose is such 

sitting held? 
Answer: At * to 2 o'clock p.m., and when the service necessitates it, I Vometimes see prisoners at that 

hour. 
Question 250: What time elapsed from my confinement until you saw me at the office? 

Answer: About twenty-four hours. 
Question 251: Is it not usual to keep a man charged with drunkenness forty-eight hours before his 
being brought before his commanding officer? 
Answer: No; twenty-four hours is the usual time. 
Question 252: Is it not a usual practice in this battery? 
Answer: No, and never has been. 
Question 253: Are not prisoners usually kept over twenty-four hours—those confined for drunkenness I 

mean? 
Answer objected to by prosecutor: 

The prosecutor objects to this question on the ground of its irrelevancy. 
In reply the prisoner points out that to prove that prisoners charged with drunkenness are never 

dealt with until they have been in confinement for more than twenty-four hours is a material part of his 
case, and on these grounds he considers it necessary to submit this question. 

The Court is cleared. 
Decision: 

The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court is re-open, and the above decision is read. 

Question 254: Are not prisoners usually kept over twenty-four hours—those confined for drunkenness I 

mean? 
Answer: Sometimes they are. 
Question 255: Did not the sergeant-major say before you at the office that he would have passed me for 

not being drunk? 
Answer: As far as I can recollect, I think he said that when he went into the sergeant's mess first and 
saw you, he would have passed you for not being drunk; he added afterwards that by your subsequent 
conduct he saw you were drunk. 
Question 256: Are you positive he did not use those words without any addition? 
Answer: Yes, I am positive. 

Be-examined 
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Be-examined by the prosecutor: 

Question 256: Was it not reported to yout or about 130 o'clock p.m, 4th February, 1874, that it had 
been found necessary, in order to restrain the prisoner's violent conduct, to place the irons on him? 
Answer: It was reported to me, but I think a little later than that, between 130 o'clock p.m., and 2 
o'clock p.m. 
Question 257: Did you then, or shortly afterwards, give any orders on the subject; and, if so, what were 
they? 
Answer: Yes; I gave orders for the irons to be taken off when the prisoner was quiet, and then ordered 
him to be placed in close arrest in Sergeant Griffiths' room. 

.Examined by the Court: 
Question 258: Is Sergeant Lanigan or Sergeant M'Bride the senior? 
Answer: Sergeant M'Bride. 

Upon the above evidence being read over to the witness,— 
He points out that in the answer he gave to the question in reference to the standing order of the 

N.S. W. Artillery as to non-commissioned officers charged with drunkenness, he was in error in stating that 
the order he alluded to referred to non-commissioned officers ; it referred to gunners only. 

The prisoner declines to cross-examine. 
The prosecutor declines to re-examine. 
The witness withdraws. 
Sixth witness for the prosecution.—No. 14 Gunner Michael Mallon, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 

sworn,- is examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 259: Were you one of the battery picket on the 4th February, 1874, at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, 
New South Wales? 
Answer: .1 was. - 
Question 260: Who was in charge of the picket? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett, N.S.W. Artillery. 
Question 261: Were you on duty at the barrack gate at or about 115 o'clock p.m. on the same day? 
Answer: I was. - 
Question 262: Did you see the prisoner leave the barracks about that time? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 263: Where did he go? 
Answer: He went up George-street. 
Question 264: What occurred then? 
-Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett came up from the direction of the canteen, and called out to Sergeant 
Harris to come back, and I called to Sergeant Harris that Acting Sergeant Collett wanted him; he walked 
on as if he appeared not to hear me; Acting Sergeant Collett then came up, and told me to fetch Sergeant 
Harris back; at this time Sergeant-major Green was coming out of the gate, near the officers' mess-room; 
he ordered Acting Sergeant Collett to turn out a file of the picket or guard; at this time I was walking up to 
Sergeant Harris ; the sergeant-major and Acting Sergeant Collett were standing in George-street at the 
time; when I got up to Sergeant Harris I told him to stop; he did stop, and took off his coat, and ran 
down towards Acting Sergeant Collett; he seemed to be in an excited state at the time, and had his hand 
reached out towards Acting Sergeant Collett;  Acting Sergeant Collett wralked up towards Sergeant Harris 
about two paces, and ducked his head between Sergeant Harris's legs, and threw him over his (Sergeant 
Collett's) back; I then caught hold of Sergeant Harris by his two arms, and Gunners Haywood and 
Barrett coming up at the time we took him to the cells; we locked him (Sergeant Harris) in the cell, and 
left him there. - 
Question. 265: Do you believe that the prisoner heard either Acting Sergeant Collett or yourself call him 
back? 
Answer: I do believe that he must have heard me call out to him. 

At 1 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourned until 145 o'clock p.m. the same day. 
TheCourt re-assembled pursuant to adjournment, all the members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 

Question.266: Why did Acting Sergeant Collett stoop down when Sergeant Harris ran towards him? 
Answer: I do not know. 
Question 267: Did the prisoner attempt to strike Acting Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: He did attempt to strike him. 
Question 268: Did the prisoner resist the picket, or did he go quietly? - 
Answer: He resisted. 
Question 269: In what way did he resist? 
Answer: By trying to get away from them. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 270: Which way did I come out of the barracks, and did I speak to you? 
Answer: You came out of the front door of the barracks, and did speak to me. 
Question 271: What did I say to you on going out of the gate, and was I then sober? 
Answer: You said, when I asked you whether you were going home, that you were going to see the 
Major, or to the Major; you were sober. 
Question 272: How far up George-street had I got when you called out? 
Answer: About 40 yards from my post. 
Question 273: How many men accompanied you to bring me back, and what were their names? 
Answer: There were Gunners Haywood, Barrett, and Tait, and others I do not remember. 
Question 274: Was I thrown violently, and did my head come in contact with the flags. 
Answer: You were thrown violently, and your head did come in contact with the flags. 
Question 275: Did I strike Acting Sergeant Collett, or not? 
Answer: You did -not. 
Question 276: Did you see me dragged by the heels when in irons, and what time was it? 
Answer: I did not see you dragged by the heels. 

517—C Question. 
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Question 277: Did you see Acting Sergeant Collett close the shutter of the cells? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 278: Was I then making use of bad language? 
Answer: Yes, you were. 

Be-eccamined by the prosecutor: 
Question 279: When you saw the prisoner now before the Court leave the barracks do you consider he 
was fit for duty? 
Answer: I do. 
Question 280: How did Acting Sergeant Collett escape being struck by the prisoner? 
Answer: By ducking down his head. 
Question 281: Did the prisoner now before the Court appear to be injured by the fall on the pavement? 
Answer: He did not. 
Question 282: Why was the prisoner placed in irons when taken to the cell'? 
Answer: I do not know. 
Question 283: Did not the prisoner endeavour to get out of the cell? 

The prisoner objects to this question on the ground of the prosecutor not being authorized to 
re-examine on matters other than those touched upon in the cross-examination. 

In reply the prosecutor states, that the prisoner has alluded to his having been dragged by the 
heels when in irons in his cross-examination, and that he therefore considers himself entitled to put this 
question. 

The Court is cleared. 
The Court allow the objection. 
The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is read. 

Question 284: Why did Acting Sergeant Collett close the shutter of the cell? 
Answer: I do not know. 
Question 285: Was not the prisoner calling out of the window insulting language towards Acting Sergeant 
Collett? 
Answer: Not that I can recollect; he called it out of the door. 

Examined by the Court: 
Question 286: Was unnecessary violence used towards the prisoner in your opinion? 
Answer: I do not think so, with the exception of closing the window. 
Question 287: Was Acting Sergeant Collett in such a position as to be obliged to defend himself by 
throwing Sergeant Harris? 
Answer: I do consider that he was in such a position. 

The witness withdraws. 
Seventh witness for the prosecution.—No. 30 Gunner Thomas Barrett, N.S.W. A rtilJery, being duly 

sworn, is examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 288: On the 4th February, 1874, shortly after 1 o'clock p.m., were you not ordered by Acting 
Sergeant Collett to assist to bring the prisoner into the barracks, Sydney, N.S.W. P 
Answer: I was. 
Question 289: Where was the prisoner when you first saw him, and what was he doing? 
Answer: I was sitting on a bench under the verandah of the guard-room, when Sergeant Harris passed 
out of the gate. 
Question 290: Where was he when you next saw him? 
Answer: About 20 or 30 yards up George-street. 
Question 291: Did you hear any one call out to the prisoner;. if so, what did they say? 
Answer: I heard Acting Sergeant Collett call out "Sergeant Harris." 
Question 292: Did the prisoner take any notice of this? 
Answer: I do not know whether he heard or not, but he took no notice. 
Question 293: What occurred then? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett called out to me, "Go after that man"; I did not go at first, but on the 
order being repeated I went after Sergeant Harris, and on reaching him I with other men seized hold of 
him, and assisted the escort to take him to the cells. 
Question 294: What duty was Acting Sergeant Collett then on? 
Answer: I cannot swear, but I believe he was on picquet. 
Question 295: Did you see the prisoner strike, or attempt to strike, Acting Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: I did not see the prisoner strike him, or .attempt to strike him. 
Question 296: What caused Acting Sergeant Collett to stoop down? 
Answer: I do not know. 
Question 297: Where was the prisoner when you seized hold of him? 
Answer: About 20 or 30 yards from the barrack-gate. 
Question 298: If the prisoner had struck Acting Sergeant Collett, should you have seen him do so? 
Answer: Yes, I should. 
Question 299: If he had attempted to strike Acting Sergeant Collett, must you have seen the attempt? 
Answer: No, I will not swear to it. 
Question. 300: Did the prisoner now before the Court go quietly with you and the rest of the picquet, or 
did he resist violently? 
Answer: He resisted violently. 
Question 301: Was the prisoner drunk or sober when taken to the cell? 
Answer: He was in my opinion drunk. 
Question 302: Was the prisoner quiet when put in the cell, or was he still violent? 
Answer: He was violent when we were putting him in the cell, but I left immediately afterwards. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 
Question 303: Where was Acting Sergeant Collett when I was seized by you and the remainder of the 
escort? 
Answer: lie was within a yard of you. 

Question 



19 

Question 304: Was I thrown by Acting Sergeant Collett prior to your acting as escort or after? 
Answer: I did not see you thrown at all, but it must have been during the time I was acting as escort 
Question 305: Did I break away from the escort when you were with it? 
Answer: Yes, you did; but you did not go more than a pace. 
Question 306: Did you see me put in irons?. 
Answer: I did; I assisted to put them on. 
Question 307: Am I not of a quiet and inoffensive disposition? 
Answer: You are. 

Be-ea7am4ned by the prosecutor: 

Question 308: Do you consider that it was necessary to have placed the irons on the prisoner now before 
the Court? 
Answer: In the statein which the prisoner was at the time I consider it was necessary. 

Ezamined by the Court: 

Question 309: Was any unnecessary violence used towards the prisoner? 
Answer: I think there was not. 

The witness withdraws. 
At 4 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourn until 10 o'clock a.m., on the 24th day of February, 1874. 

Fifth Day. 

On the 24th day of February, 1874, at 10 o'clock, the Court re-assemble, pursuant to adjournment. 
Present—the same Members as on the 23rd day of February, 1874. 
The trial is proceeded with. 
Eighth witness for the prosecution--No. 48 Gunner Wm. Haywood, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 

sworn, is examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 310: At Dawes' Battery, Sydney; New South Wales, at or about 115 o'clock p.m. on the 
4th of February, 1874, were you ordered to bring the prisoner into barracks? 
Answer: I was. 
Question 311: Who ordered you to bring the prisoner now before the Court in? 
Answer: Sergeant Griffiths, N.S.W. Artillery. 
Question 312: When you first saw the prisonel where was he and what was he. doing? 
Answer: He was out in Georgestreet, and three or four of the men had hold of him. 
Question 313: Did you assist to bring the prisoner into barracks; if so, what was done with him? 
Answer: Yes; I assisted to bring him to the cells to which he was placed. 
Question 314: Did the prisoner go quietly with the picquet, or did he resist violently? 
Answer: He was violent. 
Question 315: Was the prisoner drunk or sobr when placed in the cell? 
Answer: The prisoner was so excited that I cannot swear whether he was drunk or sober. 
Question 316: Was the prisoner quiet or not when placed in the cell? 
Answer: He was rather noisy when we first got him into the cell. 
Question 317: What was then done with the prisoner? 
Answer: The handcuffs were then placed on the prisoner. 
Question 318: Do you consider that it was necessary to have placed the irons on the prisoner? 
Answer: I do not. 
Question 319: After the prisoner was left in the cell when did you next see him? 
Answer: About 10 minutes or a quarter of an hour afterwards, when I was called to give him a drink of 
water. 
Question 320: What occurred then? 
Answer: The prisoner called Acting Sergeant Collett a white-livered dog. 

Gross-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 321: How many men altogether had hold of me? 
Answer: I will not swear whether it was four or five men. 
Question 322: Were you in such a position that if I had struck Acting Sergeant Collett, or offered to 
strike him, you would have seen it? 
Answer: I was. 
Question 323 : Did I strike, or offer to strike, Acting Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: Not that I saw. 
Question 324: State to the Court distinctly whether I was drunk or sober the second time that you saw 
me? 
Answer: The second time I saw you I should say that you were sober. 
Question 325: Did I then appear suffering from want of air? 
Answer: You did. 
Question 326: Did I remain quiet after being placed in the cell? 
Answer: Yes, I never heard any more noise. 
Question 327: How long are prisoners under confinement for being drunk before being brought before 
the commanding officer? 
Answer: Twenty-four hours I think, but I am not certain about it. 
Question 328: Supposing a man is confined for being drunk at tattoo roll call, when is he brought before 
the commanding officer? 
Answer: He is not brought before the commanding officer the following morning; the time I do not 
know. 
Question 329: Do you consider Acting Sergeant Collett truthful? 
Answer: I do not. . 

Be-exanzined 
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Be-excmine by the prosecutor: 
Question 330: Is it not possible that the prisoner now before the Court made a blow at Acting Sergeant 
Collett before you saw him in the street? 
Answer: Yes, he might have done so before I saw him. 
Question 331: Was not the prisoner now before the Court still excited when you saw him the second time? 
Answer: He was not. 
Question 332: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on oath? 
Answer: Yes, I should. 

.Examined by the Court: 
Question 333: Do you consider that unnecessary violence was used towards the prisoner? 
Answer: I do. 

The witness withdraws. 
Einth witness for the prosecution.—No. 21 Gunner Henry Howard Lynch, N.S.W. Artillery, being 

duly sworn, is examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 334: Were you one of the guard at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, N.S. Wales, on the 4th February, 
1874? 
Answer: I was. 
Question 335: Who was in command of the guard? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett, N.S.W. Artillery. 
Question 336: Were you ordered by Acting Sergt. Collett to assist to escort the prisoner to the rear, and 
if so about what time? 
Answer : I was—between the hours of 2 and 3 o'clock p.m. 
Question 337: Name the other men of the escort? 
Answer: Gunner Bullen was one; the others I do not remember. 
Question 338: Did or did not the prisoner now before the Court refuse to have the handcuffs taken off 
him when a non-commissioned officer offered to remove them? 
Answer : No, not to my recollection. 
Question 339 : Did the prisoner go quietly with the escort to the rear? 
Answer: No; he went as far as the corner of the barracks; some conversation then took place between 
the prisoner and Acting Sergeant Collett; the prisoner was then ordered back by Acting Sergeant Collett 
to the cell ; the prisoner went a portion of the way back quietly; the prisoner then stopped; and we took 
hold of him to get him back to the cell, and during this time he was resisting slightly. 
Question 340: State in what way the prisoner resisted? 
Answer: He struggled with us. 
Question 341: What was the conversation that took place between Acting Sergeant Collett and the 
prisoner now before the Court? 

Objection by prisoner: 
The prisoner objects to this question on the ground of its being irrelevant, and not being referred 

to in any of the charges brought against him. 
In reply the prosecutor states that although the words referred to are not a portion of the charges, 

still they are a part of the chain of evidence. 
The Court is cleared. 

Decision 
The Court disallow the objection. 
The Court is re-opened and the above decision is read. 

Question 342: What was the conservation that took place between Acting Sergeant Collett and the 
prisoner now before the Court? 
Answer: I cannot remember. 
Question 343: At the time of this conversation did or did not the prisoner attempt to kick Acting 
Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: I did not see him. 
Question 344: Was the prisoner excited at the time he was outside the cell? 
Answer: He was. 
Question 345: Was the prisoner drunk or sober? 
Answer: I should say he was sober. 
Question 346: Was the prisoner fit for duty? 
Answer: He was. 

Gross-examined by the prisoner: 
Question 347: Was I taken to the rear, and do you know as a matter of fact that I had to make water 
down my trousers? 
Answer: You were not taken to the rear; and I do not know anything about the other. 
Question 348: Had I a fit; and do you attribute that to the want of air? 
Answer: I believe you had a fit, and I do attribute it to the want of air. 
Question 349: Supposing a man to be confined for being drunk at 12 o'clock noon, what time would such 
prisoner be brought before the commanding officer ? 
Answer: Forty-eight hours, according to the rule of the battery. 
Question 350; Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his oath? 
Answer: I would. 
Question. 351: State distinctly whether you regard Acting Sergeant Collett as being truthful? 
Answer: I do so regard him. 

Be-exansined by the prosecutor: 
Question 352: How do you know that it is a battery rule, that forty-eight hours must elapse before a 
man charged with being drunk is taken before his commanding officer? 
Answer: I have seen instances, but it is not invariably the rule. 
Question 353: Are you positive that it is not the order that twenty-four hours mustelapse before a man 
charged with being drunk is brought before his commanding officer? 
Answer: I believe that is the order, or the second morning he has been confined for being drunk. 

Exansined 
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Ewanbined by the Court: 

Question 354: Conidering all the circumstances of this case, do you consider that the prisoner now 
before the Court was treated with unnecessary violence? 
Answer: I do. 
Question 355: In what way? 
Answer: By his being kept in irons. 
Question 356: When were the irons taken off the prisoner? 
Answer: I cannot say. 

Upon the above evidence being read over to the witness,— 
'Uorreetion)—He poihts out that he was in error in making the reply he did as to what time 

would elapse before a prisoner, confined for drunkenness, would be brought before his commanding officer; 
he should have replied, the second morning after be had been confined. 

The witness withdraws. 

Tenth wit'ness for the prosecution—No. 75 Gunner John Bullen, N.S. Wales Artillery, being duly 
sworn, is examined by the prosecutor 
Question 357: Were you one of the guard at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, N.S. Wales, on the afternoon of 
the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I was. 
Question 358: Who was in charge of the guard? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett, N.S.W.A. 
Question 359: Were you ordered by Acting Sergeant Collett to go as one of the escort sent to take the 
prisoner, now before the Court, to the rear? 
Answer: I was. 
Question 360: Name the men of the escort? 
Answer: Gunner Lynch and. myself. 
Question 361: Who was the non-commissioned officer in charge of the escort? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett. 
Question 362: Was there no other non-commissioned officer with the escort? 
Answer: 1 think Bombardier Washer; I am not certain. 
Question 363: About what time was this? 
Answer: About 3 o'clock p.m., or shortly afterwards. 
Question 361: State what occurred when the cell-door was opened? 
Answer: When the cell-door was opened I saw Sergeant Harris handcuffed, with his hands behind his 
back; we then took him out of the cell and brought him as far as the guard-room; he said some words to 
Acting Sergeant Collett, calling him a white-li vered dog, or some words to that effect; Acting Sergeant 
Collett then ordered him back to the cell; we brought him back to the cell and locked him, up. 
Question 365: Did you or did you not see the prisoner, now before the Court, make a kick at Acting 
Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: I saw him make a kick, not at Acting Sergeant Collett but at Gunner Lynch. 
Question 366: Was the prisoner excited at the time? 
Answer: He was greatly excited. 
Question 367: What caused the prisoner now before the Court to be excited? 
Answer: I cannot say. 
Question 368: Did you hear a non-commissioned officer offer to take the handcuffs off the prisoner; and 
if so, when; and was it about the time the prisoner was being taken to the rear? 
Answer: I heard Acting Sergeant Collett give an order to Gunner Lewis to take the handcuffs off the 
prisoner shortly before he was taken to the rear. 
Question 369: Were the handcuffs taken off, and, if not, state the reason? 
Answer: I was outside when Gunner Lewis went into the cell, and do not know what occurred. 
Question 370: Why did Acting Sergeant Collett order the prisoner back to the cell 
Answer: Because he used abusive language towards him, and made a rush and tried to get away. 
Question 371: In what direction did the prisoner rush? 
Answer: He made a rush at the people standing round, but I do not know in what direction. 
Question 372 : Was Acting Sergeant Collett standing in the direction the prisoner rushed? 
Answer: I cannot say. 
Question 313: When the prisoner was ordered back to the cell did he go quietly with the picket, or did lie 
resist violently. 
Answer: He resisted, but not violently. 

Coss-ewum.ined by the prisoner: - 
question, 374: Had the escort started with me to the rear with the irons on? 
Answer: Yes, it did. 
Question 375: State distinctly whether I was drunk or sober? 
Answer: You were greatly excited, but I cannot say whether you were drunk or sober. 
Question 376: Do you mean I was excited by the treatment I was subjected to, or through drink? 
Answer: I cannot say. 
Question 377: Do you know that I made water down my trousers, and did I complain to you of the agony 
I was in? 
Answer: You did make water down your trousers, and did complain of the agony you were in. 

At 1 o'clock the Court adjourned until 145 o'clock p.m. of the same day. 
The Court re-assembled pursuant to adjournment, all the members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 

Question 378: Had I a fit; and, if so, do you think that such fit was caused by the want of air, the heat 
of the cell, and the irons hurting me? 
Answer: You had, I do so consider. 
Question 379: Are you positive that Gunner Lewis went into the cell to take the irons off me, and was 
Gunner Lewis one of the picket? 
Answer: I am positive he went into the cell to take the irons off you, and he was one of the guard. 

Question 
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Question 380: Supposing a man is confined for being drunk at 930 o'clock in the morning, state distinctly 
the time that such prisoner is taken before the commanding officer? 
Answer: He is taken before the commanding officer at 030 am. on the second morning after he was 
confined? 
Question 381: Did you remonstrate with Acting Sergeant Collett for shutting the window of the cell, and 
was I quiet when you put me back in the cell. 
Answer: I told Acting Sergeant Collett that the cell was rather hot, and I opened the window myself— 
you were quiet when I put you back into the cell. 
Question 382: Do you regard Acting Sergeant Collett as being truthful? 
Answer: He never told me any lies. 
Question 383: How long was I confined in the cell altogether, and does the sun strike the cell in the 
afternoon? 
Answer: I should say you were confined for about six or seven hours. The sun plays very hot on the cell. 
Question 384: Did you hear the charges read upon this Court-martial. 
Answer: No. 

Be-exa'mined by the prosecutor: 
Question 385: State the symptoms of the prisoner when in the supposed fit? 
Answer: He seemed to be like a man in a hysterical fit. 
Question 386: Did the prisoner call out immediately before falling into the fit? 
Answer: No, he did not, he kicked at the door. 
Question 387: Did he scream when he fell into the fit? 
Answer: He did not scream; he made the same sort of noise a man would in hysterics. 
Question 388: Was the cell-window left open after you opened it? 
Answer: It was. 
Question 389: Was the sun on the cell on the afternoon the prisoner was confined in it? 
Answer: It was. 
Question 390: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his oath? 
Answer: I would. 

Examined by the Court: 
Question. 391: Do you consider that unnecessary violence was used towards the prisoner? 
Answer: I do. 
Question 392: In what way? 
Answer: In handcuffing him with his hands behind his back, and in keeping him in a close cell. 

The witness withdraws. 

Eleventh witness for the prosecution.—No. 88 Acting Bombardier Robert George, N.S.W. Artillery, 
being duly sworn, and the charges read to him, he having been absent when the charges were previously 
read in Court, is examined by the prosecutor. 
Question 303: Were you one of the guard at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, New South Wales, on the afternoon 
of the 4th of February, 1874. 
Answer: I was. 
Question 394: Who was in charge of the guard? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett, N.S.W.A. 
Question 395: Did Acting Sergeant Collett order you to go with an escort to the cell at or about 3 o'clock 
p.m., and take the prisoner to the rear? 
Answer: He did. 
Question 396: Who were the men of the escort? 
Answer: Gunners Bullen, Lynch, and Lewis; there may have been-another. 
Question 397: Did you see the prisoner was there, handcuffed, when you opened the cell-door? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 308: Did you offer to take the handcuffs off the prisoner; and, if so, when? 
Answer: I did offer to take them off; I said if it was necessary that they should be taken off I had orders 
to do so. The prisoner said he would not have them off unless by the Major's special order, as they ought 
not to have been put on him. This was in the cell, just before taking him to the rear, about 3 o'clock, or 
some time afterwards. 
Question 309: State what occurred when the prisoner came out of the cell? 
Answer: We took him out of the cell with the handcuffs on him, and went towards the rear; when we got 
as far as the guard-room he saw Acting Sergeant Collett, and tried to get at him by breaking away from 
the escort; the men caught hold of him, and tried to keep him back; Acting Sergeant Collett was standing 
close by, and the prisoner attempted to kick him. Acting Sergeant Collett ordered me to take him back 
to the cell, which I did. 
Question 400: Did the prisoner before the Court say anything to Acting Sergeant Collett; and, if so, what 
was it? 
Answer: i[e did; he said, "You b****y  dog, Co1ltt; my time will come yet." 
Question 401: Was the prisoner excited? 
Answer: He was. 
Question 402: What caused the prisoner to be excited? 
Answer: I cannot say for certain. 
Question 403: What do you think was the cause? 
Answer: I cannot say what was the cause of his excitement. 
Question 404: Did the prisoner go back to the cell quietly, or did he resist violently? 
Answer: He did, but not violently. 
Question 405: Did you see the prisoner the worse for liquor at any time during the day; and, if so, when? 
Answer: I cannot say the prisoner was the worse for liquor, but I thought so while I was sitting at my 
dinner, about 1 o'clock. 
Question 406: Did he seem to you at that time fit for duty? 
Answer: He did. 
Question 407: What is the order as regards prisoners confined for being drunk—being taken before their 
commanding officer—the interval of time I mean?  
Answer: About 24 hours, I think. Question 
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Question 408: Do you consider a man who is the worse for liquor fit for duty? 
Answer: It depends on how much he has had. 
Question 409: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his oath? 
Answer: I would. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 410: Did you see me take anything to drink that morning? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 411: Have you ever said that if you saw a man drink a glass of beer if it was left for you to 
decide you would say that he was drunk? 
Answer: I have said in that case I would not syear either way. 
Question 412: Suppose a man was confined for drunkenness at 1130 a.m., when would such a prisoner be 
brought before the commanding officer? 
Answer: About 930 a.in. on the following morning, I think. 
Question 413: Did you not propose to take me to the rear with the irons on? 
Answer: Yes, but you refused to have them off. 
Question 414: Am I not of a quiet and inoffensive disposition? 
Answer To the best of my belief you always have been, except on that occasion. 
Question 415: Was the sun striking the cell on this afternoon, and inform the Court whether or not I 
complained to you about the heat, and the shutter being closed? - 
Answer: The sun was striking the cell, and you did complain, and asked me to open the shutter; I reported 
to Acting Sergeant Collett, and it was opened by his orders. 
Question 416: Was the prisoner quiet then? 
Answer: Yes. 

Question 417: Have you ever had occasion to doubt Acting Sergeant Collett's word? 
Answer: He never told me an untruth personally, but I have heard it spoken about. 

- Be-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 418: Cannot a man confined for drunkenness at 930 am, one day be brought before his com- 
manding officer at 145 o'clock p.m. the next day, that is to say, if the Doctor has marked him fit? 
Answer: I never knew of, an instance. 

Examined by the Court: 

Question 419: In your opinion was the prisoner treated with violence beyond what his own conduct 
necessitated? 
Answer: He was not. 
Question 420: When were the irons taken off the prisoner? 
Answer: In the course of the afternoon, when the prisoner was under the influence of a fit. 

The witness withdraws. 
Twelfth witness for- the prosecution-_Lieutenant George Lindeman, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 

sworn, is examined by the prosecutor,— 
Question 421: Did you see the prisoner now before the Court during the afternoon of the 4th February, 
1874, at Dawes' Battery, Sydney, New South Wales? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 422: Where was the prisoner, and what was he doing? 
Answer: He was about half way between the cell and the guard-room resisting the escort. 
Question 423: What time was it when you saw the prisoner? 
Answer: Between 2 and 3 o'clock p.m. on that day. 
Question 424: Can you mention the names of any of the men of the picket? 
Answer: No. 
Question 425: Was the prisoner then drunk or sober? 
Answer: He was drunk. 
Question 426: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on oath? 
.Answer: Yes. 
Question 427: What time must elapse after a man is confined for being drunk, and his being brought 
before his commanding officer? 
Answer: 24 hours. 
Question 428: Was there any unnecessary violence used tOwards the prisoner while he was under• your 
observation? 
Answer: None whatever. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 429: Did you think I was drunk from resisting the escort, or did you take a closer inspection to 
satisfy your mind? 
Answer: I did not think you drunk from resisting the escort, but from your manner. 
Question 430: When will a man confined for being drunk at 1230 p.m. be brought before the commanding 
officer? 
Answer: As far as I know, a quarter to 2 o'clock p.m. the following day. 
Question 431: Did you see me strike Acting Sergeant Collett, or offer to strike him? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 432: Am I not generally of a quiet and inoffensive disposition? 
Answer: As far as I know you are. 

Be-examined by the prosecutor: 

Question 433: Had you any doubt about the prisoner now before the Court being drunk? 
Answer: None whatever. 
Question 434: Could not the prisoner have struck Acting Sergeant Collett before you saw him? 
Answer: I cannot say. 

The witness withdraws. 
At 4 o'clock the Court adjourn until 10 o'clock a.m. on the 25th February, 1874. 
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,Sixth (lay. 

On the 25th day of February, 1874, at 1015 o'clock am., the Court re-assemble, pursuant to 
adjournment. Present—the same members as on the 24th February, 1874. 

The trial is proceeded with. 
Thirteenth witness for the prosecution.—Assistant Surgeon Wm. iames G. Bedford, Permanent 

Military Force, being duly sworn, is examined by the prosecutor. 

Question 435: What time did you see the prisoner on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: In the afternoon, between 5 and 6 o'clock p.m. 
Question 436: Where was he then? 
Answer: In the cell, near the stable of the Artillery Barracks. 
Question 437: In what town and colony? 
Answer: Sydney, New South Wales. 
Question 438: What state was the prisoner now before the Court in? 
Answer: He was recovering from drunkenness, and in an excited state. 
Question 439: Was the prisoner fit for duty when you saw him in the cell? 
Answer: No. 
Question 440: Do you consider that when the cell shutter is shut that the cell is sufficiently ventilated 
when one prisoner is confined therein? 
Answer: I do. 
Question 441: Did the prisoner, now before the Court, complain to you that he had been injured by a fall 
he had received? 
Answer: He did not. 
Question 442: Will you inform the Court what is the battery order as regards the commanding officer 
seeing prisoners confined for being drunk? 
Answer: They are confined in the guardreom for twenty-four hours. 
Question 444: Is it not necessary that you should mark on the crime "fit" before they are taken before 
the commanding officer? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question 445: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on oath? 
Answer: Certainly. 

Gross-examined by the prisoner: 

At this stage of the proceedings, the prisoner now before the Court, states his desire to be hand-
cuffed in Court, with the view of obtaining the medical officer's opinion as to whether from his make he 
is not very liable to be injured by handcuffs being placed on him. 

The Court is cleared. 
The Court decide that the prisoner may ask the question as to his being particularly liable to his 

being injuriously affected by placing the handcuffs on him, and that A ssistant Surgeon Bedford be invited, 
by actual demonstration, to see whether such is the case. 

The Court is reopened and the above decision is read. 
Question 446: Are not my wrists larger than usual in a man of my build and size, and are not my arms, 
in proportion to the length of the upper part of my trunk, shorter than is usual with men of my build and 
size P 
Answer: In my opinion no, in both cases. 
Question 447: Do you not think that a man with wrists like mine, and taking into constderation the 
squareness and width of my shoulders, and the length of my arms, that for a man to be kept in irons under 
such conditions it would cause him to be in pain? 
Answer: it would be painful for anybody.It would not be more painful for you more than any one else, 
but it would depend on the time you were in irons, and your quietness. 
Question 448: Have you ascertained how long I was kept in irons? 
Answer: No, I have not. You were not in irons when I saw you. 
Question 449: Would the fact of my being in irons for a long time have affected your judgment in this 
case, as to whether I was suffering from the effects of drink, or the pain I was in, through the irons being 
on me? 
Answer: You told me when I sawyou that you had been in irons, and I took that fact into consideration. 
Question 450: Did you know if the irons had been placed on me with my hands behind my back? 
Answer: Yes, you told me that ,it the same time. 
Question 451: Did any one inform you that I was drunk or riotous before you came into the cell? 
Answer: I do not recollect. I was sent for to the Victoria Barracks, and took a cab, and went straight 
to the cells. 
Question 452: Did you not see Major Airey, and did he not speak to you about me before you came to 
the cell? 
Answer: I did not; I saw Major Airey after I had seen you in the cell. 
Question 453: Should not a man, with arms in proportion to his size, be able to touch his toes—a soldier 
I mean? 
Answer: Not always; it depends on what exercise he has gone through, but if a soldier is well drilled by 
setting-up drill, he ought to be able to do so. 
Question 454: Why could not a soldier touch his toes supposing him to be well drilled? 
Answer: He might be stiff in the back, stiff in the hip joints, or weak in the knee joints, or he might be 
too short in the arms. 
Question 456: Would you condemn the shutting of the cell-window with the sun striking on it, and have 
you examined the cell,—if so, state to the Court the result of your examination? 
Answer: No, I would not condemn the shutting of the window. I have examined the cell, and find it 
well ventilated for one prisoner, but not fit to be occupied in wet weather; I believe the roof is of 
galvanized-iron, and wood underneath. 
Question 457: Do you not think that violent exertion of the body, pain through irons so placed on me, 
unhealthy action of the heart, irritation, and closeness of the atmosphere, acting upon a temperament like 
mine, would cause similar symptoms to those you observed in my case? 
Answer: Yes, symptoms somewhat similar. Question 
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Question 458: Have I ever. complained to you of the unhealthy action of my heart? 
Answer: Not to my recollection. 
Question 459: Do you remember saying that you would bring your stethoscope d

-
own to examine me, and 

that you repeatedly forgot to do so? 
Answer: No, I do not. 
Question 460: Did I complain to you the following morning that I was suffering from the effects of the 
violence used towards me? 
Answer: Not to my recollection. 
Question 461: Did you not say, "Keep yourself quiet and I will take you to hospital to-morrow"? 
Answer: The day after I saw you in the cell you spoke to me as I was leaving the barracks, and said you 
would like me to take you to hospital for two or three days, that you might get quiet before being 
brought before the commanding officer; I told you I would see how you were the next day. 
Question 462: Did I not meet you one morning coming out of the barracks, about the time the men were 
training for the boat race, and complained to you that I had had palpitation of the heart., and was anxious 
for you to examine me. You said that you had not got your stethe.scope with you, but that you would bring 
it next morning, and the conversation then passed off to the men's training? 
Answer: Very probably you may have done, but I cannot remember. 
Question 463: When you came into the cell was .I coherent in my talk, and quiet, and did you then make 
a cloe medical inspection? 
Answer: Youwere coherent, but excited; I did make a close medical inspection. 
Question 464: When would you examine a man confined for drunkenness, if confined at 630 o'clock p.m., 
and when does he see the commanding ofilcer? 
Answer: He is examined by me next morning, and sees the commanding officer the morning after, unless 
it be a Sunday, or he is reported unfit. 

Be-examined by the prosecutor: 

Question 465: Was the prisoner suffering from the same state of body, &c., as he gives a supposed 
instance of? 
Answer: He was not altogether suffering from the same state of body, &c. 

Examined by the Court: 

Question 466: When you saw the prisoner on the afternoon of the 4th was he suffering from ill-usage? 
Answer: I saw no marks. 
Question 467: What means of ventilation are there in the cell when the shutter is closed? 
Answer: Two ventilating patches, with several holes in each, one over the door, and the other in the wall 
opposite it; there is also a space from the top of the door to the bottom, between the hinge posts and the 
wall from. an  inch to 1 inch and a half broad. 
Question 468: Will you inform the Court the reason for not sending the prisoner to the hospital when he 
was desirous of being so sent? - 
Answer: Because he was not ill. 

Correction: 

Upon the above evidence being read over to the witness he points out that in the replies he gave 
as to the prisoner being affected by his being placed in irons, he meant that when the irons were placed 
behind his back. 

The witness withdraws. 
The prosecution is closed. 

Question 469: Do you intend to call tny witnesses in your defence? 
Answer: Yes. 

DEFENCE (E). 

The prisoner having been called upon to make his defence states that he desires to call witnesses 
and make his address on the conclusion of their evidence. 

At 1 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourned until 145 o'clock p.m. the same day. 
The Court reassemble pursuant to adjournment, all the Members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 
The prisoner proceeds to call witnesses. 

First witness for the defence.—Mr. Edward Newman, foreman of labourers in the Ordnance Store-
keeper's Office, being duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 

The charges against the prisoner are read over to this witness, he not having been in Court when 
such charges were read. 
Question 470: What was the day of the month, the time of the day, the nature of the business, I had 
with you, and state distinctly whether I was drunk or sober? 
Answer: I believe I saw you on Wednesday, the 4th of February, between 12 and 1 o'clock, p.m. when 
you were returning bed-irons to the store,—you were sober. 
Question 471: When I left you do you remember the working men on the wharf were going to their 
dinner at 1 o'clock? 
Answer: I believe that some 10 or 15 minutes afterwards the working men did go to their dinner. 

Cross-examined by the prosecutor: 

Question 472: What time do the working men go to their dinner? 
Answer: At 1 o'clock. 

The witness withdraws. - 

Second witness for the deftnce.—Mr. Samuel Small, employed in the Military Stores, being duly 
Sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 473: What time was it when you saw me on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: About 20 minutes or a quarter to 1 o'clock p.m. 
Question 474: State distinctly whether I was drunk or sober? 
Answer: I should say you were perfectly sober. 
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Question 475: Did you see me as 1 was leaving the Commissariat yard; if so, state the time? 
Answer: I did, at about 20 minutes or a quarter to 1 o'clock p.m. 

The prosecutor declines to cross-examine. 
The witness withdraws. 
Third witness for the defence.—No. 35 Gunner Henry Edwards, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 

sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 476: Did you see me on the 4th February, in George-street, and state the time? 
Answer: I saw you about past 12 o'clock p.m. 
Question 477: State distinctly whether I was drunk or sober? 
Answer: Sober. 
Question 478: When and where did you next see me? 
Answer: Down at the barrack-gate, about past 1 o'clock P.M. 
Question 479: Was I then sober? 
Answer: You were. 
Question 480: State whether I hit Acting Sergeant Collett, or offered to strike him P 
Answer: I did not see you do so. 
Question 481: In your opinion do you consider Acting Sergeant Collett truthful? 
Answer: In my opinion, no. 
Question 482: Am I generally of a quiet and inoffensive disposition? 
Answer: You have a good character in the battery in that respect. 

Cross-examined by the prosecutor: 

Question 483: What was the prisoner doing when you saw him at the barrack-gate at 115 o'clock p.m. ? 
Answer: He was between two men of the picket. 
Question 484: Who were the men of the picket? 
Answer: Gunner Mallon was one; I do not recollect the other. 
Question 485: Did the prisoner go quietly with the picket or not? 
Answer: When I saw him he did. 
Question 486: Where did you go after you saw the prisoner go quietly with the picket? 
Answer: I was in No. 11 room when I saw the prisoner, as previously stated, and I remained there after- 
wards. 
Question 487: Did you see the prisoner brought into the barrack-gate? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 488: Can you swear that only two men had hold of the prisoner then? 
Answer: I cannot. 
Question 489: How many men had hold of the prisoner then? 
Answer: There were two or more. 
Question 490: Did not the prisoner resist the escort inside the barrack-gate? 
Answer: I did not see him resist. 
Question 491: If the prisoner did not resist the escort, how can you account for the men having hold of 
him? 
Answer: I do not know. 
Question 492: State if you saw the prisoner again that day; and, if so, when and where? 
Answer: I did not see him any more that day. 
Question 493: Might not the prisoner have struck, or offeied to strike, Acting Sergeant Collett without 
your seeing him do so? 
Answer: He might have done so. 
Question 491: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on oath? 
Answer: I would. 
Question 495: How are you able to swear that Sergeant Harris was sober at 1 o'clock p.m., when you 
state you were in your room at the time, and that the prisoner was between several men? 
Answer: By his appearance. 
Question 496: Was the prisoner excited when he was brought into barracks? 
Answer: He was. 
Question 497: How far off the prisoner were you when he was brought into barracks? 
Answer: It was about 15 yards, I should say, from the window where I was. 
Question 498: Had the prisoner any coat on him when you first saw him? 
Answer: He had a coat on him when I first saw him. 
Question 499: Did you see him take his coat off? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 500: Did you hear the prisoner say anything as he was taken away by the escort; and, if so 

what was it? 
Answer: I heard him speak, but I did not hear the words.. 
Question 501: Cannot you hear what a man says when he is about 15 yards off you? 

Answer: Not.if there is noise. 
Question 502: Did you hear any one call out to the prisoner when you saw him in George-street? 

Answer: I did not. 
Question 503: Did you not see the prisoner when he was bemg taken to the rear from the cell? 

Answer: I did not. - 
Be-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 504: Did you see Acting Sergeant Collett throw me over, and did he advance towards me to do 

so? 
Answer: No, I did not. 
Question 505: Might not Acting Sergeant Collett have struck or kicked me without your seeing him? 

Answer: Yes. 
Question 506: Supposing, for instance, Acting Sergeant Collett and myself were on oath on matters 
against each other, whom would you believe? 

Objection 
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Objection by prosecutor 
The prosecutor objects to this question. In reply the prisoner withdraws the question without 

argument. 
Exanined by the Court: 

Question 507: Did you see the prisoner ill-used in any way? 
Answer: No. 

The witness withdraws. 

Fourth witness for the defence.—No. 34 Gunner John Button, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly sworn, 
is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 508: Were you engaged with me at the Commissariat Stores yard on the 4th February, 1874, and 
about what time? 
Answer: I was;  I was with you till about ten minutes to 1 o'clock p.m. 
Question 509: Was I drunk or sober? 
Answer: You were sober. 
Question 510: Where and when did you next see me? 
Answer: I next saw you in barracks about 10 minutes or a quarter after 1 o'clock p.m. 
Question 511: Was I then drunk or sober? 
Answer: To the best of my belief you were sober. 
Question 512: When and where did you next see me? 
Answer: Next time I saw you you were dragged into the cell. 
Question 513: State the manner in which I was dragged? 
Answer: Two or three had hold of your feet, and two or three men had hold of your hands, putting you 
in the best way they could. 
Question 514 : Did you at any time see me strike Acting Sergeant Collett, or attempt to strike him? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 515 : Did you see Acting Sergeant Collett throw me over? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 516 : Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his word or his oath? 
Answer : I do not think I would believe him on his word or oath. 
Question 517 : After I was put into the cell did you hear me groaning? 
Answer: I did not. 

Cross- examined by the prosecutor 
Question 518: What was the prisoner doing when you saw him in barracks at * past 1 o'clock? 
Answer: He came into No. 11 room and asked one of the men for a book. 
Question 519 : Did you not see an escort bring the prisoner into barracks at or about past 1 o'clock p.m.? 
Answer: No. 
Question 520: How far of the cell was the prisoner when you first saw him? 
Answer : Within two or three yards of the door. 
Question 521 : What time was it then? 
Answer: I cannot say exactly, but I think it was about 20 minutes or 25 minutes to 2 o'clock p.m. 
Question 522 : Name some of the men who had hold of the prisoner? 
Answer: Gunners Lynch, Barrett, Tait I think was one, and Johnson. 
Question 523 : Was the prisoner resisting the men who had hold of him? 
Answer: He was. 
Question 524 : Did you see the prisoner again that afternoon; if so, when and where? 
Answer : I did not see him again. 
Question 525 : Why would you not believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his oath? 
Answer : Because I have heard him tell so many lies. 
Question 526 : State one instance ? 
Answer : Because I heard him say a ship would sail about 25 miles an hour, and that he had been in 
such a ship. 
Question 527: How can you swear that Acting Sergeant Collett has never been in a ship that went 
that rate? 
Answer: I cannot swear, but I never heard of the like before. 
Question 528 : Was Acting Sergeant Collett on his oath on that occasion? 
Answer : He was not. 
Question 529 : Can you give a single instance of Acting Sergeant Collett breaking his oath? 
Answer: No, I cannot. 
Question 530: Were you not drinking with the prisoner on the morning of the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I had one pint of beer with him. 

Be-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 531 : How long have you known Acting Sergeant Collett, and was he during that time in the 
ha-bit of following the sea? 
Answer: I have known him for six years, during which time he has been a soldier. 
Question 532 : Did I give you that pint of beer for your assistance, and did you see me drink any more? 
Answer: You did. I did not see you drink any more. 

Examined by the Court: 
Question .533 : In your opinion was the prisoner subjected to any ill-usage? 
Answer: He was ill-used. 
Question 534 : In what way was he ill-used? 
Answer: By being dragged into the cell instead of being carried. 
Question 535 : Have you ever heard of Acting Sergeant Collett telling a malicious untruth, such as would 
injure another. 
Answer: I have not. 

The witness withdraws. 
At 420 o'clock the Court adjourned until 10 o'clock a.m. on the 26th February, 1874. 
The Court having sat beyond the usual hour with a view to complete the evidence of the last 

witness prior to adjournment,— On 
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On the 26th day of February, 1874, at 1015 o'clock am., the Court re-assembled pursuant to 
adjournment. Present--The same Members as on the 25th day of February, 1874. 

The trial is proceeded with. 
Seventh. Day:— 

Pefth witness for the defence.—No. 29 Corporal James Walsh, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly sworn, 
S examined by the prisoner. 
Question 536 : Did I give you the keys of the sergeants' mess on the morning of the 4th February, 1874, 
and was I then sober? 
Answer: You did, and you were sober. 
Question 537: State the time I applied to you for the keys, and whether I was then sober? 
Answer: You applied to me for the keys about ten minutes past 1 p.m., and you were then sober. 
Question 538 : Am I of a quiet, inoffensive, disposition? 
Answer: You are. 

Oi'oss-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 539: Did you see the prisoner again during the day, after he had asked you for the keys? 
Answer: I saw him once again in the road, in front of the barracks, in George-street, about half-past 1 
o'clock p.m. 
Question 540: What was the prisoner then doing? 
Answer: He was then standing, in charge of an escort; three or four men had hold of him. 
Question 541 : Where did the escort take the prisoner? 
Answer: I do not know. 
Question 542: Had the men of the escort hold of the prisoner? 
Answer: They had. 
Question 543 : Did the prisoner, now before the Court, resist the escort or not? 
Answer: lie was standing, and I did not see him resist. 
Question 544: Did you hear the prisoner say anything; and, if so, what was it? 
Answer: I did not hear him say anything. 
Question 545: For how long a time did you see the prisoner? 
.Answer: I looked out of the window, and just saw him for one moment. 
Question 546: Did you not see the prisoner put into the cell? 
Answer: I did not; I saw some one being shoved into the cell, but cannot say whether it was the prisoner. 
Question 547: Was not the man you saw put into the cell resisting the escort? 
Answer: I did not see any particular man being put in. 
Question 548: How long after you saw the prisoner in the street was it you say you saw a man being put 
in the cell? 
Answer: A few minutes, I should say, between the time I saw the prisoner in the street and the time I 
saw some men apparently shoving some one into the cell. 
Question 549: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his oath? 
Answer: Yes, I would believe him on his oath, same as I would anyone else. 

Be-examined by the prisoner: 
Question 550: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his word? 
Answer: I would believe him. 
Uorrection: Upon the above evidence being read over to the witness he points out that when he said he 
saw some one being shoved into the cell he meant he saw some men apparently engaged in shoving some 
one into the cell, but who it was he cannot say. 

The witness withdraws. 

Sixth witness for the defence—No. 72 Gunner John Craven, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly sworn, is 
examined by the prisoner. 
Question 551: Were you engaged with me at the Commissariat yard, and state the time we left the yard, 
and whether I was drunk or sober? 
Ans,cer: I was; we left at ten minutes to 1 o'clock; you were perfectly sober. 
Question 552: Had I given you a pint of beer, and was that all you saw me take? 
Answer: You gave us one pint of b3er for assisting you; that is all I saw you take. 
Question 553: When and where did you next see me P 
Answer: In No. 11 room, while at dinner. 
Question 554: Was I then sober? 
Answer: To the best of my belief you were. 
Question 555: When and where did you next see me? 
Answer: The next time I saw you you were in a fit in the cells. 
Question 556: Before you then saw me was your notice attracted to the cell? 
Answer: It was, by loud groaning. 
Question 557: What position did you find me in? 
Answer: You were then lying on your back in the cell, and some one was standing over you. 
Question 558: Did I complain to you of the agony I had been in, and the window of the cell being closed? 
Answer: You did not. 

Cross-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 559: Did you not hear a noise in the street about twenty minutes past 1 o'clock p.m. P 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 560: After the prisoner came into your room during dinner-time, did you leave the room, and 
where did you go, and at what time? 
Answer: I remained in the room until after the prisoner was placed in the cell. 
Question 561: Was there not a rush of men to the window between 1 and 110 o'clock p.m.? 
Answer : There was a rush to the end window about the time Sergeant Harris was placed in the cell. 
Question 562 : Will you swear that you did not, on hearing the noise, look out of the window of the room 
and see the prisoner? 
Answer: I did look out of the window, but I did not see the prisoner. 
Question 563: Have you not stated that you did not look out of the window, but that you were sitting on 
your bed the whole time the prisoner was being taken to the cell ? 
Answer: I have stated so. .Examined 
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Examined bq the Court: 

Question 564: In your opinion was the prisoner ill-used ? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question 565: In what way? 
Answer.: By being placed in the cell with a galvanized iron roof, on which the sun had been shning all 
the morning, and by closing the window and locking the door, so that there was no ventilation. 
Question 566: Are there no other means of ventilation besides the shutter? 
Answer: I think not. 

The witness withdraws.  
Seventh witness for the defence.—No. 102 Gunner Henry Foot Rogers, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 

sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 567: Where did you see me at about 1 o'clock p.m.. on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I saw you about twenty minutes after 1 o'clock p.m., but not at 1 o'clock p.m. 

At this stage of the proceedings the prisoner draws the attention of the Court to the fact of one 
of his witnesses having just withdrawn, and he has heard him spoken to by Major Airey at this moment 
in reference to the evidence he has given, and that such is calculated to intimidate the remainder of his 
witnesses for the defence. He also calls the attention of the Court to the fact that the prosecution has, 
as he has reason to believe, already divulged the evidence given by the last witness, to his commanding 
officer. 

The Court is cleared. 
The Court having taken into consideration the matters which the prisoner has thought proper to 

bring before it, decide to call on Major Airey, commanding N.S.W. Artillery, and to point out to him that 
it is highly desirable in the opinion of the Court that there should be no suspicion that any intimidation 
has been exercised in any manner whatever towards the witnesses for the defence, and that any action 
which Major Airey may consider it advisable to take with reference to individual witnesses who have 
appeared to give evidence in this trial, should be delayed until the proceedings of the Court have termi- 
nated. As to reports made by the prosecutor to his commanding officer the Court does not feel itselfjustified 
in interfering in the matter, such reports of themselves not being calculated to prejudice the case of the 
prisoner. 
Decirion: The Court is re-opened and the above decision is read. 

Major Airey's attendance is desired by the Court, and he having appeared, and the remarks of the 
Court having been read to him, states that no intimidation has been used. 

The trial is proceeded with. 
Question 568: Was I then sober? 
Answer: in my opinion you were. 
Question 569: When and where did you next see me? 
Answer: I saw you in the hands of the ecort, about ten minites after I first saw you, in the road. 
Question 570: Did you at any time see me strike, or kick, or attempt to do either, Acting Sergeant Collett 
Imean? 
Answer: I did not. 

The Court is cleared. 
The Court feeling that should it go on with the trial without a distinct assurance from Major Airey 

that no action will be taken against any of the witnesses on account of evidence given before it until the 
proceedings of the Court shall have terminated, the prisoner's remaining witnesses might be intimidated 
and his case prejudiced, decide to call on Major Airey for such an assurance. 

The Court is re-opened, and the above decision is read, Major Airey being present. 
Major Airey states that he does give this assurance. 
The trial is proceeded with. 

Question 571: Supposing a man was confined for being drunk at 530 o'clock p.m., what time would he be 
brought before his commanding officer? 
Answer: Twenty-four hours, I think. 
Question 572: What is the usual office hour—a man is not brought up at 530 o'clock p.m. the following 
day, is he ? 
Answer: 930 o'clock a.m. is the usual office hour. A man would be brought up the first office hour after 
twentyfour hours elapsed. 
Question 573: Am .1 of a quiet inoffensive disposition? 
Answer: I never saw you anything else. 
Question 574: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his word or oath? 
Answer: I would not believe him on his word, but I might possibly believe him on his oath. 

Oross-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 575: What did the escort do with the prisoner—I mean the one you saw him with in George- 
street, about 130 o'clock p.m.? 
Answer: They were pulling him along. 

The Court adjourn at 1 o'clock p.m. until 145 o'clock p.m. the same day. 
The t1ourt re-assemble pursuant to adjournment, all the Members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 

Question 576: Did the prisoner go quietly with the picquet, or did he resist? 
Answer: I cannot say. 
Question 577: Did you see the prisoner put in the cell? 
Answer: No, I did not. 
Question 578: Might not the prisoner have struck, or attempted to strike, Acting Sergeant Collett before 
you saw him? 
Answer: It might have happened before I saw him. 
Question 579: How long were you looking at the prisoner? 
Answer: I was looking at him during the time he took to go from the officers' wicket-gate to ten yards 
from the barrack-gate. 
Question 580: Did you see the prisoner resist during that time? 

Answer 
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Answer: I did not. 
Question 581: Did he go willingly with the escort? 
Answer: He seemed to be remonstrating with the escort. 
Question 582: State distinctly if you would or would not believe Acting Sergeant Collett on oath? 
Answer: I suppose I must believe him on his oath. 

Be-examined by the prisoner: 
Question. 583: Did my remonstrating with the picquet appear to you as the result of the indignity put upon 
me? 
Answer: I cannot say. 
Question 584: Did Acting Sergeant Collett ever affirm on oath to you an utter impossibility? 
Answer: He affirmed to me, so help his God he had walked or ran from the Haymarket to the battery in 
ten minutes. 

Examined by the Court: 

Question 585: Did you ever know Acting Sergeant Collett tell a malicious untruth, which affected any 
other person? 
Answer: Not to my knowledge. 
Question 586: Did you see the prisoner iow before the Court ill-used in any way? 
Answer: No more than pulling him along. 

Upon the above evidence being read over to the witness he points out that in reply to the question 
as to how long he was looking at the prisoner, he should have answered that he saw him while he was 
going from a point ten yards to the north of the officers' wicket-gate to the main barrack-gate. 

The witness withdraws. 
At this stage of the proceedings the prisoner states to the Court that as Major Airey had thought 

fit, from information received from the prosecutor, to stop one of his witnesses, and tell him that he had 
got him now, and would punish him to the extent that the Queen's Regulations would allow, it tends to 
prejudice the Court and intimidate his other witnesses. 

The Court is cleared. 
The Court considering it advisable to place on record the different incidents of the trial, have noted 

on the face of the proceedings the last statement of the prisoner; but having, as it conceives, taken such 
steps as will prevent the intimidation of witnesses, and the prisoner's case being prejudiced, consider it 
unnecessary to take any further steps. 

Eight/s witness for the deface—No. 55 Acting Bombardier Edward Swinbourne, N.S.W. Artil1ery 
being duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 587: When and where did you see me on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I saw you about a quarter past 1 o'clock p.m., in the passage of the barracks. 
Question 588: Was I then sober? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question 589: Am I of a quiet inoffensive disposition? 
Answer: What I have seen of you, you are. 
Question 590: Did you at any time see me strike or kick Acting Sergeant Collett, or attempt to do either? 
Answer: No. 

Gross-examined by the prosecutor: 

Question 591: Did you see the prisoner again on the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I saw him several times. 
Question 592: What was he doing, and where was he the second time you saw him? 
Answer: A short time after I saw him in the passage, in No. 6 room. 
Question 593; Did you see the prisoner in George-street between 1 and 2 o'clock p.m.? 
Answer: I did not see him. 
Question 594: When did you see him the third time? 
Answer: He was being taken to the cell. 
Question 595: Did you see the prisoner in charge of an escort during that afternoon; and, if so, when? 
Answer: I saw an escort take him to the cell between 1 and 2 o'clock. 
Question 596: Where was the prisoner when you first saw him on his way to the cell? 
Answer: He was at the end of the guard-room, as you turn to go down to the cell. 
Question 597: Was the prisoner going quietly with the picquet, or was he resisting? 
Answer: He was resisting. 
Question 598: When you saw the prisoner with the escort was he drunk or sober? 
Answer: In my opinion, sober. 
Question 599: When and where did you see the prisoner agaifi during that afternoon? 
Answer: I saw him in the cell when he was in a fit. 
Question 600: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on oath? 
Answer: I would. 
Question 601: Might not the prisoner have struck at Acting Sergeant Collett before you saw him near the 
guard-room? 
Answer: He might have done so. 

Be-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 602: Was I sober the second time you saw me? 
Answer: You were. 
Question 603: From your knowledge of the case, could a man possibly get drunk between the second time 
of your seeing me and the time you saw me in the hands of the picquet? 
Answer: I should think not. 
Question 604: Did I appear remonstrating with the picquet, and in your opinion was the picquet unneces- 
sarily violent? 
Answer: You were speaking to the picquet, but I cannot say what you said. I do not think the picquet 
unnecessarily violent the first time; the second time they were. 
Question. 605: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his word? 
Answer: Not in everything, I would not. 
Question. 606: In your opinion what caused the fit? Answer: 
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Answer: I should say over excitement. 
The witness withdraws. 

Hinth witness for the defence.—No. 95 Gunner William Webster, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 
sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 607: When and where did you see me on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: In No. 6 room, about a quarter past 1 o'clock p.m. 
Question 608: Was I then sober? 
Answer: You were. 
Question 609: When and where did you next see me? 
Answer: About 20 minutes to 2 o'clock p.m., about 5 yards from the cell-door. 
Question 610: Did you at any time see me strike or kick Acting Sergeant Collett, or attempt to do either? 
Answer: No, I did not. 
Question 611 : Did you see Acting Sergeant Collett kick my legs from under me? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 612: Did I appear remonstrating with the picquet, and in your opinion was the picquet unneces- 
sarily violent? 
Answer: I cannot answer the first question; the picquet was unnecessarily violent. 
Question 613: Did you see me after the picquet had left me in the cells ;—state when and where? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 615: Am I of a quiet and inoffensive disposition? 
Answer: You are. 

C'ross-examined by the prosecutor: 

Question 616: Was the prisoner resisting the picquet when you saw him near the cell-door? 
Answer: In my opinion he was not. 
Question 617: In what way were the picquet unnecessarily violent towards the prisoner? 
Answer: By two or three men having hold of him and Acting Sergeant Collett kicking his legs from under 
him, and two men having hold of his legs dragging him towards the cell. 
Question 618: State who were the men of the picquet? 
Answer: I cannot remember. 
Question 619: Did the prisoner go willingly with the picquet? 
Answer: He was dragged. 
Question 620: Were you not reduced by sentence of Court-martial lately, for being drunk? 

Objection by prisoner—The prisoner objects to this question, on the ground of its being irrelevant. 
In reply the prosecutor states that he considers an affirmative reply to the question necessary in 

order to shew the Court that the witness would be scarcely a good judge of a non-commissioned officer 
charged with drunkenness. 

The Court is cleared. 
Decision: 

The Court allow the objection. 

At 4 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourn until 10 o'clock on the 27th day of February, 1874. 
On the 27th day of February, 1874, at 10 o'clock a.m., the Court re-assemble pursuant to adjourn-

ment. Present, the same Members as on the 26th February, 1874. 
The trial is proceeded with. 
At this stage of the proceedings a letter received from Major Airey, commanding N. S. W. Artillery, 

is read to the Court, and the Court considering it unadvisable to enter into what might prove a protracted 
inquiry into a matter which is foreign to the charges and concerning which the Court has taken such 
action as it deems sufficient, it is marked A 1, signed by the President, attached to the proceedings, and 
no further action taken thereon. 

Uross-ecca'nsination by prosecutor—continued. 

Question 621: Might not the prisoner have •struck or attempted to strike Acting Sergeant Collett before 
you saw him? 
Answer: He might have done so. 
Question 622: Would you. believe Acting Sergeant Collett on oath? 
Answer: No. 
Question 623: State your reasons? 
Answer: Because at various times when I have been in the canteen I have heard him state he had been in 
the water, floating on his back, as far as the Heads, asleep with a pipe in his mouth, and not been woke up 
till the mail-boat struck him. - 
Question 624: Was Acting Sergeant Collett on oath when he made that statement? 
Answer: He was not on oath when he made that statement. 
Question 625: Can you give any instance of Acting Sergeant Collett breaking his oath? 
Answer: No, I cannot.. 

Be-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 626: How long have you been in the Service, and have you ever during that time seen a soldier 
treated in the way I was? 
Answer: For over thirteen years; I never have. 
Question 627: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his word? 
Answer: No. - 

Eaamined by the Court: 

Question 628: Did you ever know Acting Sergeant Collett to tell a malicious untruth, or maliciously 
swear a false oath? 
Answer: I never have. 

The witness withdraws: 

10th witness for the Defence.—No. SO Gunner William Johnston, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly. 
sworn, is examined by the prisoner. . Question 
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Question 629: When and where did you see me on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I saw you about 10 minutes before you were placed in arrest, about 2 o'clock, in No. 11 room. 
Question 630: Are you positive about the time you have stated? 
Answer: I am positive I saw you about 10 minutes before you were confined; I am not certain as to the 
time. 
Question 631: Was I then sober? 
Answer: You were. 
Question. 632: Where and when did you next see me? 
Answer: I saw you next, at the time you were being taken to the cells. 
Question 633: Did you at any time see me strike or kick Acting Sergeant Collett, or attempt to do either? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question. 634: Did you see Acting Sergeant Collett kick my legs from under me? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 635: Do you know that I had a fit; if so, state what in your opinion caused it? 
Answer: I did not see you have a fit, but your appearance was that of a man who had just had one; I 
attribute it to the handcuffs being placed behind your back and the heat of the cell. 

Cross-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 636: Where was he when you firat saw him on his way to the cell—the prisoner I mean? 
Answer: J'ust below the window, close to the guard-room, under No. 11 room. 
Question. 637: Did the prisoner go willingly with the picquet? 
Answer:, In my knowledge he did. 
Question 638: How many men had hold of the prisoner? 
Answer: I should say two but I am not certain. 
Question 639: Did you see the prisoner put into the cell? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 640: Had the men of the escort hOld of the prisoner? 
Answer: They had. 
Question 641: Was the prisoner going quietly with the picquet, or was he resisting when he was put into 
the cell? 
Answer: I could not see, there was such a crowd. 
Question 642: Was not the prisoner resisting the picquet so violently that the sergeant-major ordered you 
to assist the picquet? 
Answer: I was subsequently ordered to assist the picquet, but on going down for that purpose, found the 

gged along by the heel, so that I was not wanted. prisoner being dra  
Question 643 : Will you swear that you did not see the prisoner resist the escort by kicking at Gunner 
Lynch or any other of the men who had hold of him? 
Answer: I can swear that I did not see Gunner Lynch kicked by Sergeant Harris, but I cannot swear that 
he did not kick any one else, as I went away after seeing that I was not wanted. 
Question 644: Are you positive that the cell has a window that can be shut? 
Answer: I am not positive. 
Question 645: Were you not ordered more than once to assist the escort? 
Answer: No, I was not. 
Question 646: Might not Acting Sergeant Collett have been struck by the prisoner before you saw him 
near the guard-room? 
Answer : He might. 
Question 647: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on oath? 
Answer: No, I would not. 
Question 648: Why? 
Answer: Because I have often heard Acting Sergeant Collett say what was not true and swear to it. 
Question 649: Give an instance ? 
Answer: At this moment I could not do it. 
Question 650: Did you see the prisoner in George-street, between 1 and 2 o'clock p.m.? 
Answer: I did not. 

The prisoner declines to re-examine. 

Examined by the Court: 
Question. 651: Have you ever known a case of Acting Sergeant Collett telling a malicious untruth or 
maliciously swearing a. false oath? 
Answer: I cannot remember such a case. 
Question 652 : Did you see the prisoner before the Court ill-used in any way? 
Answer: I did not. 

The witness withdraws. 
Eleventh witness for the defence—No. 59 Acting Bombardier Alfred Tait, New South Wales 

Artillery, being duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 653: When and where did you see me on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I saw you outside the barracks in George-street. 
Question 654: Was I then sober? 
Answer: You were. 
Question. 655: Did you see me at any time strike or kick Acting Sergeant Collett, or attempt either? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question. 656: Were you one of the escort ordered to take me to the cells? 
Answer: I was. 
Question 657: Was more violence used towards me than was necessary? 
Answer: There was. 
'Question. 658: Was it necessary to put me in irons? 

Answer: 
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Answer: No. 
Question 659: Do you know that I had a fit; and, if so, what in your opinion caused it? 
Answer: I do not know of my own knowledge whether you had a fit or not. 
Question 660: Am I of a quiet and inoffensive disposition? 
Answer: You are. 

Gross-e.raminecl by the prosecutor: 

Question 661: What was the prisoner doing when you first saw him in George-street? 
Answer: Walking up the street, near the fence. 
Question 662 : State where the prisoner went, and what did he do? 
Answer: I did not see him after he passed the fence until I was called out as escort. 
Question 663: State when and where you next saw the prisoner again during that afternoon? 
Answer : I next saw him between the sergeants' mess and the officers' quarters—out on the road. 
Question 664: When? 
Answer: Between 1 and aIfpast 1 o'clock p.m. 
Question 665 : What was the prisoner then doing? 
Answer: He was held by Gunners Mallon and Barratt, who were lifting him from the road as if he had 
been knoe.ed down. 
Question 666: Might they not have been lifting him in the same manner if he had fallen down? 
Answer: They might. 
Question 667: What did the men whom you named do with the prisoner? 
Answer: With the assistance of myself and two or three other, gunners they took him to the cells. 
Question 668: Why was your assistance required? 
Answer: It was not required, but I had to go as ordered. 
Question 669: Did the prisoner go willingly with the picquet ? 
Answer: He did. 
Question 670: Will you swear he went willingly the whole way to the cell? 
Answer: I will swear he did until he got to the cell. 
Question 671: Did he resist being put into the cell? 
Answer: No, he did not. 
Question 672: Did the prisoner walk quietly into the cell, or had the picquet to push him in? 
Answer: He did not walk quietly into the cell; I cannot say whether the picquet had to push him in or 
not. 

The prisoner declines, to re-examine. 
The witness withdraws. 

Twelfth witness for the defence.—No. 19 Trumpeter Patrick M'Bride, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly 
sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 673: When and where did you see me on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I saw you in the street, just outside the barrack-gate. 
Question 674: Was I then sober? 
Answer: I cannot say. 
Question 675: Where and when did you next see me? 
Answer: I next saw you when Acting Sergeant Collett threw you down. 
Qieestion 676: Explain to the Court how Acting Sergeant Collett threw me down? 
Answer: By putting his hands round the back of your legs and throwing you on your back in front of him. 
Question 677: Did Acting Sergeant Collett advance towards me, and was the fall he gave me necessary 
for his own self-defence? 
Answer: Acting Sergeant Collett was following you up the street; I do not think the fall was necessary. 
Question 678: If I had a design of striking Acting Sergeant Collett could he have retreated or not ? 
Answer: Of course he could. 
Question 679: Was it necessary to put me in irons? 
Answer: No, I do not think it was necessary after they had once got you in the cell. 

Oross-exasnined by the prosecutor: 
Question 680: Where were you when you saw the prisoner going up George-street? 
Answer: At the corner window of No. 11 room. 
Question 681 : Did you hear Acting Sergeant Collett or anyone else call the prisoner back to barracks? 
Answer: I heard Gunner Mallon, one of the picquet, call somebody, but who it was I cannot say. 
Question 682: What did Gunner Mallon say? 
Answer: He said come back. 
Question 683: Did the prisoner take any notice of this? 
Answer: No. 
Question 684: Did you see Gunner Mallon then walk or run towards the prisoner? 
Answer: I think he did, but I will not swear to it. 
Question 685: What did the prisoner do when Gunner Mallon went towards him? 
Answer: I cannot swear Gunner Mallon did go towards him; he was running to and fro for some little 
time under contradictory orders from Acting Sergeant Collett and the sergeant-major. 
Question 686: Did you hear Acting Sergeant Collett order Gunner Mallon to go after the prisOner? 
Answer: I heard Acting Sergeant Collett say to Gunner Mallon, "Go and fetch him back"; I suppose it 
alluded to the prisoner. 
Question 687: Did you not then see the prisoner take off his coat, and run or walk towards Acting 
Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: He did take off his coat, and went at a quick walk towards Acting Sergeant Collett. 
Question 688: 'What duty was Acting Sergeant Collett then on? 
Answer: I do not know. 
Question 689: Did the prisoner say anything to Acting Sergeant Collett; and, if so, what was it? 
Answer: I did not hear him say anything. 
Question 690: Did you or did you not see the prisoner strike or attempt to strike Acting Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: I saw the prisoner attempt to strike. 

517—E Question 
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Question 691: Did Acting Sergeant Collett stoop down to avoid the blow? 
Answer : He stooped down after the blow had missed him, and threw the prisoner. 
Question 692: Did you see the picquet take hold of the prisoner? 
Answer: I will not swear it was the picquet, but some men of the battery took hold of him. 
Question 693: Did the prisoner go quietly with the picquet, or did he resist? 
Answer: He resisted. 
Question 694: When and where did you next see the prisoner? 
Answer: I next saw him in the afternoon. 
Question 695: What was he doing then? 
Answer: The picquet was holding him. 
Question 696: What time was this? 
Answer: Between 3 and half-past 3 o'clock p.m. 

At 1 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourned until 145 o'clock p.m. the same day. 
The Court re-assemble pursuant to adjournment, all the Members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 

Question 697: Did you see the prisoner resist the picquet between 3 and 330 o'clock p.m.? 
Answer: No. 

Be-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 698: How many persons were around Acting Sergeant Collett at the time of his advancing 
towards me,—and name them? 
Answer: I should think there were half-a-dozen, or more; I cannot name them all, but I think Gunners 
Tait and Haywood were there, but I cannot swear. 
Question 699: Would the men around Acting Sergeant Collett have a better opportunity of seeing the 
alleged attempt to strike Acting Sergeant Collett than you had? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question 700: From your position, and the number of the men around Acting Sergeant Collett, they 
having a better opportunity of seeing, is it not possible you may have been mistaken as to the alleged 
blow. 
Answer: Yes. 

.Examined by the Court: 

Question 701: Did you see the prisoner now before the Court ill-used in any way? 
Answer: I did. 
Question 702: In what way? 
Answer: By his having the handcuffs placed on him, and because when he was reported to have been in a 
fit the cell-door was not opened for some time. 
Question 703: Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his oath or word? 
Answer: On neither. 
Question 704: Why? 
Answer: Because I know him to be a man in the habit of telling lies. 
Question 705: Have you ever known him to tell a malicious untruth, or maliciously swear a false oath, 
such as would injure another? 
Answer: He has told such an untruth about myself by saying that he had not given me a bad shilling 
when I knew he had, at the canteen. This having been said before some of the men was likely to injure me. 

The witness withdraws. 

Thirteenth witness for the defence.—No. 111 Gunner William Bradford, N.S.W.A., being duly 
sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 706: When and where did you see me on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I saw you after dinner in the passage, and I made some remark to you. 
Question 707: Was I then sober? 
Answer: To the best of my belief you were. 
Question 708: Where and when did you next see me? 
Answer: In George-street (the street just outside the barracks), about five or six minutes after I first 
spoke to you. 
Question 709: Was I then in the hands of the picquet? 
Answer: You were. 
Question 710: Did you at any time see me strike or kick Acting Sergeant Collett, or attemft to do either? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 711: State if you were in a position to see, and where that position was? 
Answer: I was sitting on the bed in No. 11 room, I mean Gunner Button's bed, till the crash of a batin 
falling made me go to the window, and I then saw a struggle going on. 
Question 712: What window did you look out of, where was I at the time, and state the nature of the 
struggle? 
Answer: I went first to the window of No. 11 room, which is nearest to the officers' mess; I then went 
to the furthest window on the other side, facing the street; you were out in the street, I believe, but I 
cannot swear that Gunners Haywood and Mallon had hold of your arms and Acting Sergeant Collett had 
hold of your jumper. I think Barrett was behind, holding his arms round your waist; they were taking 
you to the barracks, and you were struggling against them; you appeared to object, and I think you said,— 
"Let me go Collett," or "Let ipae alone." 
Question 713: In your opinion was it necessary to put me in irons? 
Answer: No, I should think not. 
Question 714: Was more violence used towards me than was necessary? - - 
Answer: I think there was. 
Question 715: In what way? 
Answer: By your being dragged along by the escort on the ground, with the handcuffs behind your back, 
and general rough usage. 

Question 
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Question 716: Suppose a man was confined for drunkenness at 530 o'clock p.m.,. what time would he be 
brought before his commanding officer? 
Answer: I do not think until the third day after confinement. 
Question 717: Did my resistance to the escort amount to more than a protest against the indignity put 
upon .me? 
Answer: I should say not. 

Cross-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 718: How long have you been in the service? 
Answer: Three months. 

The prisoner declines to re-examine. 
The witness withdraws. 
Four feentli witness for the defence.—No. 57 Gunner Samuel Bullard, New South Wales Artillery 

having been duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 719: When and where did you see me on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: Outside the barracks, in the road, about a quarter-past 1 o'clock p.m. 
Question 720: Was I then sober? 
Answer: You were. 
Question 721: Did you at any time see me strike or kick Acting Sergeant Collett, or attempt to do either? 
Answer: I did not see you. 
Question 722: State if you were in a position to see, and where that position was? 
Answer: I was between the railings and the barrack buildings. 
Question 723: Could I have attempted to strike Acting Sergeant Collett without your seeing me? 
Answer: You could not. 
Question 724: How many men had hold of me? 
Answer: Two. 
Question 725: How many men were around me? 
Answer: I do not know. 
Question 726: Did my resistance to the escort amount to more than a protest against the indignity put 
upon me? 
Answer: You did not resist. 
Question 727: Was more violeuce used towards me than was necessary; and, if so, state the nature of 
such violence? 
Answer: I cannot say. 

Cross-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 728: Might the prisoner not have struck or attempted to strike Acting Sergeant Collett before 
you saw him? 
An.cwir: He did not strike him, and I saw the first of it, nor did he attempt to strike him. 
Question 729: State in what position the prisoner was when you first saw him? 
Answer: Two men had hold of him. 
Question 730: Did you see the prisoner take off his coat and Gunner Mallon go towards him? 
Answer: I saw the prisoner take off his coat and saw a man go towards him, but cannot say who it was. 
Question 731: Had the two men hold of him when he took his coat off? 
Answer: No. 
Question 732: Did he take his coat off before or after the men took hold of him? 
Answer: Before. 
Question 733: How then have you sworn that the first time you saw the prisoner the two men had hold of 
him? 
Answer: I can only say that I did see him before I saw him with the two men holding him. 

Be-examined by the prisoner 

Question 734: State my position in reference to the guard-room when you first saw me, I mean outside in 
the street? 
Answer: You were out in the street about 5 or 6 yards from the guard-room. 

Examined by the Court: 

Question 735: Where was the prisoner when he took his coat off? 
Answer: In the street, about 8 yards from the guard-room. 
Question 730: Where was the prisoner when the escort first took hold of him? 
Answer: About 4 yards from the guard-room. 
Question 737: What was the furthest point up George-street, counting from the guard-room, you saw the 
prisoner? 
Answer: About 8 yards. 
Ques'ion 738: In your opinion was there any unnecessary violence used towards the prisoner? 
Answer: I do not think so. 
Question 739: Did you see Acting Sergeant Collett throw or strike the prisoner? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question 740: Did you see the prisoner thrown by anybody? 
Answer: I did, by several men, of whom Gunner Tait was one. 
Question 741: Was it necessary to throw him on his back to take him to the guard-room ? 
Answer: I did not see him before he was thrown. 

Upon the above evidence being read over to the witness,— 
Liorrec(ion: He points out that the statement he made that he saw the prisoner thrown was incorrect, but 
he saw him lying on his back with men round him. 

At 4 o'clock p.m., 27th February, 1874, the Court adjourn until 10 o'clock n.m. on the 28th day of 
February, 1874. 

Ninth 
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Yintlt day. 

On the 28th day of February, 1874, at 1045 o'clock am., the Court re-assemble pursuant to ad-
journment. Present—The Members as on the 27th day of February, 1874. 

The trial is proceeded with. 
The Court considering it desirable that the members should view the cell in which the prisoner was 

confined on the day he is alleged to have committed the ofibnces with which he has been charged, proceed 
to examine the same. 

The Court having viewed the cell return to its place of sitting, and the trial is proceeded with. 
Rfteenth witness for the dfence.—No. 3 Acting Quarter-master-sergeant Pat. M'Bride, N.S.W. 

Artillery, being duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 742: How long were you in the Royal Artillery, and what position did you hold P 
Answer: I served in the Indian and Royal Artillery over 21 years ; I was rank and file non-c. officer for 
3 years and 6 months, battery sergeant-major for 12 years, and brigade sergeant-major for the last 0 
years of my service. 
Question 743 : From your experience have you ever seen a sergeant put in irons, and have you ever known 
a junior non-c. officer put his senior in irons ? 
Answer: Never. 
Question 744: State the manner of putting a sergeant under arrest for drunkenness P 
Answep: From my experience the non-c. officer to be placed in arrest is conducted to his room by 
another non-c. officer of equal rank, who gives him orders not to quit his room unless under escort, the 
circumstance to be reported to the non-c. officer in charge of the guard, and afterwards to the Adjutant 
and Commanding Officer. It is usual for the non-c. officer commanding the guard to be the second 
witness to see the prisoner. 
Question 745: Were you in barracks from 1 to 5 o'clock p.m., 4th February, 1874, and are you the senior 
non-c. officer in the N.S.W. Artillery ? 
Answer: I was in barracks during that time; Tam the next senior non-com. officer to the battery sergeant-
major. 
Question 746: Could a soldier be put in the guard-room as well as into the cells with equal safety to the 
interests of the service? 
A'nswer: It depends upon circumstances. 
Question 747: Would a man confined in the guard-room for supposed drunkenness be as safe in the guard-
room, when not occupied by a guard, as in the cells? 
Answer: If.the guard-room was properly fitted up for the reception of prisoners, and the door locked. 

The prosecutor declines to cross-examine. 

Examined by the Court: 

Question 748: Do you know anything of the circumstances connected with the struggle supposed to have 
taken place between the prisoner and an escort, on the 4t11 February, 1.874? 
Answer: I know nothing whatever about it. 
Question 749 : Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his word or oath? 
Answer: I would not believe him on his word ; as regards his oath, I am bound to say yes. 
Question. 750: Why would you not believe him on his word? 
Answer: From grossly exaggerated statements I have heard him make. 
Question 751: Have you ever known Acting Sergeant Collett tell an untruth, or maliciously swear a false 
oath; such as would injure another person? 
Answer: I do not know of any such case. 

The witness withdraws. 

Sixteenth witness for the defence—No. 71 Gunner.  Charles Kenny, New South Wales Artillery, 
being duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 752: Did you see me on the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874; if so, state the time, and 
whether I was drunk or sober? 
Answer: I saw you between 1 and 2 o'clock, in the passage coming out of No. 6 room; you were sober. 
Question 753: Did you see me after that? 
Answer: I did ; I saw ou leaving the barrack-gate, going up towards the officrs' quarters, about ten 
minutes after I first saw you. 
Question 754: Did you see me kick or strike Acting Sergeant Collett, or attempt to do either? 
Answer: I did not. 

Cross-examined by the prosecutor: 

Question 755: Did you hear anyone call after the prisoner, when you saw him going towards the officers' 
quarters ; and, if so, what did they say ; and who was it called out? 
Answer: I heard Acting Sergeant Collett call after him; he called him by his name, and told him to come 
back? 
Question 750: Did the prisoner take any notice of this? 
Answer: I cannot say. I did not see him take any notice. 
Question 757 : Did you see the prisoner shortly after this walk or run towards Acting Sergeant Collett? 
.Answer: I did not. 

The prisoner declines to re-examine. 

Examined by the Court: 
Question 753: Did you see an escort have hold of the prisoner; and did you see him subjected to any 
illusage in any way? 
Answer: I did not see him at all in the hands of the escort; I only saw him walking up the street? 

The witness withdraws. 

Seventeenth witness for the defence.-----No. 101 Gunner Edward Robert Pennell, N.S. Wales 
Artillery, being duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 759: Did you see me on the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874; and, if so, state what time; 
and whether I was drunk or sober? 
Answer: I saw you sometime on the 4th February, about dinner-time I think, with a fatigue party; you 
were sober. . Question 

52 



37 

Question 760: When I had been put into the cell did you observe the shutter closed; and did I demiLnd 
water? 
Answer: I saw the shutter closed; and you did ask for water. 
Question 761: Was that demand satisfied? 
Answer: Not while I was at the window. 
Question 762 : How long were you at the window; and could my demand be heard. 
Answer: About four minutes; your demand could be heard. 

The prosecutor declines to cross-examine. 
Examined by the Court: 

Question 763: Did you se the prisoner placed in the cell; and by whom? 
Answer: I did; by three or four men. 
Question 764: Did you see the prisoner ill-treated in any way? 
Answer: I saw him being dragged to the cell. 
Question 765: Was it necessary to drag him there? 
Answer: It was necessary part of the time but unnecessary the other part. 
Question 766: Did you see the prisoner strike or attempt to strike Acting Sergeant Collett, or did you 
see the prisoner thrown down by Acting Sergeant Collett? 
Answer: I did not see the prisoner strike or attempt to strike Acting Sergeant Collett, nor Sergeant 
Collett throw him down; I was not there at the beginning. 
Qucilion 767: When the prisoner was placed in the cell did he go quietly, or had the picquet to use force 
to place him there? 
Answer: They had to use force. 
Question 765 : Would you believe Acting Sergeant Collett on his word or oath? 
Answer: I would in both cases. 
Question 769: Did the prisoner call loudly for water? 
Answer: He did, as I heard him from one of the top windows of the barracks? 

The witness withdraws. 
Eighteenth witness for the defemca.—No. 26 Gunner William Rowley, N.S. Wales Artillery, being 

duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 770: Did you hear the sergeai.it-major say in the boat that Acting Sergeant Collett was one 
of the biggest liars in the battery, and was that said in a joke? 
Answer: I did hear the sergeant-major say it, but I cannot say whether it was in a joke or not. 

The prosecutor declines to cross-examine. 
The witness withdraws. 
Nineteenth witness for the defrnce.—No. 90 Gunner Arthur George Leer, New South Wales Artillery, 

being duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 771: Did you hear the sergeant-major say in the boat that Acting Sergeant Collett was one of 
the greatest liars in the battery, and was that said in a joke? 
Answer: I heard him say 'words to that efrect, and do not believe they were said in joke. 

Gross-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 772 : How many men were in the boat on the occasion referred to? 
Answer: I do not know, but the boat was full. 
Question 773: Name them, or some of them? 
Answer: The only one I am sure of was Gunner Craven; Gunner Stack, I think; also was one. 

Be-examined by the prisoner: 
Question 774: Was this said in the hearing of those in the boat? 
Answer: Yes. 

The witness withdraws. 
The prisoner at this stage of the proceedings requests an adjournment to enable him to have a 

private interview with the witness he intends to produce, and with whom he has had no opportunity of 
meeting, and the Court therefore acquiesce in the prisoner's request. 

At 1245 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourn until 145 o'clock p.m. on the same day. 
An application for a further adjournment until 330 o'clock p.m. having been made by the prisoner, 

with a view of his obtaining the attendance of one of his witnesses, unavoidably absent, the Court grant 
a further adjournment until 330 o'clock P.M. 

The Court re-assemble pursuant to adjournment, all the Members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 
Twentieth witness for the dtftnce.—Dr. George Holmes Alloway, M.D., being duly sworn, is examined 

by the prisoner. 
Question 775: Have you examined me and do you find anythiug the matter with my heart? 
Answer: There is no organic disease, but you have what we call a nervous heart. 
Question 776: Have you ejamined my arms and wrists, and, if so, will you state to the Court the result 
of such examination? 
Answer: I have done so; your wrists are large in proportion to your body; the length of your arms are 
slightly shorter than the medium for a man of your height and build. 
Question 777: Have you visited the cell—will you state to the Court your opinion of it as a place of con-
finement, taking into consideration the windows being closed, the temperature on the 4th February, 1874, 
as 115° 2' ii the sun, and 78° 5' in the shade? 
Answer: I have visited the cell, and consider that although on a cool day, with the window closed, it would 
not be injurious to you, the prisoner; yet, if the temperature was such as is stated in the question, the cell 
would be injurious to a man either labouring under strong mental excitement or drunkenness. 
Question 778: Do you think that the irons being placed on me with my hands behind my back for a space 
of three hours would have caused me agony? 
Answer: Yes, most decidedly. 

Question 
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Question 779: Your opinion is asked in the case of a man not being drunk, so confined with the irons as 
placed on me,—strong mental excitement, unhealthy action of the heart, closeness of atmosphere ;—would 
it result in total unconsciousness; I mean when the irons had been placed on me with my hands behind my 
back? 
Answer: It is quite possible; indeed I think probable. 

Cross-examined by the prosecutor: 
Question 780: Have you observed if the cell has any ot.her means of ventilation besides the window? 
Answer: Yes, there are two small ventilators above, which are perfectly useless. 
Question 781: Is there no other way in which air can come into the cell? 
Answer: A little round the door. 

The prisoner declines to re-examine. 
Examined bi the Court: 

Question 782: Would the symptoms produced by a man being placed in the cell as alluded to, for several 
hours, with his hands handcuffed behind him, with unhealthy action of the heart and closeness of atmos-
phere, presuming that he had been under strong mental excitement, be such as a medical man would be 
likely to confound with the symptoms caused by drunkenness. 
Answer: Not at all; they would be quite different. 
Question 783 : For what time would it be necessary to keep the shutter closed to produce on a man the 
rnjurious effects you have mentioned 2 

Answer : 1 should say about two hours in the case of the prisoner, presupposing that he had been labouring 
under strong mental excitement previous to being placed in the cell. 
Question 784: Would the injurious effect be produced quicker in the case of a man who had been 
subjected to strong mental excitement previously? 
Answer : Most decidedly. 
Question 785: Are you a legally qualified medical practitioner? 
Answer : I am. 

At 430 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourned until 10 o'clock a.m. on the 2nd day of March, 1874,— 
The Court having sat beyond the usual hour to enable the evidence of the last witness to be 

completed. 
Tenth day: 

On the 2nd day of March, 1874, at 1045 o'clock a.m, the Court re-assembled, pursuanto adjourn- 
ment. Present—The same Members as on the 28th day of February, 1874. 

At this stage, of the proceedings the Court proceed to recall certain witnesses from whom it is 
deemed desirable to elicit certain information in matters bearing on this case. 

No. 88 Acting Bombardier Robert William George, N.S.W.A., is questioned by the Court upon his 
former oath. 
Question' 786 : At what time o.n the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874, was the shutter of the cell in 
which the prisoner was confined, opened? 
Answer : Between 3 and 4 o'clock p.m., I believe, but I am not quite certain. 
Question 787 : At what time on the afternoon of the same day were the handcuffs taken off the prisoner? 
Answer : At about 4 o'clock p.m., I think a little before, but I am not quite certain as to the time. 

No. 75 Gunner John Bullen, N.S. W.A., is questioned by the Court on his former oath. 
Question 788 : At what time on the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874, was the shutter of the cell in 
which the prisoner was confined, opened? 
Answer : At 330 o'clock p.m., or 340 o'clock p.m., the same time as the handcuffs were taken off. 

No. 72 Gunner John Craven, N.S.W.A, is questioned by the Court on his former oath. 
Question 789 : At what time on the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874, did the prisoner now before the 
Court have a fit? 
Answer : About twenty minutes to 3 o'clock p.m. 
Question 790 : Did you see the prisoner in the cell in a fit, and had he handcuffs on? 
Answer: I did. I saw him in a fit, but cannot state whether he had handcuffs on or not; Sergeants Garty 
and Griffith, N.S.W.A., were there at the time. 

No. 6 Sergeant John Griffith, N.S.W.A., being duly sworn, is questioned by the Court. 
Question 791 : Did you see the prisoner in a fit on the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer : I saw him recovering from a fit about half-past 4 o'clock p.m., at which time the shutter was 
opened and the handcuffs were off the prisoner. 

No. 5 Acting Sergeant Collett, N.S.W.A., is questioned by the Court on his former oath. 
Question 792 : At what time on the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874, was the shutter of the cell in 
which the prisoner was confined, opened, and at what time were the handcuffs taken off Sergeant Harris ? 
Answer : It may have been 4 o'clock, or it may have been after when -the handcuffs were taken off. I 
think the shutter was opened a little before, but I am not quite certain. 

The witness withdraws. 
At 1215 o'clock p.m*. the Court adjourned until 1230 o'clock p.m. of the same day, to enable a 

witness now absent from the barracks to be re-called. 
The Court re-asembled pursuant to adjournment, all the Members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 
No, 1 Battery Sergeant-major Henry Green, N.S.W.A., is questioned by the Court on his former 

oath. 
Question 793 : At what time did you visit the cell in which the prisoner was confined, and was the shutter 
then opened and the handcuffs off Sergeant Harris, on the 4th February, 1874 ? 
Answer: I think it was between 4 and 5 p.m. the shutter and door were then open; the handcuffs were 
off, and the prisoner was lying on his back; I then went and reported to Major Airey, on which the doctor 
was sent for. 

The witness withdraws. 
The prisoner here states that he has no more witnesses to call in his defence. 

The 
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The prosecutor requests permission to brin evidence in reply, to re-establish the credibility of a 
witness which has been impugned by evidence tendered by the prisoner. 

The prisoner replies that he is in the hands of the Court. 
The Court will receive evidence in reply to the extent of re-establishing the credibility of the witness 

alluded to. 
No. 62 Bombardier Walter Pope, N.S.W. Art., being duly sworn, is examined by the Court. 

Question 794: Were you present in the boat when Sergeant-major Green, N.S.W.A., stated that Acting 
Sergeant Collett was one of the greatest liars in the battery, or words to that effect? 
Answer: I was. 
Question 795: Did Sergeant-major Green say this by way of joke, or otherwise ? 
Answer: In my opinion he said so in a joke. 

Cross-examined by the prisoner: 

Question 796: Was your name coupled with Acting Sergeant Collett's in this matter? 
Answer: Yes, it was, and also another non-commissioned officer. 

This witness withdraws. 
In reply to a question from the Court, the prosecutor says that it is not his intention to call further 

evidence. 
The prisoner requests permission to adduce evidence to meet that now brought forward by the. 

prosecutor. 
The Court will receive such evidence limited in the same manner as that of the prosecutor. 
No. 61 Gunner William Swan, N.S.W.A., being duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 

Question 797: Did you hear the expression in reference to Acting Sergeant Collett, Bombardier Pope, and 
another non-commissioned officer being liars made by the sergeant-major, and did you regard it as ajoke? 
Answer: I heard such an expression used, and I thought it was in earnest. 

.Exa'mined by the prosecutor: 

Question 798: Would you believe Sergeant-major Green on oath? 
Answer : Yes. 

The prisoner declines to re-examine. 
The witness withdraws. 

No. 72 Gunner John Craven, N.S.W. Art., is examined by the prisoner on his former oath. 
Question 799: Did you hear the Sergeant-major call Acting Sergeant Collett one of the greatest liars in 
the battery, and did you regard it as a joke? 
Answer: Yes, I heard him make use of such an expression, but I believe he said it in a joke. 

The prosecutor declines to cross-examine. 
The witness withdraws. 

No. 79 Gunner Thomas Kerr, N.S.W. Artillery, being duly sworn, is examined by the prisoner. 
Question 800: Did you hear the sergeant-major call Acting Sergeant Collett one of the greatest liars in 
the battery ; have you often heard a similar expression, and did you regard it as a joke? 
Answer: I did hear the sergeant-major call Acting Sergeant Collett a liar, and I believe it was in earnest. 

Cross-examined by the prosecutor: 

Question 101: Would you believe the sergeant-major on oath? 
Answer: I would. 

The prisoner declines to re-examine. 
The witness withdraws. 
At 115 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourns until 2 o'clock p.m. on the same day. 
The Court re:issemble pursuant to adjournment, all the Members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 
The prisoner reads an address which is marked A2, signed by the President, and attached to the 

proceedings. 
The prisoner closes his defence. 
The Court is cleared for the purpose of considering the finding. 
At 430 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourn until 10 o'clock am. on the 3rd day of March, 1874, 

having sat beyond the usual hour for the purpose of completing its deliberations on some of the charges. 

Eleventh day: 

On the 3rd day of March, 1874, at 10 o'clock a.m.,the Court re-assemble, pursuant to adjourn- 
ment. Present—The same Members as on the 2nd day of March, 1874. - 

The trial is proceeded with. 
At 1 o'clock p.m. the Court having been occupied in deliberation during the morning adjourn until 

2 o'clock p.m. on the same day. 
The Court reassemble pursuant to adjournment, all the Members being present. 
The trial is proceeded with. 

Finding: 

The Court find that the prisoner, No. 8 Sergeant William Henry Harris, N.S.W. Artillery, is— 

Guilty of the first charge. 
Not guilty of the second charge. 
Guilty of the third charge. 
Guilty of the fourth charge. 
Guilty of the fifth charge. 
Guilty of the sixth charge. 

Proceedings bfore iSentence: 

The Court being re-opened the prisoner is again brought before it. 
Captain Warner Spalding, N.S.W. Artillery, is duly sworn. 

Question: What record have you to produce in proof of former convictions? 
Answer: There are none. Queetwn: 
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Question: Is the prisoner under any sentence at the present time? 
Answer: No. 
Question: What is the prisoner's general character? 
Answer: Good. 
Question: What is his age? 
Answer: 29-f17  years. 
Question: What is the date of his attestation? 
Answer: 8th August, 1871. 
Question: What service is he allowed to reckon towards his discharge? 
Answer: Two years and one hundred and ninety-six days. 
Question: Is the prisoner in possession of any decorations or honorary rewards? 
Ansuwr: No. 
Question: How many instances of drunkenness are recorded against the prisoner? 
Answer: There are no entries. 

The Court is again cleared. 
Sentence: 

The Court sentence the prisoner No. 8 Sergeant William Henry Harris, N.S.W. Artillery, to be 
reduced to the ranks, and further to be imprisoned with hard labour for fortytwo (42) days in the military,  

prison, Victoria Barracks, Sydney, New South Wales. 

Signed at Sydney, N.S.Wales, this 3rd day of March, 1874,— 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 

President. 

Confirmed.—HIaWDLES ROBINSON, 6th March, 1874. 

Promulgated at Dawes' Battery on the 6th day of March, 1874. 
G-EO. J. AIBEY, 

Major, Corn. N.S.W. Artillery. 

 

Major Airey to Captain Christie. 
Dawes' Battery,

27 February, 1874. 

Sir, 
It having come to my knowledge that during the proceedings of the Court-martial now sitting, 

No. 8 Sergeant W. Harris, the prisoner, made a statement yesterday afternoon to the Court to the effect 
"that I had stop't one of his witnesses when coming out of the Court, and told him I had got him now, 
and would punish him to the extent the Queen's Regulations allowed," and although the Court may not 
attach much importance to such statement, the confirming officer, and such legal authority as may afterwards 
read the proceedings, might be inclined to think that a vindictive spirit was shown to one of the prisoner's 
witnesses,—I therefore pray your honorable Court will exercise their right of re-calling me on my former 
oath, to allow an unqualified denial to be given this statement of the prisoner's. In event of your 
honorable Court considering it necessary to accede to this request, I respectfully solicit that this letter 
may be read in open Court and attached to the proceedings. 

I have, &c., 
GEO. J. AIREY, 

Major, Commanding N.S.W. Artillery. 

W. B. B. CmiBIsTIE, Capt., President, 27/2/74. 

 

THE defence of Sergeant W. H. Harris, N.S.W. Artillery, to the President and Members of a Garrison 
Court-martial, which assembled on Thursday, 19th February, 1874. 

This defence is read by the prisoner on Monday, the 2nd March, 1874. 

Gentlemen, 
I desire at the commencement of this defence to offer you my thanks for the very evident care 

and attention that you have bestowed upon this trial, and I may say I regard myself as being fortunate 
that I have been tried by such just and equitable officers. The objectiens raised by me at the opening of 
this Court were not at a]l personal objections. I was advised to object on the grounds that this Court
was not properly constituted. The objection was over-ruled by this Court, and as it now forms a 
question for the confirming authority to decide, I leave it without any more remarks for such decision. 

The objection against Lieutenant Russell, on the ground of bias and prejudice, was also disallowed 
on the assumption that Major had not informed Lieutenant Russell that "Sergeant Harris was the leader 
and getter-up of the late agitation in this battery." 

Major Airey's denial of this was not so satisfactory as it might have been if a simple no had been 

given to my question instead of the ambiguous "I cannot remember." Lieutenant Russell must be 
conscious at this moment whether the Major has told him or not. I can fancy that the credibility of the 
person ho told Major Airey that I had stopped an M.P. in the streets, to talk to him of the affairs of this 
battery, has been directly impugned by the answer of the MA.P. indicated, that he had never to his 

w  

knowledge seen me until that morning. It may have been thought that the interests involved in this 
trial are so unimportant that it is a matter of surprise that it has lasted so long, but all things are relative. 

The safety of my rank, a simple sergeant, is of so much importance to me as the safety of an 
officer's commission would be to that officer, and I think this honorable Court will agree with me that a 
prisoner has an undoubted right to defend himself to the best of his power, and understanding against 
charges that he may be guilty, how much more so should he defend himself against charges that he is 
conscious he is not guilty of? 

The Members of this Court are probably aware that considerable delay arose before I was brought 
to trial, and this was not owing to any action that I took in the matter; in fact, I was impatient to be tried, 
as was natural, considering that my arrest was one of close confinement. 

T 
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I consider that I have some reason to complain of such delay, it being both unreasonable and 
inconvenient; but I have more reason to complain of the manner in which some of the members of the 
original Court-martial changed their vocations, Captain Spalding becoming prosecutor, Lieutenant 
Lindeman witness for the prosecution, Major Airey (whom I had called for the defence) considered that it 
was unadvisable to act as prosecutor, reserving for himself, as it turns out, the role of a witness for the 
prosecution. All this was owing to Major Airey's great anxiety that a preponderance of officers of the 
battery should not sit on my trial; hence he had applied for the services of two staff officers. Of course 
such anxiety is duly appreciated by the prisoner when he finds arrayed against him no less than three 
commissioned officers, an affair unheard of in the annals of trial by Court-martial. 

I must now speak of an affair which it is painful for me to mention as for you to hear; I allude to 
the way in which Gunner Craven had been spoken to by his commanding officer in reference to the evidence 
that he had given for the defence. This action on the part of the commanding officer showed he was 
extremely hostile to me, but it was a false step on his part to take, because anything coming before this 
honorable Court, showing a disposition to be unjust to the prisoner or his witnesses on the part of the 
prosecution, must have a contrary effect to what the prosecution so much desires. I need not dwell any 
longer upon this unpleasant subject, but pass at once to the main business of my defence. 

1st Oliarge.—For having used threatening and offensive language towards Acting Sergeant Collett. 

Sergeant Lanigan says that he was so engaged with the newspaper and general comforts of the 
sofa that he does not know who commenced the conversation; and as Gunner Colbourne, the mess waiter, 
was present, and could hear everything, says that the words used were different words to those words that 
Lanigan and Collett speak of. I imagine that Collett might have used the words to me for all Lanigan 
could be positive about, and it shows he was not posifive, or else why did he not take the proper course at 
once; that is, to have placed me-under arrest? This argument is strengthened by the admission of every 
witness the question was put to—" The prisoner is of a quiet inoffensive disposition." Now, as against 
Sergeant Collett this Court has before them his own evidence, viz., in answer to the question—" Were you 
ever ejected from the sergeants' mess?" He says—" I was not ejected from the sergeants' mess to my 
knowledge," though (he added) there was some sort of scrape, and he had called a non-commissioned 
officer a mean man. Sergeant Lanigan corroborates this 'very 'markedly, by throwing himself on the pro-
tection of this Court on being asked a similar question. Now this proves that Sergeant Collett is naturally 
of a quarrelsome disposition, and he himself admits that "I did not taztnt you with my being in the can-
teen so long until you spoke to me." 

In reading over Sergeant Collett's evidence, and remembering  his demeanour before this honorable 
Court, one is struck by the contradictory nature of such evidence. He says in evidence-in-chief that the 
sergeant-major came down and placed me under arrest. The sergeant-major further says, that Collett was 
present there at the time of such arrest. Again, Collett says, "I did not see the prisoner placed undr 
arrest. I heard sergeant-major say 'Place him under arrest.' I heard sergeant-major say, 'You are a 
prisoner—go to your room.' Idid not hear the sergeant-major say, 'You are a prisoner—go to your room.' 
I cannot say what words the sergeant-major made use of, &c., &c." If he is to be believed, it considerably 
damages the theory of the prosecution that I was properly placed under arrest, because he has implied 
that the sergeant-major had not placed me under arrest, but would do so. Collett's dinner-hour is a little 
past 1 o'clock; the canteen is kept closed to the last moment. What did he want in the sergeants' mess 
that day? He says that he wanted some brandy; Colbourne says it was lemonade; the latter is true, as there 
had been a dispute between Collett and myself in reference to this very lemonade. This will show to the 
Court the recklessness of this man's assertions. I have reduced the evidence on this charge down to a 
minimum, and even the remainder should be received with great caution. Again, while engaged with 
Collett in the alleged dispute, I was either drunk or not drunk; if drunk it places Collett's conduct in 
question by sustaining a conversation with a drunken man, his superior officer, and not being drunk, as I 
shall prove to the satisfaction of this honorable Court, such conduct is unrecondilable with my previous 
character. 

2nd Charge—Having, on the 4th February, 1874, been drunk. 

This honorable Court is no doubt surprised at the great disparity in the number of witnesses who 
swear I was sober to the number who swear I was drunk. There are eighteen witnesses for the former 
theory, and seven witnesses for the latter. 

The Court has sufficient evidence before it to enable it to trace me from the barracks to the 
Commissariat, accompanied by  two gunners. You have the evidence of those two gunners. You have the 
evidence of Messrs. Newman and Small, as also that of Gunner Edwards. You have evidence that I left 
the Commissariat yard at 10 minutes to 1 p.m. You can determine how long it would take a man to 
walk down (accompanied by two men with a hand-cart to drag) from the Commissariat yard to the 
barracks. You have the evidence of Gunner Colbourne, whom I then saw and spoke to. You have the 
evidence of Corpi. Walsh, to whom I had entrusted the keys of the mess. You have evidence that while in 
No. 11 room I inquired for a book. What on earth does a drunken man want with a book ?—this book was 
called the" Life of Louis XIV." You have evidence that after the unpleasantness in the mess, I spoke to 
Bombardier Swinbourne, Webster, Colbourne, Rogers, Bradford, Johnson, Kenny, who all say that I was 
sober. You have the evidence of Gunner Mallon, whom I spoke to, and you have also the evidence of 
Bombardier Tate, Gunners Lynch and Haywood; who from their duty came into immediate contact with 
me; Gunners Pemmell and Bullard also saw me at other times during the afternoon. 

Now it is my duty to place before the Court the other side of the picture, and I will try to analyze 
the testimony of the witnesses for the prosecution. Sergeant Collett is the first. The Court must 
determine whether they will or they will not receive his testimony with great suspicion. I conceive it is 
such a difficult matter to advance, that a man who is notoriously untruthful will be just as untruthful on 
his nath if it suits his purpose to do so. It becomes my duty to inform the Court that this man is next 
in succession to the rank of sergeant; that this man, to cover himself with the consequences of his illegal 
acts on the afternoon of the 4th February, 1874, would be to his interest to say that I was drunk, arguing 
this way--" If I can prove him drunk it follows as a matter of course that he was riotous," and if riotous 
my cruelty is justified. Sergeant Lanigan, his bosom friend, has said that he would not believe Sergeant 
Collett on his oath, but that was only said in joke; such ghastly jokes seem to be flying broadcast 

- in this Force. Sergeant-major Green, the senior non-commissioned officer, the pattern for the rest of the 
517—F non- 
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non-commissioned officers, speaks of Sergeant Collett as being one of the biggest liars in the battery, at 
the same time coupling such an expression with the names of two other non-commissioned officers. 
This was another joke, but this Court has got evidence that it was not so regarded. It is not for me to 
point out to this Court that such expressions, coming from a man in such a position, to a boat-load of men, 
is still another proof that there is something wrong somewhere. 

Gentlemen, I appeal to you,—can anything be dearer to a man than his own truth, and the estimate 
his own comrades form of him in that respect? It is monstrous to suppose that such sacred things as a 
man's truth and probity should be bandied about from man to man by way of a joke. You have doubtless 
marked the hesitancy with which witnesses met the question about Sergeant Collett's being believed on his 
oath, but most all were decided about not believing him on his word. Independently of his Baron Mun-
chausen style of exaggeration there must be something wrong in a man whom people are dubious to believe 
on his oath. 

Sergeant Lanigan's evidence cannot go for much. He says "that he took me to be drunk from my 
manner." He was some time, however, before he arrived at this conclusion, and as it iA patent to every 
one that I am of an excitable nervous disposition, it may have suggested to this witness that I was drunk. 
Gunner Colbourne, who was present and quite unbiased, says that I was sober. 

Sergeant-major Green admits that Collett came up to him and told him I was drunk, so when he 
came down he had prejudged the case. This witness further says, that he never saw me drunk before, and 
that he would have passed me for not being drunk had it not been for my manner and appearance. 
Clearly a doubt existed, and existed until the following day, or how can the prosecution account for the 
fact that I was confined, 130 p.m., 4th February, saw the Doctor next morning, passed as fit, and saw 
the officer commanding on 5th February at 130 p.m. Now, I maintain, and it has been proved in 
evidence, that a drunken 'man confimedfo;' being drunk would not have seen the commanding officer until 
930 a.m., 5 February. This implied a great doubt existed as to there being able to prove me drunk. 

Gunner Barrett's evidence amounts to this, that he considered that I was drunk, and so I take it, 
would any old soldier think so who saw a sergeant in the hands of a picquet with irons on? 

Lieutenant Lindeman and Major Airey's evidence,—they apparently did not take a close inspection of 
the prisoner, and judged me drunk by my manner. 

Dr. Bedford's evidence amounts to this,that he was sent for from Paddingtonto see Sergeant Harris, 
who had had a fit. He never inquires the reason why Sergeant Harris happens to be in a cell; it was not 
natural that he should so inquire; he came down to the cell quite as a matter of course; he does not recollect 
any one telling him that I had been drunk or riotous. Now I put it to the Court whether a doctor would not 
naturally be surprised at a man being in a cell in a fit; would he not inquire how he came there before he 
went to see him? He did not even know that I had been in irons; he did not know that the window of 
the cell had been closed, but with a very slight inspection he found that I was recovering from the effects 
of drink, and unfit for duty. In connection with this you have another doctor's evidence, and they agree 
in nothing, except that Dr. Bedford thinks the irons might be painful, placed as they were. But Dr. 
Alloway, who had examined the length of my arms and wrists, and found them shorter and larger than is 
customary in a man of my build. But it is proverbial that doctors' disagree, and patients suffer, but it is. 
rarely that such disagreements extend to the fundamental principles of their profession. The Court is 
aware that nearly the same questions were asked each doctor, with exactly different results. On the 
following question, however, I wish to draw the attention of this Court: - 
Question: Do you not think that violent exertion of the body, pain through irons so placed on me, 
unhealthy action of the heart, irritation, closeness of the atmosphere, &c., would cause the symptoms you 
observed in this case? 
Answer: Yes, symptoms somewhat similar. 

The same question was put by the Court to Dr. Alloway, and his answer was, "Oh no—symptoms 
exactly the reverse." I don't think I need take up any more time on this subject—it is for you to deter-
mine which is the most competent of the two—Dr. Alloway, a military surgeon of twenty years standing 
and a present large practice, or Dr. Bedford, a much younger man, with little experience comparatively? 

3rd Charge—Having at Sydney, whilst under .arrest, broke such arrest. 
This Honorable Court must go into this charge with their minds thoroughly made up that I was 

not guilty of the last charge, nor of the first. I allude to the two former charges, and this being so it 
was clearly wrongful to put me under such arrest. The sergeant-major quoted glibly enough the standing 
orders of the Royal Artillery, so that proves that he did not act through ignorance. Major Airey admits, on 
cross-examination, that these standing orders have been adopted by him for the guidance of the affairs of 
the battery; also, that they have been read out at the head of the battery, and any divergence from such 
"orders" have been punished by him as commanding officer. The "standing orders" directs that a non-
commissioned officer placed under arrest for being drunk the two senior non-commissioned officers should 
be sent for." Why was not this done in my case; we have proof that Sergeant M'Bride was in barracks, 
and if he had said that I was drunk it would have materially strengthened the prosecution ; and if he had 
said I was sober I should not at this moment be standing before you in such an unfortunate position. I 
must needs inform the Court, in explanation of the above, that the usual plan of placing any one in con: 
finement for being drunk in this Force, is to send for non-commissioned officers to look at the prisoner, 
and, if doubt exists, take the opinion of the majority, and either release such prisoner •or keep him in 
confinement, as the case may be. 

You have evidence before you, and you also know, gentlemen, from your own military experience, 
that it is absurd to suppose that a non-commissioned officer, who was supposed to be drunk, should be 
allowed to roam about the place or barracks as he liked. 

You have evidence that I was going to seek the advice of Major Airey on these untoward matters, 
and while proceeding there I was pounced upon by an escort and dragged back. 

Gentlemen, I now ask for your acquittal on this charge, as I never could break an arrest that never 
existed, and it is proved that I was not out of the precincts of the barracks, and there is no law to prevent 
me seeing my commanding officer. And, gentlemen, it must be quite a new thing for you to know that 
any officer or non-commissioned officer should seek to put any construction on the "standing orders" 
but the correct one; it does not admit of the excuse that it was not necessary, or "he did not think it was 
necessary to send for Sergeant M'Bride." I consider that every one alike has a common duty to one 
another, and when "orders" such as these are promulgated for the guidance of every one concerned, 
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they are so plain, and admit of no two constructions; and if, gentlemen, by your judgment to-day, you 
find that this "standing order" need not have been carried out in its entirety, then abuses will surely 
creep in, and there is an end of that "faith" that every, soldier should possess that he will never be subject 
to wrong or oppression. 

4th Charge.—For having refused to give up the keys of the sergeant's mess. 
I know of no law which compels a man to give up the keys of his own property; and this was 

another subject upon which I was going to seek the advice of the commanding officer.' 
5th Cha'rge.—For having wilfully assaulted Acting Sergeant Collett. 
As there is no evidence against me on this, but a great number of witnesses to prove that I did 

not assault Sergeant Collett, I do not see the necessity of taking up the time of the Court any further on 
this matter. 

6th Clzarge.--For having resisted the escort, and offered violence to the same. 
In dealing with this charge I must first draw the attention of the Court to the extraordinary state-

ment of Sergeant Collett's, that it took "half an hour to take me to the cells;"  this must be taken cruin 
grano salis. This is a deliberate unti'uth, and sworn to by that witness, and so the prosecution must have 
thought, as they did not put any questions to other witnesses to confirm this statement. How absurd to 
imagine that .a man of my physique could resist successfully the united efforts of four or five men who have 
been proved to have taken me to the cell, and then half an hour was expended in this manner. Again, 
the prosecution stated a theory that Gunner Mallon alone ran up to me; but there is another witness who 
says that, "Mallon was 'running to and fro under contradictory orders, and so I imagine that while so 
engaged other men were sent out to assist him ;" and this theory is strengthened by Maflon's own admis-
sion, that "he was accompanied by Gunners Tate, Haywood, Barrett; and there were others whom he 
does not remember." Gunner Haywood admits that he received orders from Sergeant Gyiffiths to go after 
me. All this was irregular. Do you not think, gentlemen, that a non-commissioned officer of my own 
rank, might have been sent for me; but no, the indignity would not be complete without I should be 
dragged and maltreated by four or five men; so here was presented the imposing spectacle of a sergeant 
being in the hands of an escort, pulled this way and then another, one moment thrown, over, the next 
dragged by the heels,—all this treatment being countenanced and approved of by three of my brother non-
commissioned officers—my particular good friends. 

As to the fact of my pulling off my coat, the evidence is contradictory; but the matter is unim-
portant; it is only suggestive as an excuse for the men who has so handled me, that I was more like one of 
themselves with my coat off. But I would call the attention of the Court that the evidence goes to prove 
that I had my coat on when Sergeant Collett was calling after me—such a call I never heard—and it is 
very probable that I could not hear it, being away from him a distance of forty yards and I brooding 
on my troubles. So far the presumption is that my coat Was pulled off my back by the escort. 

You have heard, gentlemen, that Sergeant Collett, my junior, put me in irons and in the cells, and 
shut the window of that cell with the sun at 115° 2'. You have heard from witnesses that I was quiet when 
I was put in the cells, as I had good reason to be, being nearly stupified with such treatment. You have 
also heard the manner, I was put in irons—how I was laid on my stomach—how four men knelt on me—how, 
after being locked in the cell, water was denied me—how when being desirous to go into the rear I was 
coolly asked whether I could not dispense with the irons being taken off me. Now I ask this honorable 
Court to picture to themselves the case of a man like myself; of good repute, who has hitherto held up his 
head in the world, who is respected by a large circle of friends, was treated in such a manner as I have 
only but imperfectly pourtrayed; and whether in all their military experience they have ever seen a soldier, 
a non-commissioned officer (not a murderer) treated in such a way as you have evidence of; and I suppose 
it is quite a unique fact that the non-commissioned officer should, in the manly way as described, kick a 
prisoner's legs, and the said prisoner in irons at the time? 

And now, gentlemen, my labour draws to a close. I am as heartily sick of the whole affair as you 
perhaps are. I ask you to consider the fact of my respectful demeanour before this Court to give me the 
benefit of any doubts that may arise; to take into your favourable cotisideration my previous good 
character, and pause before you condemn an unfortunate man to certain disgrace—pause before you by 
your act on this trial cause me to hang my head iii shame where I have always held it up with pride. 
But I confidently believe that you will, by your verdict, relieve me from this unpleasant position, and send 
me forth into the world a chastened and a wiser man. 

Sydney Observatory, 
4 February, 1874. 

Temperature in shade ......................................................78° 5' 3 p.m. 
Do. Sun ................................................... ......115° 2' 

H. C. RUSSELL, 
Government Astronomer. 

Sergeant Harris to Captain Weigall. 

Dawes' Battery, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 15 January, 1874. 

In answer to your advertisement in the Sydney Morning Herald, I, with the concurrence of my 
commanding officer (Major Airey), beg to offer myself as a candidate for the position of Drill Sergeant 
and Janitor to the Sydney Grammar School. 

I am at present a Sergeant of the New South Wales Artillery-29 years of age, married, of fair 
education, active, energetic, sober, and honest—well acq,,uainted with all military matters, and thoroughly 
competent to instruct in all matters connected with infantry drill (included in the Field Exercise Bed 
Book), and also competent to instruct in musketry. My discharge from the New South Wales Artillery 
would follow my appointment, and Major Airey's endorsement on the back of this is, I think, a sufficient 
guarantee as to the respectability of my character, and 'my position as Sergeant in the New South Wales 
Artillery speaks for itself. 

Should you appoint me, I would spare no effort to prove myself worthy of your consideration. 
I am, &c., 
W. H. HARRIS, 

Sergt., N.S.W.A. 
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I can strongly recommend this N.C. officer.—GE0. J. Aia'r, Major C.N.S.W.A., 15/1/74. 
I also beg to recommend this non-comd. officer to your favourable consideration.—Taos. BAYNES, 

Capt., 19/1/74. 

Captain Christie to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Sydney, New South Wales, 

3 March, 1874. 
Sir, 

When forwarding the proceedings of the Court-martial held for the trial of Sergeant Harris, 
N.S.W.A., the Court deem it advisable to state, with reference to the incident alluded to in page 83 of the 
proceedings, that they have no reason to believe that the witnesses for the defence failed to give any evidence 
favourable to the prisoner which it was in their power to give. 

They also think it their duty to state that in their opinion the closing of the shutter of the cell in 
which the prisoner was confined on the afternoon of the 4th Feb. was unnecessary and improper, inasmuch 
as by doing so the custody of the prisoner was not rendered more secure, whilst the ventilation (to 
facilitate which the window was presumably placed there) was interfered with. 

I have, &c., 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 

President, Garrison C.M. 

A 3. 
Certificate of Staff-assistant Surgeon Bedford. 

I cERrirY that No. 8 Sergeant William Harris, of the New South Wales Artillery, is in a good state of 
health, and fit to undergo imprisonment—solitary or otherwise—and with or without hard labour, and that 
his present appearance and previous medical history both justify the belief that hard labour employment 
will neither be likely to originate nor reproduce disease of any description. 

W. J. G. BEDFORD, Staff Asst. Surgeon, 
Garrison Hospital, 3/3/74. Beg. Mu. For. 

W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., President, 3/3/74. 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL RIcHARDSON to His EXcELLENCY THE GovlsxNoR. 
Brigade Office, 

Sydney, 6 March, 1874. 

Youit EXCELLENCY, 
I have the honor to forward the accompanying proceedings ofa Garrison Court-martial, held 

N.S.W. Art, on the non-commissioned officer named in the margin, together with President's covering letter of 3rd 
Oj  
T. Harris.instant, to the first paragraph of which I have to draw your Excellency's attention. I may remark that it is most desirable that no suspicion whatever should exist as to the fact of the 

prisoner having had the benefit of a fair and impartial trial, and accordingly it may seem advisable there 
should be inquiry into the matter specially referred to, provided Your Excellency is of opinion that the 
explanation is unsatisfactory. 

With reference to prisoner's complaint as to the delay in assembling the Court, and to the changes 
in the composition of the same, I have to inform you there was no unnecessary delay, and that the changes 
were necessitated by the original prosecutor, Major Airey, having to give evidence, which prevented him 
acting in the before-named capacity, it being laid down in Military law that the prosecutor is not to be a 
witness if it can be avoided. Captain Spalding was then detailed as prosecutor. Subsequently, Lieutenant 
Lindeman was required as a witness, thus necessitating a further change. I fail to see that the prisoner's 
case was in any way damaged by this necessary alteration of detail. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lt.-Col., 

Commandant. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 13 March, 1874. 

G.uuiisoN ORDER. 
A Couxr of Inquiry, consisting of Lieutenant-Colonel Richardson, Commandant, Captain Christie, Major 
of Brigade, and Captain Baynes, Brigade Pay and Quarter-master, will assemble at the Artillery Barracks, 
to-morrow, at 10 n.m., to investigate and report upon such matters as may be brought before it. 

By Command, 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captain, 

Major of Brigade. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 13 March, 1874. 

GARRISON AFTER ORDER. 

Li consequence of the indisposition of the Commadant, the Court of Inquiry directed to assemble at the 
Artillery Barracks, at 10 am. to-morrow, will consist of— 

Captain Christie, Major of Brigade. 
Captain Baynes, Brigade Pay and Quarter-master. 
T,,ifp.r,nt Russell. N.S.W. Artillery. 

By Command, 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captain, 

Major of Brigade. 
PROCEEDI1cOS 
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PROCEEDINGS of a Court of Inquiry held at Dawes Battery, Sydney, New South Wales, on the 14th day 
of March, 1874, by order of Lieutenant-Colonel J. S. Richardson, Commandant, dated the 13th and 
14th days of March, 1874. 

PRESIDENT 

Captain W. B. B. Christie, Major of Brigade. 

MEMEEB5 :- 

Captain Thomas Baynes, Brigade Pay and Quarter-master. 
Lieutenant J. J. Russell, New South Wales Artillery. 

At 1030 &clock am. the Court opens. 
The orders for convening the Court and the instructions given to the Court are read. 
1st witness: No. 35 Gunner Henry Edwards, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is 

questioned:— 
Question :
uestioned
Queston: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: No, I was not subjected to any intimidation. 
Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 

Second witness: No. 34 Gunner John Button, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is ques- 
tioned. 
Question.: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: No, I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Third witness: No. 55 Bombardier Swinbourne, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is ques- 

tioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. - 
.Fourth witness: No. 59 Acting  Bombardier Alfred Tait, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Cdurt, 

is questioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
1'ifth witness: No. 19 Trumpeter Patrick M'Bride, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is 

questioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Sixth witness: No. 57 Gunner Samuel Bullard, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is ques- 

tioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Seventh witness: No. 101 Gunner Edward Robert Pennell, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into 

Court, is questioned: 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 

tioned. 
Eighth witness: No. 26 Gunner William Rowley, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is ques- 

Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
.Mnth witness: No. 71 Gunner Charles Kenny, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is ques- 

tioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Angwes-: I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Tenth witness: No. 3 A ct. Quarter-master Sergeant Patrick M'Bride, New South Wales Artillery, 

being called into Court, is questioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: I was not. Major 
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Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Rleventh witness: No. 111 Gunner William Bradford, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, 

is questioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: No I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Twelfth witness: No. 102 Gunner Henry Rogers, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is 

questioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: No, I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Thirteenth witness: No. 95 Gunner William Webster, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is 

questioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: No, I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
1?ourteenth witness: No. 29 Corporal James Walsh, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is 

questioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 
Fifteenth witness: No. 72 Gunner John Craven, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is 

questioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: I was, after giving evidence—and while I was giving evidence. 
Question: Describe the circumstances under which you were subjected to intimidation after giving your 
evidence? 
Answer: I was called over by Major Airey after leaving the Court. Major Airey said, as far as I can 
recollect, "Now you have committed yourself. Captain Spalding has just told me that in your evidence 
before the Court, whilst on oath, you made a different statement to that given to the Colonel, when not on 
oath." He further said, "You have told me a lie," and then ordered Sergeant Lanigan to take me to the guard-
room; I was not sent to the guard-room, because I expostulated. I felt hurt at being made a liar in the 
presence of some of the officers, and I asked to see the President of the Court, which Major Airey refused me. 
That day I wrote a letter to the Colonel, which I gave into Major Airey's hands, asking him to forward it. 
He said he would not. Major Airey said, in reading over the letter: "Here is a lie to begin with," and 
said he would use his discretion in the matter, meaning as regards forwarding the letter. 
Question: In what way did Captain Spalding intimidate you when giving evidence? 
Answer: He attempted to intimidate me by asking me whether I would swear to a fact, although I was 
on oath at the time, and also by saying, "Make that man stand back; he is reading the questions." He also 
looked at me in an intimidating manner. 
Question: Did any assertions made by you in the orderly room, prior to the assembly of the Court-
martial on the matters connected therewith, differ from the evidence you gave on oath before the said 
Court-martial? 
Answer: To the best of my belief—not. 
Question: Have you stated to the Court all the intimidation, or attempted intimidation, to which you 
were subjected in connection with the proceedings of Sergeant Harris' Court-martial? 
Answer: I have. 

Cross-eamrnined by Major Airey: 

Question: Had you gone to your barrack-room before I had you up? 
Answer: I had, and was taking off my belts when I was sent for to go before you. 
Question: Did I not hear your explanation? 
Answer: You heard a part of it. 
Question: Did I not say to you, after hearing your explanation, that I would take no further steps till 
the proceedings of the Court came down? 
Answer: Not to my knowledge. 
Question: Are you certain I said, "Now you have committed yourself" ? 
Answer: I can almost swear those were the words you made use of. 
Question: Did I not say to you, "The evidence you have given to the Court-martial is quite different to 
what you stated to me on parade; you must have told me a lie"? 
Answer: Those were not the exact words you used, neither were they words to that effect. 
Question: Did you not state to me on parade, on the 4th February, when had up on parade, that you 
were sitting on your bedstead the whole time Sergeant Harris was being taken to the cells? 
Answer: I did not—I said to you, "Do you think I could look you in the face and tell a deliberate lie?" 
to which you answered, "I think you could." 
Question: Was not Lieutenant Lindeman present when you were brought up on parade, on the 4th 
February, 1874? 
Answer: Idid not see him. 
Question: Were you sitting on your bedstead while Sergeant Harris was being taken to the cells? 
Answer: Part of the time I was. Question: 
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Question: Didyou not state to the Court that you did look out of the window? 
Answer: I stated to the Court that I did look out of the end window. 
Question: Did you not say while in the Court, in answer to the question, " Have you not stated that you did 
not look out of the window, but that you were sitting on your bed the whole time the prisoner was being 
taken to the cells"? 
Answer: I have stated so but I was not oath. I know nothing about it. 
Question: Could you have given any evidence in Sergeant Harris' defence, more favorable to his case 
than you did had I not spoken to you at all? 
Answer: No, I could not. 
Question: When in the orderly room, did I not distiictly tell you that as soon as the proceedings of the 
Court-martial were down, I would forward your letter, together with the evidence of Lieutenant Lindeman 
and Sergeant Lanigan, and did you not answer, " Very well, Sir"? 
Answer: I believe you did after first refusing. 

The witness withdraws. 
Sixteenth witness—No. 61 Gunner Wm. Swan, N.S.W. Artillery, being calledinto Court, is questioned. 
Question: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Gunner Harris, then a sergeant in the N.S.W. 
Artillery, were you subjected to intimidation by any person? 
Answer: No, I was not. 

Major Airey declines cross-examining this witness. 
The witness withdraws. 

Court adjourn: 
At 130 o'clock p.m. the Court adjourn until 230 o'clock p.m. same date. 
At 230 o'clock p.m. the Court re-assemble pursuant to adjournment. 
The three remaining witnesses who gave evidence for the defence on the trial of Sergeant Harris, 

N.S.W.A., being absent, and Major Airey having applied to the Court to record the evidence of Capt. 
Spalding, N.S.W.A., Lieutenant Lindeman, N.S.W.A., Sergeant-major Green, and Sergeant Lanigan, the 
Court believing that it would be in accordance with the spirit of their instructions, decide to record the 
evidence of these witnesses. - 

Seventeenth witness—Captain Warner Spalding .N.S.W.A., being called into Court, is questioned. 
Question: Are you aware of any intimidation having been exercised towards the witnesses for the defence, 
on the trial of Gunner Harris, late a sergeant of the N.S.W.A.? 
Answer: I am not. 
Question: Did you, immediately after he had given it, report to Major Airey the evidence Gunner Craven 
had given on the trial of Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A. P 
Answer: I reported a portion—not the whole? 

Cross-examined by Major Airey: 
Question: Did you in any way Iintimidate Gunner Craven, as to his evidence? 
Answer: Certainly not. 
Question: Was the following question put by you as prosecutor, through the Court-martial held on 
Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A., to Gunner Craven, N.S.W.A.:-"  Have you not stated that you did not look 
out of the window, but that you were sitting on your bed the whole time Sergeant Harris was being taken 
to the cells"? 
Answer: A question to that effect was put by me. 
Question: What answer did Gunner Craven give? 
Answer: Gunner Craven's answer, as near as I could say, was, "I will not swear that I did not look out of 
the window, for I did do so, but I did not see the prisoner," alluding to Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A. He 
also stated that he had said elsewhere that he was sitting on a bed during the time Sergeant Harris was 
being taken to the cells. When he made this statement he was not on oath. 
Question: Do you think Gunner Craven could have given any evidence in Sergeant Harris's defence more 
favourable to his case than he did, had I not spoken to him at all? 
Answer: He could not. 

The witness withdraws. 
Eighteenth witness.—Lieutenant Lindeman, N.S.W.A. being called into Court, is questioned. 
Question: Are you aware of any intimidation having been practised towards the witnesses for the defence 
on the trial of Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A., prior to or after they had given evidence? 
Answer: I am not. 
Question: It has been stated to the Court that you were present when Major Airey addressed Gunner 
Craven after he had left the Court, when Sergeant Harris was being tried; if you were, be good enough 
to state the particulars of the conversation. 
Answer: I was present after Gunner Craven came out of the Court. Captain Spalding sent a memo. out to 
Major Airey, saying that Gunner Craven had just stated on oath that he was standing at a window in 
barracks when Sergeant Harris was being taken to the cells. Major Airey then sent for Gunner Craven, 
and said to him you have just stated on oath that you were standing at the window when Sergeant Harris 
was being taken to the cells, and on a previous occasion you had stated that you were sitting on a bed the 
whole time; you must therefore have told a lie. Major Airey then ordered Gunner Craven to be put in 
the guardroom ; but when he attempted to explain, Major Airey said I shall not put you in the guard-
room now, but after the Court-martial is over I shall fully investigate the case, and if I find you have 
told a lie I shall deal with you according to the Queen's Regulations. Gunner Craven then went away. 

Cross-examined by Major Airey: 
Question: Were you present when I saw the men of No. 11 room on the parade on 4th February, 184, 
relative to an act of insubordination that had been committed? 
Answer: I was. 
Question: What remarks were made by Gunner Craven at that time? 
Answer: He said, in reference to a basin which had been thrown out of the room, the time Sergeant Harris 
was being taken to the cell, it was impossible for him to have done it, as he was sitting on a bed the whole 
time. 

Question: 
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Question: Did you hear me say to Gunner Craven, "II have got you now? 
Answer: I did not. 
Question: Who was present at the time of my investigating the statements made to me by Gunner Craven 
on the parade and on the Court-martial—on the day on which Gunner Craven gave his evidence to the 
Court-martial I mean? 
Answer: Sergeant Lanigan was there besides myself. 
Question: What was your opinion of the matter, having yourself heard and read the different statements 
made by Gunner Craven? 
Answer: My opinion was there were discrepancies in the different statements of Gunner Craven and I 
believe he told a lie. 

The witness withdraws. 

19th witness: No. 1 Battery Sergeant-major H. Green, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is 
questioned 

Question: Are you aware of any intimidation being practised towards the witnesses for the defence on the 
trial of Gunner Harris, late a sergeant of the N.S.W. Artillery, prior to or after giving their evidence. 
Answer: I am not. - 

Gross-examined by Major Airey: 

Question: Were you present when I paraded the men of No. 11 room relative to an act of insubordina-
tion, on the 4th February, 1874? 
Answer: I was. 
Question: What remarks did Gunner Craven make on that occasion? 
Answer: Gunner Craven said he was looking out of the window nearest the guard-room gate, and that 
he did not see the basin thrown out. 
Question : Did not Gunners Craven and Button say they were sitting on their bed during the time 
Sergeant Harris was being taken to the cells, and that therefore they could not have thrown any basin out 
of the window? 
Answer: They said, as I understood them, that they were sitting on the bed the first part of the time, but 
subsequently rushed to the window to see what was going on. 

The witness withdraws. 

Twentieth witness: No. 4 Sergeant James La.nigan, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, is 

questioned. 
Question: Are you aware of any intimidation having been practised towards the witnesses for the defence, 
on the trial of Sergeant Harris, N.S.W. Artillery, prior to or after giving their evidence P 
Answer: I am not. 
Question: Were you present when I sent for Gunner Craven from the barracks after giving his evidence 
in the defence of Sergeant Harris, who was then being tried by Court-martial? 
Answer: I was. 
Question: State what I said to him? 
Answer: You read to him from a slip of paper some evidence he had given on the Court-martial, and 
remarked on the discrepancy between it and some evidence he had given in the orderly room some time 
previously. Gunner Craven attempted to reconcile the discrepancy. Major Airey said if he found that 
such discrepancy did exist he would punish him for making a false statement to his commanding officer. 
Question: Did I say to Gunner Craven, "I have got you now 
Answer: Certainly not in my presence. 
Question: Were you present when Gunner Craven came with a written complaint to the orderly room 
on the 26th or 27th February, 1874? 
Answer: I was; and you stated you would forward Gunner Craven's complaint, with your remarks upon 
it, as soon as the proceedings of the Court-martial came down. 
Question: Did I not give you orders to prepare a written statement of your evidence in this case? 

Answer: I cannot remember. 
Question.: Did I not counter-order Gunner Craven's being placed in the guard-room at the time above 
alluded to, when he gave his explanation as to the discrepancies, saying, I would investigate the case when 
the proceedings of the Court came down? 
Answer: You did. 

Re-examined by the Court. 
Question: Were you ordered by Major Airey to confine Gunner Craven on the occasion of Gunner 
Craven being addressed by Major Airey in reference to the evidence he had given before the Court. 
Answer: ii was. 

The witness withdraws. 
Twenty-first witness: No. 97 Thomas Kerr, Gunner, N.S.W. Artillery, being called into Court, 

is questioned. 
Question: Has any intimidation been used towards you in reference to the trial of Sergeant Harris, 
N.S.W.A., either before or after the trial? 
Answer: No. 

The Court considers that the statements of Gunners Johnston and Leer, who are witnesses for the 
defence on Sergeant Harris's trial, as also that of. Doctor Bedford, should be taken to complete the whole 
record of evidence, but as their presence cannot be obtained, and it appears desirable that the proceedings 
of the Court should terminate this afternoon, they decide to refer to the Commandant such evidence as 
they have been able to collect. . 

At this stage of the proceedings Major Airey requests permission to put on record his explanation, 
which is entered as follows, viz. :- 

Discrepancies having been shown to exist in the two statements made by Gunner Craven to me 
on parade, and that made by him on oath to the Court-martial assembled for the trial of 
Sergeant Harris, I considered it my duty to investigate the circumstances, the more especially 
as several men were having their indulgences stopped for an act of insubordination com- 
mitted by one of their number. On having Gunner Craven up, 1 was not satisfied in my 
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own mind as to the two statements, they not being reconcilable. I therefore delayed any 
action in the matter till receipt of the original papers containing the evidence given by 
Gunner Craven on the Coñrt-martial. No intimidation was either intended or practised by 
me towards Sergeant Harris's witnesses. 

Signed at Sydney, N. S. Wales, the 14th March, 1874,— 
W. B. B. Cniusrra, Captain, President. 
Tuos. BAYNES, Capt., P. and Qr. Master. 
J. J. B. RUSSELL, Lt., N.S.W. Artillery. 

FuOM the evidence it is clear that no intimidation of witnesses was either intended or practised, nor was 
the prisoner's defence affected by Major Airey's action with reference to Gunner Craven. At the same 
time I am of opinion Major Airey was very indiscreet. 

JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-Col., 
16 March, 1874. Commandant. 

INsTRUcTIoNs for Court of Inquiry, ordered to assemble at the Artillery Barracks, Dawes' Point, Sydney, 
on the 14th March, 1874, by order of Lieutenant-Colonel Richardson, Commandant, bearing date the 
14th March, 1874. 

The Court will take the evidence of all the witnesses for the defence on the trial of Gunner 
Harris, N.S.W. Artillery, late a Sergeant in that Corps, with a view of eliciting whether any intimidation 
was exercised towards them by any person. If necessary, it will receive the evidence of other persons. 

It will record no opinion. 
It will give the officer commanding the New South Wales Artillery an opportunity of cross-

examining these witnesses. 
It will sit with closed doors. 

JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-Col., 
Sydney, 14 March, 1874. Commandant. 

Staff Assistant Surgeon Bedford to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Garrison Hospital, 
Paddington, 16/3/74. 

Sir, 
In accordance with instructions received from the Major of Brigade, I have the honor to state, 

for your information, that I was present when Gunner Craven was brought before Major Airey after he 
(Craven) left the Court. 

Major Airey then said that from information he had received, Gunner Craven must have told him 
a lie when he was giving his evidence in the orderly-room, and he ordered Sergeant Lanigan to put 
Gunner Craven in the guardroom. Gunner Craven then made some explanation in reference to the charge, 
and Major Airey said that he would not put him in the guard-room then, but when the Court-martial was 
finished he should apply for his (Craven's) evidence, and if he found that the information he had received 
was correct he should then know how to deal with him. 

* rhave, &c., 
W. J. G. BEDFORD, 

Staff Assistant Surgeon. 

Sydney, 16 March, 1874. 
No. 86 Gunner William Johnson, N.S.W.A., is asked :— 

Question,: Prior to or after giving evidence on the trial of Sergeant Harris, N.S.W.A., were you sub-
jected to intimidation by. any person? 
Answer: I was not. 

W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 
Major of Brigade. 

LIEup.-CoLoysL RICHARDSON to His EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 16 March, 1874. 

YOUR EXCELLENCY, 
With reference to the plea advanced by Sergeant Harris, of the New South Wales Artillery, 

on his recent trial by Court-martial, to the effect that Major Airey, commanding the New South Wales 
Artillery, had intimidated his witnesses, I have the honor to inform you that I detailed a Court of Inquiry 
to investigate the matter, and find that no intimidation took place,—some sixteen witnesses for the defence 
having made statements to that effect; but at the same time I deem it advisable to record my opinion that 
Major Airey's conduct towards one of the witnesses (Gunner Craven) was indiscreet, inasmuch as believing 
that this man had made a different statement to the Court-martial on oath from that which he had made 
to himself, he did not refrain from addressing the man on the subject until the Court-martial proceedings 
had been promulgated. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-Col., 

Commandant. 
Col. Richardson,—I concur. Inform Major Airey accordingly.—H.R., 17/3/74. 
Major Airey to be informed.—J.S.R, Lt.-Col., Commdt., 18/3/74. Major Airey to peruse note 

and return at once—By command, W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade, 18/3/74. Noted and 
returned.—G.A., Major, 19/3/74. 

517—G CAPTAIN 
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CAPTAIN CHRIsTIE to MAJOR AlERT. 
Brigade Office, 

Sydney, 27 March, 1874. 
MEMO.—The Officer commanding N. S. W. Artillery will express to Acting-Sergt. Collett the Commandant's 
displeasure at his action in having closed the window of the cell in which Sergeant (now Gunner) Harris 
was recently confined. It was Sergeant Collett's duty to take every precaution for the custody of prisoners, 
but to close a window which had been placed for purposes of ventilation, and had iron bars on it for 
security, was unnecessary and improper. Sergeant Collett has given an explanation of his conduct, 
but allowing his statement to be correct his action was most indiscreet and uncalled for. 

By command, 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 

Major of Brigade. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
[le. 9d.] 



1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOTJTI-I VNTALES.  

ROBERT COLEMAN 
(PETITION OF.) 

Ordered by the ieqislatzve Assembly to be printed, 12 Decenther, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly,.in Parliament assembled. 

The Petition of Robert Coleman, gunner, in the New South Wales A.rti1lery,-- 

HtMBLY SHOWETH :- 

1. That your Petitioner, on the twenty-sixth day of December, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy-one, engaged to serve as a gunner in the New South Wales Artillery, under and 
subject to the provisions of the Military and Naval Forces Regulations Act, 34 Victoria, number 19, and 
took and subscribed the oath of engagement by the said Act required and prescribed, and thereby agreed 
to serve as a gunner in the said Artillery Force under and subject to the provisions of the said Act. 

That your Petitioner is now of the age of twenty-eight years. 
That your Petitioner, on the nineteenth day of March, in the year of our Lord, one thousand 

eight hundred and seventy-two, while in the exercise and performance of his duty as a gunner in the said 
Artillery Force and at the traversing gun-drill of his Battery at Dawes' Battery, owing to the defective 
condition of the platform upon which the gun at which he was drilling was worked, and by reason of such 
defectiveness and from no fault, carelessness, or neglect on his pat, was thrown down and incurred a 
serious conpound fracture of both the large and small bones of the right leg, thereby causing a permanent 
injury to the said limb, which has resulted in a contraction of the said limb, and total lameness. 

That your Petitioner was immediately after the accident conveyed to the Military Hospital at 
Paddington, and on or about the tenth day of October last, being a peiod. of over seven months from the 
date of the accident, and after suffering severely, was discharged from the said hospital totally incapacitated 
and unfit to perform and exercise his duty as a gunner in the said Artillery Force, with a permanent lame. 
ness in and contraction of the said right leg. 

That your Petitioner holds a certificate of Dx. F. Milford, one of the Staff surgeons in the 
Volunteer Force of. New South Wales, who has examined your Petitioner as to the permanency of the 
injuries received by him. 

€1. That your Petitioner during his service in the said Artillery Corps, has always conducted himself 
properly and satisfactorily to the officers of the said Force, under whose command he has served, and has 
never been reprimanded or reported for misconduct during the whole time of such service. 

7. That your Honorable House lately passed a vote to place on the Estimates a sum of thirty 
pounds to be paid to your Petitioner as compensation for the injuries so received by him as aforesaid, but 
your Petitioner would call the attention of your Honorable House, and humbly submit that taking into 
consideration the permanency and severity of the injuries received, and the lengthy period he was confined 
in the hospital on accoupt of the injuries received while performing his duty as a gunner in the said Corps, 
and the fact that the same has totally incapacitated him from attending to or performing any longer such 
duties, or any othe' active service, thereby depriving him of his means of livelihood, and that therefore 
the'said suth is a very inadequate compensation for such injuries. 

Your Petitioner therefore humbly prays that your Honorable House will be pleased to take the 
premises into consideration, and that your Honorable House will grant your Petitioner such relief as to 
your Honorable House may seem meet. 

And your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pthy. 
ROBERT COLEMAN. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF OF VOLUNTEER FORCE. 
(OPINION OF ATTORNEY GENERAL AS TO POWERS OF GOVERNOR AS,) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assemb'y to be printed, 21 .Tanuary, 1874. 

VOLUNTEER ACT. 

I. FRom His Excellency's. Minute of 5th Decembei, I gather that three questions were then raised by 
him for consideration, namely :- 

lst.—Whether, in cases of appeals against certain disciplinary decisions of the Officer Corn- 
manding the TTolwnteer Porce, such appeals should be decided by the Governor on his own 
responsibility, or with the advice of the Executive Council? 

2nd—Whether such appeals should be submitted direct to His Excellency, or be forwarded 
through the Colonial Secretary P—And incidentally thereto, whether, on being forwarded 
by the Colonial Secretary, they should be accompanied by a previous minute of that 
Minister? 

3rd.—Whether recommendations for the appointment of officers (not for the "Permanent Staff") 
should be forwarded direct to the Governor, or through the Colonial Secretary P—And 
incidentally to this question, also, whether they should be accompanied by a previous minute 
of that Minister? [It being assumed that such appointments can only be made by the 
Governor in Council.] 

My opinions upon these questions are as follows 
I think such appeals should be decided by the Governor upon his own responsibility, as Her 
Majesty's Representative, exercising the functions of Commander-in-Chief of the Force. 
The nature of the duty is such as by all analogy belongs to the Commander-in-Chief, and 
not to the Queen or Governor in Council. Such is the case in respect of Her Majesty's 
Regular Forces, and such also with regard to the Volunteer Force at Home. The Despatches 
of His Grace the Duke of Newcastle and Mr. Secretary Cardwell, which form the basis on 
which our Volunteer Act was passed by the Houses of Parliament, and assented to on Her 
Majesty's behalf, indicate with tolerable plainness the expectations of Her Majesty's 
Government in this respect; and I must add that the view which I take appears to me that 
most consistent with Constitutional principles. The difficulty which has been thought to 
arise from the terms of the interpretation clause in the Act does not embarrass me, because 
it only says that the word "Governor" is to be construed as meaning "the Governor, with 
the advice of the Executive Council," in cases where such construction would be not inconsistext with the co'itext or subject matter; and in my opinion there would be such 
inconsistency in this case. 
These appeals should, I consider, be submitted by the Officer commanding the Force direct to 
the Governor or Commander-in-Chief, and not through the Colonial Secretary; and they 
should not be accompanied by any minute of that Minister. 
In my opinion, the course hitherto pursued of submitting recommendations for the appoint-
ment of Officers (not on the Permanent Staff) direct to the Governor, and without any 
minute from the Colonial Secretary, is that which is most consistent with the position of 
His Excellency, relatively to Her Majesty on the one hand, and to the Volunteer Force, 
accepted on her behalf; on the other. Assuming that such appointments can only be made 
with the advice of the Executive Council (which I am not called upon to consider), still 
I see nothing whatever in the Act which necessitates or contemplates that the Colonial 
Secretary, or any other Minister, should be the channel for conveying the recommendations 
for such appointments, or that they should be filtrated through or be in any way prelimi 
narily acted upon in the office of any such Minister. 

II. Having had a conversation with Mr. Secretary Robertson on the subject of these papers, in 
which he seemed to think that His Excellency's inquiry was not intended to be limited to the questions 
noticed in his minute of 5th December, and that a more general opinion was desired as to the proper 
course to be pursued in regard to the relations between the Governor, the Volunteer Force, and the 
Minister, I submit my further opinion as follows 

* 34_ - 
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I think that all matters concerning the Force, originating within it, or properly coming under the 
cognizance of the Commanding Officer in the first instance, should be submitted by him direct to the 
Governor. Other.  matters (though it may be impossible to draw a line abstractly) should be submitted by 
the Colonial Secretary. Thereupon, it will be for His Excellency to determine in each case whether the 
advice of the Executive Council is required, or whether to act prerogatively on Her Majesty's behalf. 

It may often prove difficult to determine which course ought to be pursued, as the Legislature has 
thought fit to make the question depend upon the "context or subject matter" in each case, instead of 
determining for itself in what cases the advice of the Council should be required. I may, however, take 
leave to suggest that the difficulty would be lessened by keeping in view the two distinctive characters in 
which the Governor is associated with the Volunteer Force—the one as specially representing Her Majesty 
and as Commander-in-Chief, the other as Governor of the Colony in relation to its internal affairs. 

I conceive that in all cases and matters in which the Governor is, by the terms of the Act or by 
consequence of the position assigned to him under it, empowered or required to exercise any functions in 
relation to the Force, there should be a lozai fide concurrence by him (as expressed by Mr. Secretary 
Cardwell) in what is done, and an actual exercise of "authority" by him—whether with or without 
the advice of his Council, as the law may require in each case. Such appears to have been the view of the 
Secretaries of State whose despatches are before us, such the intention of the Legislature, and such the 
necessary inference from the special relation of the Force to Her Majesty in an Imperial sense. And I 
may here remark, in proof of the general concurrence of our Legislature in the views of the Duke of 
Newcastle, that the fourth section of the Act, which is the leading enactment, adopts the precise words 
of his despatch. 

I, therefore, submit that anything like a prejudgment conveyed by a minute of the Colonial Secretary, 
or of the whole Ministry out of Council, would be illegal and unconstitutional. 

W. M. MANNING, A.G. 
Jany. 20/69. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Ooyernmeut Prtnter.-1874. 
[3d.] 

70 



1873-4. 

LEG-ISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

I  

VOLUNTEERS. 
(AMOUNT TO THE CREDIT OF EACH CORPS ON 20 NOVEMBER, 1873.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 14 January, 1874. 

STATEMENT of the Amount of Money in the General Fund of each Volunteer Corps on 20th 
November, 1873, viz. 

ARTILLERY. 
£s.d. 

No. 1 Battery ... ... ... ... ... ... Nil. 
No. 2 ... ... ... ... ... ... 6 10 0 
No.3 ... ... ... ...  ... ... 10110 0 
No. 4 ... ... ... ... ... ... 29 11 0 
No.5 ... ... ... ...  ... ... 3 18 5 
No. 6 ... ... ... ... . .-. ... 145 14 5 
No. 7 ... ... ... ... ... ... Nil. 
No.8 ... ... ... ... ... ... 700 
No.9 ... ... ... ... ... ... Nil. 
No. 10 .... ... ... ...  ... ... 5 0 0 
No. 11 ,, ... ... ... ...  ... ... Nil. 
Engineer Corps ... ... ... ...  ... ... 12 12 5 

RIFLES. 

SYDNEY BATTALION. 

No. 1 Company ... ... ... ...  ... ... 11 8 1 
No.2 ... ... ... ...  ... ... 1810 6 
No.3 ... ... ... ...  ... ... 6014 6 
No.4 ... ... ... Nil. 
No.5 ... ... ... 2218 8 
No. 6 ,, ... .. ... ... ... Nil. 
No. 7 ... . ... ... ... ... Nil. 
No.8 ... ... ... ... ... ... Nil. 

SUBURDAN BATTALION. - 

No. 1, Glebe Company ... .. ... ... ... 5 16 4 
No. 2, Balmain ... ... ... ... 13 1 2 
No. 3, Paddington and Surry Hills Company ... ... 49 4 9 
No. 4, St. Leonards Company' ... ... ... 5 2 0 
No. 5, South Sydney,, ... ... ..: Nil. 
No. 1, Highlanclers ... ... ... ... 135 4 0 
No. 2,  ... ...  ... ... 170 2 2 

WESTERN BATTALION. 

No. 1, Penrith Company ... Nil. 
No. 2, Parramatta  ... 27 14 8 
No. 3, Hawkesbury ,, .. 100 6 0 
No. 4, Bathurst ,, ... 45 14 2 
No. 5, Goulburn ,, ..I Nil. 
No. 6, Richmond ,, ... Nil. 
No. 7, Orange ,, ... 10 0 7 
No. 8, Mudgee ,, ... 12 19 0 
328— 
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NO1THRN BATTALION, 

No. 1, Newcastle Company 
No. 2, East Maitland 
No. 3, West Maitland 
No. 4, Singleton 

SOUTHELN BATTALION. 

No. 1, Kiama Company... ... ... ... ... Nil. 
No. 2, Ulladulla ... S •,. ... ... 30 0 0 
No. 3, Gerringong . ... . .. ... 6 9 0 
No. 4, Jamberoo ... .. ... ... ... 5 2 11 
No. 5, Wollongong,, ... ... .. ... .. 88 10 0 

JOHN S. RICHARDSON, 
Lieut.-Col., Commandant. 
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38 5 6 
Nil. 

36 9 6 
220 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 30 Dec., 1873. 

Sydney: ThomaaRiebards, Goyernment Printer.-1874. 

[3d.] 



1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

VOLUNTEER FORCE REGULATION ACT OF. 1867. 
(MONEYS EXPENDED UNDER, DURING 1873.) 

VrezentO in pursuance of zection Si of 31 111t. 1o. 5. 

STATEMENT of all Moneys paid on account of the above Force during the year ending 31st December, 
1873, furnished in accordance with section 51 of the Volunteer Act of 1867. 

I'artic,ilars. Amount. 

Salaries and allowances ............... 
£ s. 
4,509 16 

d. 
0 

Forage .................................... Allowances paid in lieu thereof to 3 Majors and 1 paid Adjutant, at 
Amount paid ......................................................................... 

238 14 0 
Travelling expenses ..................... 

3s. Gd. per diem each .......................................................... 
496 4 8 

Compensation in lieu of uniforms ... 
For General Staff and Volunteer officers ........................................ 

42 0 0 
Uniforms ................................. 4,465 14 8 
Balance of capitation allowance ... Amount of balances paid over to officers commanding Batteries and 

1,550 12 3 
Marksmen's badges ..................... 

Companies......................................................................... 
98 17 11 

Hire of horses ........................... 
Amount paid to Contractor, and incidental expenses .........................
For mounted officers of Artillery and Infantry on Field parades 109 7 6 Do . ........................... For Artillery field guns ............................................................ 91 1 6 

Contribution to ........................ 250 0 0 Do ........................ 
Volunteer Brigade Band............................................................. 

500 0 0 
Collecting and cleaning arms ......... 80 0 0 
Rifle ranges .............................. For constructing new Butts, and keeping in repair the several Rifle 

For Staff Sergeant Instructors .................................................... 

98 10 0 
Do ............................... 

Amount paid to Contractors ....................................................... 

200 0 0 
( 100 0 0 

Office rent ..................... ........ . 200 0 0 

Rifle Association ...................................................................... 

50 0 0 
Encampment at Easter ............... 

Annual allowance to each country corps, of £5 ............................... 

1,590 12 0 
( Accoutrements for Artillery ....................................96 0 0 
't Miscellaneous .< 

Ranges............................................................................. 
Enlarging the Paddington Rifle Range ........................................ 
Office for General Staff ............................................................. 

Officers' cap bugles .................. . ............................. 54 0 0 .........................jMens 

Artillery, Sydney and Suburban Rifle Companies ................ 

Cost of .................................................................................. 

................................................ 5600 
(. 

Technical Military School .............................................. 

Incidental ............................................................200 10 6 
40610 6 

Tor.............................................£ 15,078 1 0 

TRos. BAnm, Captain, 
Brigade Pay and Qr.-maBter. 

JOHNS. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-Col., 
Commandant. 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

VOLUNTEER FORCE REGULATION ACT OF 1867. 
(REG-ULATION RESPECTING ISSUE OF EFFICIENCY CERTIFICATES.) 

rEcntcb to lftattiamcnt, pursuant to ct 21 lIic. jo. 5, øec. 50. 

Colonial Secretary's Office, 

Sydney, 16 March, 1874. 

His Excellency the Governor having been pleased, with the advice of the Executive Council, to make 

the following Regulation for the Volunteer Force, in substitution of No. 59 of the Regulations published in 

the Supplemeniary Government Gazette of the 29th April, 1871, directs its publication, in accordance 

with the 50th section of the Volunteer Force Regulation Act of 1867. 
HENRY PARKES. 

59. Every such certificate shall be granted as soon as may be after the 31st of December in every 

year, and shall bear date on the 1st of January next, and shall be evidence of the efficiency of the 

Volunteer to whom it is granted during the year ending on the 31st of December next following its date: 

Povided that every Volunteer who shall have completed five years of efficient service shall be entitled to 

obtain a certificate of efficiency from the Officer commanding the Volunteer Force, at any period of the 

year after the expiration of his five years service, for the purpose of the Land Grant mentioned in section 

44 of the Volunteer Force Regulation Act of 1867, if such Volunteer shall have attended, during any 

broken period of the last year, the number of drills and inspections proportionate to such broken period. 

At any time before the 30th of June, and thereafter in the course of each year ending the 31st of 

December, a certificate shall be granted to such Recruit who fulifis the requirements and possesses the 
qualifications aforesaid. - 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

- E W SOUTH WALES. 

- VOLUNTEER LAND ORDERS. 
(PROBABLE NUMBER FALLING DUE IN YEARS 1873, 1874, 1875, 1876, AND 1877 RESPECTIVELY.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be Printed, 9 September, 1873. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 

South Wales, dated 23rd April, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of this 

House,— 

"A Return showing the probable number of Land Orders which will be 

due to the Volunteers for the years 1873, 1874, 1875, 1876, and 1877, 

respectively." 

(Mr. Wearne.) 

RETURN showing the probable number of Land Orders which will be due to the Volunteers for the 
years 1873, 1874, 1875, 1876, and 1877, respectively. 

Probable number of 
Year. Land Orders. 

1873 ... ... ... ... ... ... 407 

1874 ... ... ... ... ... .,. 406 

1875 ... ... ... ... ... ... 376 

1876 ... ... ... ... ... ... 652 

1877 ... .,. ... .., ... ... 511 

JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-CoL, 
Brigade Office, Commandant. 
Sydney, 18th July, 1873. 
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m 



79. 

1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

VOLUNTEER LAND ORDERS. 
(NUMBER ISSUED SINCE 1ST JANUARY, 1873, AND NAMES OF RECIPIENTS). 

Ordered by the Leqislative AssernbLq to beprnted, 30 Sept eviber, 1873. 

1ETIJRN showing the number of Volunteer Land Orders issued since the 1st January, 1873; the names of 
the Volunteers to whom the same were issued; the date of issue; and the dates on which these 
Volunteers joined the Force. 

NO. of 
Land Orders. To whom issued.. Corps. Date of i050e. Date ofjoiniug. 

1 No. 3 Company S.B. ............... 31-12-67 
1 

Agnew R., Corporal ............................... 
Do 16-1-73 10-9-67 

1 
Alexander A., Private ..............................
Adams W., Quartermaoter.Sergeant ......... 16-1.73 1.3-68 

1 Allum F., Gunner ................................. 

.3-1-73 

23-1-73 17-5-66 
1 

No. . 1 Battery .......................... 
.No. 5 Battery ......................... 

31-1-73 1862 
1 Abrahams H. C., Private ........................ 

Parramatt ............................ 
No. 3 Company S.B. ............... .17-2-73 1867 

1 East Maitland ......................... 12-2-73 1866 
1 

Adams Alex., Private .......................... .. 

12.2.73 May /67 
1 

Abbott Jas., Sergeant ............................ 

A'Beekett M., Private ........................... No.. 1 Company S.B. ............... 

. 

13-2-73 10-2-68 
1 

Allen William, Corporal .......................... 

14-2-73 25-2-68 
1 

Addis Eber., Gunner ............................ 
Anderson W. M'L ................................. 13-2-73 7-5-68 

1 Alderson J., Sergeant ........................... 
No. 1 Battery .......................... . 

20-2-73 March /68 
1 

Hawkesbury............................ 
Do ............................. 20-2-73 March /68 

1 Anderson H., Private ........................... 

Do ......................... 

..19-2-73 23.5.68 
1 

Alderson F., Sergeant .............................

Appledore T., Private ........................... 

No. 6 Battery ------------------------- - 

Do. ................................. 

. 

19-2-73 

. .  

29-4-68 
1 

Pen.rith ................................. 
--  

19-3-73 3-4-68 
1 

Arnold R. A., Lieutenant ---------------------- 
Ayres J. T., Bombardier ........................ 17-1-73 8-7-67 

1 Parramatta ..................... . ...... 22-1-73 

. .  

March /67 
1 4-4-73 7-2-68 
1 Artillery Band.................. ...... 

. 

21-1-73 1866 
1 

Ardill J., Private .................................. 
Alderton J., Bombardier .......................... 

15-1-73 21-1-67 
1 17-1-73 6.12.66 
1 

No. 4 Battery ......................... 

17-1-73 7-11-66 
1 Butler C., Private ................................. 

No.6 Battery ......................... 

18-1-73 

. 

May /67 
1 

No. 3 Battery ................ --------- - 

17-1-73 1867 
1 Brooker Thos., Bombardier ..................... 

Volunteer Artillery .......... .......... 
. .  

18-1-73 25-5-65 
1 

Bagot J., Gunner .................................. 
Brady Joseph, Trumpet-Major ................. 

17-1-73 1867 
1 

Baynes F. T., Private ............................ 
Burne E., Trumpeter .......................... .. 

No. 1 Company S.B- ............... 15-2-73 1867 
1 

Baynos H. B., Private ............................. 

No. 3 Company S.B.................. 

No. 3 Company S.B. .............. ... 

. 

21-1-73 10-11-66 
1 

Bennett W. T., Private ......................... 

No. 1 Battery ------------------------- - 
Balmain ................................ 

Parramatta ............................. 

. 

- - 

21-1-73 12-8-67 
1 

No. 2. Company S.B.................. 
No. 1 Battery .......................... 

24-1-73 24-4.66 
1 Bowden Hy., Sergeant --------------------------- No. 6 Battery ............ ............ 27-1-73 1-1-66 
1 Bardwell W., Corporal ........................... 

No. 7 Battery ...................... .... 

22-1-73 11-1-66 
1 Beattie Alex., Private ........................... 

No. 8 Battery ......................... 

. Do. - 
May /67 

1 

Berrie Alexn J., Private .........................
Brogden J., Private ............................... 

y ................ 22-1-73 17-7-66 
1 

Bone H. J., Trumpeter ......................... 
Byrne Edwd., Sergeant-Major ................ 

Do ......................... 22-1-73 17-3-66 
1 

- 

22-1-73 20-4-67 
1 

Bennett A., Lieutenant .......................... 

31-1-73 May, 1862 
1 

Barclay C., Gunner ................................ 
Blair C., Bombardier ............................ 

No. 3 Company .. S.B. .... .... ..... 29-1-73 

. .  

21-1-67 
1 

Buchanan T., Gunner ............................. 
Bagot W. W., Private ............................ 

......................... 
.Balmain..............................6-2-73 

No. 1 Battery ......................... 

20-2-73 1867 
1 

Benson W., Private ............................... 

No. 5 Batter ......... 

Artillery Band ......................... 

West Maitland ........................ 13-8-66 
1 

Boyd W., Sergeant ............................... 
Baker Sam., Private .............................. 1866 

1 Bowman W., Private ........................... ..Do 

Hawkesbury ......................... .. 

Pad.diugton and Sorry Hills 1-2-73 

. 

. 2-2-73 

1865 
1 Beaver H., Private ...............................Do 

......... ............ ...7-2-73 
.7-2-73 

1-2-73 1863 
1 Bourne H., Private ............... . .............. . Balmain .............................. May /67 
1 19-2-73 

. 
29-4-68 

1 
Penrith .................................. 
No. 2 Battery ------------------------- 14-2-73 30-2-68 

1 

Blattman J., Private ............................ 
Bullow J., Gunner ................................ 

14-2-73 6-2-68 1 
Black Geo. S., Private ............................ 
Byron Jno., Corporal ............................ 17-2-73 4-2-68 

1 Boughton S., Private ........................... 

Balmain ............................... 
South Sydney ......................... Richmond .............................. 

19-2-73 March /68 
1 Bevin Louis, Sergeant .................. . .......... . 

.. 
No. 7 Battery ......................... 

- 
13-2-73 1-4-68 



aan'r°ers. To whom issued. Corps. Date of issue. Date of joining. 

1 'Bourke H., Private ............................... Suburban Battalion Band ........... 12-2-73 1862 
1 Beverley W. G., Captain ........................ No. 5 Battery ... ..................... 13-2-73 30-1-68 
1 Buchanan W., Gunner ........................... Do ........................ 12-2-73 19-3-68 
1 Bailey Alfred, Gunner ........................... . Do ........................ 

.. 
17-5-73 17-2.68 

I Do ........................ 13-2-73 18-3-68 
1 Bayley J., Private ................................. 13-2-73 20-4.68 
1 

Bignell F., Gunner ................................. 
Buibert T., Corporal .............................. 13 -2-73 1-6-68 

1 

..No. 6 Company S.B. ............... 
Penrith ................................. 6-1-68 

1 
Besley Geo., Sergeant ............................. 
Browniow C., Private ............. .............. Do 19-2-73 6-5-68 

1 Bennett Jno., Lance-Sergeant .................. 
.- 
West Ma.itland ............... ......... May /68 

1 Banks F. A., Private .............................. Glebe ................................... 14-2-73 24-2-68 
1 Bruce Chas., Sergeant ............................. .No. 3 Company, S.B. ............... 3-3-73 1-2-68 
1 Baylis Sam., Private .............................. No. 2 Company, S.B. ............... 13-2-73 March /68 
1 Baylis J. E., Private.......................... Do 13-2-73 March /68 
1 No. 7 Company, S.B. ............... 15-2-73 8-6-67 
1 Parramatta ........................... 26-3-73 Dec. /65 
1 Hawkesbury .......................... 

..... 

15-3-73 - March /68 
1 Newcastle .............................. 25-3-73 

.... 

.... 

June /68 
1 Butler Wm., Private ... . .......................... 

..No. 7 Battery ............................ 

East Mait.land ........................ 

..... 

6-4-73 

..... 

6-4-68 
1 No. 4 Company, S.B. ............... 

.....19-2-73 

4-6-73 1-4-68 
1 Chilcott H. F., Quartermaster- Sergeant ...... Paddiugton and Surry Hills 

.....19-2-73 

3-1-73 1862 
1 Cohen Jno. G., Corporal ......................... Balmain ............................... 18-1-73 

..... 

..... 

May /67 
1 Cahill L., Gunner ................................. 

..... 

21-1-73 

..... 

11-3-67 
1 Coulter Jno., Sergeant ........................... No. 1 Battery ......................... 

.... 

..... 

23-1-73 16-4-67 
1 No. 4 Company, S.B. ............... 

.. 

1-2-73 

.... 

8-10-65 
1 

Bardsley Jas., Private ............................. 

Do 17-2-73 

..... 

..... 

1866 
1 

Barnett Thos., Corporal ......................... 
Bell William, Private ............................ 

No. 6 Battery ............................. 

No. 6 Battery ........................ 

.... 

22-1-73 25-7-67 
1 

Baker Geo., Private ................................ 

No. 1 Battery ......................... 

.. 

.... 

..... 

23-1-73 7-5-66 
1 

Burns Jas., Private ................................. 
.. 

27-1-73 1-9-67 
1 

No. 9 Battery ............................ 
Do 

. 

27-1-73 

..... 

.... 

1-9-67 
1 

Crichton Jas., Sergeant .......................... 
.. 

29-1-73 1-10-67 
1 

Crompton Chas., Corporal ....................... 

West Maitland ........................ .  1866 
1 Cobcroft E., Captain.............................. 

No. 2 Battery ........................... 

East Maitland .........................2-2-73 1862 
1 

Cooper Fras., Gunner ............................ 

Crowley W., Private ........................... m 

.7-2-73 

27-2-73 27-2-68 
1 

Coulter Wm., Sergeant-Major ................. 
Carter W. T., Quartermaster-Sergeant ........ 

13-2-73 31-1-68 
1 

Carter Jas., Bombardier .......................... 
Clark Geo., Bombardier ......................... 
Carter D. C., Private ............................. 

Cohead Jno. K., Bombardier .................. 

South Sydney ......................... 
No. 7 Battery ......................... 

.. 

12-2-73 29-2-68 
1 

No. 6 Battery .......................... 

.. 

No. 1 Company, S.B. ............... 13-2-73 23-3-88 

Christie C. I., Quartermaster-Sergeant ....... 

13-2-73 2-3-68 
1 

Chard W. H., Private ............................. 
.. 

12-2-73 3-4-68 
1 

W. Caldecott . II., Corporal ....................... 
Cummings Jno., Corporal ......................Do 

m 14-2-73 3-2-68 
1 

Clayton W., Private ............... ............. 
Cavanough H. J., Private ...................... 

No. 5 Battery ......................... 

Paddingt.on and Surry Hills 13-2-73 

. .  

Feb. /68 
1 Crane Wm., Private .............................. . 

......................... 
Bahnain ............................... 

Parramatta ........................... 14-2-73 March /68 
1 Cross Wm., Private ................................ 19-273 24-4-68 
1 West Maitland ........................ 19-2-73 May /68 
1 Creswick C. H., Corporal ........................ 12-2-73 16-1-68 
1 Cox Andrew H., Private ........................ Globe .................................... 12-2-73 6-4-68 
1 13-2-73 25-2-68 
1 Clark Alex., Private .......... .................... No. 7 Company, SB. ............... 14-2-73 July /67 
1 Cameron Angus, Private ......................... 

No. 1 Battery ........................ ... 

.. 
Glebe .................................... 20-2-73 18-2-68 

1 

Do .............................. 
.. 

3-3-73 1-7-67 
1 Cavanough F. S., Private ..................... Glebe .................................... 27-2-73 1-7-68 
1 

No. 1 Company, S.B. ............... ... 

No. 2 Battery ................ ........ 12-3-73 

... 

19-2-68 
1 

Penrith ................................... 
.. 

2.5-3-73 6-2-68 
1 29-3-73 . 13-1-68 
1 

Cropley H. B., Private ......................... 

Delany Thos., Private ............................ No. 5 Company, S.B. ............... 

.. 

.11-1-73 4-3-67 
1 

Crouch H. M., Private ......................... 

Doyle Wm., Gunner ............................. 

.. 

23-1-73 - 15-4-67 
1 Dowling J. P., Gunner ......................... No. 2 Battery ...... ................. 21-1-73 

... 

.. 

31-1-67 
1 

Newcastle ........... ...................... 
Parramatta ............................ 

23-1-73 June /67 
1 No. 6 Company, S.B. ............... 22-1-73 15-7-67 
1 Davis Chas., Private .............................. 

Balmain ............................... 

No. 4 Company, S.B. ............... 23-1-73 21-2-67 
1 Dickman B., Private ........................... 

. 

27-1-73 1860 
1 Davies E. J., Private ............................ 

N.o. 3 Compkny, S.B. ............... 
No. 6 Company, S.B. ............... 23-1-73 1867 

1 Dansey Geo. F., Surgeon ........................ .. Sydney Battalion V.R. ............ May /67 
1 Dickson Joseph, Private ..................... ... .N. o. 1 Company, S.B. ............... 26-2-73 23-10-60 
1 Dolarmann J. H., Gunner ...................... 12-2-73 31-1-68 
1 

Cook Jno., private ................................ 

Billing Jno., Gunner ........................... 

... 

13-2-73 20-8-68 
1 Douglas Andrew, Gunner ..................... 13-2-73 12-6-68 
1 

Copp W. C., Private ............................. 

Do ......................... 12-2-73 1-5-68 
1 

Corbitt Wm., Private ............................ 

. 

Hawkesbury ...... ..................... . 

. 

.20-2-73 1-4-68 
1 

Cunningham E. W., Gunner ................... 
. 

Penrith ................................... 19-2-73 26-2-68 
1 

No. 6 Battery ......................... 
. 

13-2-73 4-2-68 
1 m 13-2-73 25.2-68 
1 

Dance W. E., Private ............................. 

27-2-68 
1 

Dunn Edwd., Corporal .......................... 

rn 

.N 6 Battery ......................... 

.. 

.1-2-73 

24-4-73 • 1867 
1 

Dent Wm., Private ................................ 
Drewe W. H., Private ............................ 

Donald Thos. S., Private ........................ 

No. 2 Battery .......................... 

.N 7 Battery ......................... 

. 

20-3-73 23.3-68 
1 

Dunning W., Trumpeter ...................... 
Douglas Percy, Private ......................... 

15-2-66 
1 

. o. 

No. 3 Company, S.B. ... ............ .  
6-1-73 

6-7-68 
1 

Daly Jno. Sergeant ................................ 

South Sydney Company .............. 

St. Leonards ........................... 

. o. 

Parramatta ........................... 18.9-66 
1 

Dickson Geo., Private ............................. 

Earle Wm., Quartermaster-Sergeant ........ 
England J., Bombardier.... .................... 

No. 6 Battery .......................... 
No. 1 Highlanders ...................15-2-73 

No. 1 Battery .........................17-1-73 
. 

23-1-73 30-4-66 
1 Elliott W., Sergeant ............................Do. 

. 

.3-7-73 

22-1-73 30-4-66 
1 

Deacon W., Private ............................. 

Evers F., Gunner .......................... ...... . 22-1-73 31-1-67 
1 

Dawes Wm., Corporal ............................. 
.N.o. 2 Company, S.B. ............... 

No. 1 Battery ......................... 

No. 4 Company, S.B. ............... .17-2-73 18-2-68 
1 

Donovan Dan., Corporal ......................... 

......................... 
No. 2 Battery ......................... 

Parramatta ............................. 13-2-73 March /68 
1 No. 3 Battery ......................... 25-2-73 1-7-68 
1 

Ellis Rich., Private ................................ 

Elphinstone H. L., Gunner, .................... . No. 2 Battery .........................8-2-73 26-2-68 
1 

Fades Thos., Private ............................ 
Edmunds Geo., Gunner ......................... 

No. 5 Company, S.B. ............... 104-73 9-8-66 
1 

Foskett Wm. Quartermaster-Sergeant ....... 
No. 1 Company, S.B. ............... 

. 
14-1-73 27-6-67 

1 
Freeman A., Private ............................ 
Flynn Jas., Private ............................... Volunteer Brigade Band ............ 

. 

.10-1-73 1867 



Noof  Land Orders. To whom issued. Corps. Date of issue. Date of joining. 

1 Ferguson Jno., Ensign ........................... No. 8 Company, S.B. ............... 15-1-73 2-7-62 
1 Do .15.1-73 5-9-67 
1 Fenton Jas., Private .............................. 18-1-'73 June /67 
1 17-1-73 1-4-66 
1 

FallickFred., Private ............................. 

No. 1 Company, S.B. ............... 24-1-73 24-6-67 
1 

Fenton Chas., Gunner ............................. 
Balmain ................................. 
No. 7 Battery ........................... 

.. 

22-1-73 2-1-67 
1 French Henry, Private .... ................... 

.. 

Parramatta ............................. 
Paddington and Surry Hills 1-2-73 

.. 

1866 
1 Fraser Jno. Alex., Sergeant ..................... Suburban Battalion Band 5-2-73 20-8-66 
1 

Fuller Benj., Private ............................. 

13-2-73 - Aug. /68 
1 Fraser Peter, Private ........................... Biawkesbury ........................... 

.. 

.. 

20-2-73 March /68 
1 

Fraser Donald, Private .......................... 

No. 2 Company, S.B. ............... 24.2-73 11-3-67 
1 Fitzgibbon Jno., Private ........................ .5 17-2-73 211-65 
1 Freeman E., Private .............................. 5-3-73 2-4-68 
1 

West Maitland .................  . ...... 
26-3-73 1866 

1 16-5-73 30-3-68 
1 No. 6 Battery ..... . .................. 9-6-73 1862 
1 29-7-73  
1 18-1-73 June /67 
1 

Fenton L. G., Private ............................. 

17-1-73 6-8-66 
1 

. 

.. 

21-1-73 1-11-66 
1 

Falconer Jno., Private .......................... .. 

23-1-73 14-1-61 
1 No. 6 Company S.B. ............... 24-6-67 
1 

Gourlay Jno., Gunner ............................ 

No. 5 Battery ......... ............... 8-2-73 18-10-66 
1 

Geary Edwin, Gunner ............................ 
Glennie W. 11., Private ......................... 

17-2-73 June /68 
1 

German Wm., Private ......................... 

.. 

14-2-73 4-4-68 
1 G.eary Geo., Private ............. .................. 13-2-73 24-2-68 
1 Gilchrist Wm., Gunner ......................... .12-2-73 1-4-68 
1 Green Aaron, Quartermaster Sergeant ....... 12-2-73 9-3-68 
1 

Fenton Wm. jun., Private ...................... 

Groves Wm., Private ............................ 15-2-73 June /68 
1 Graham Alex., Private . ........... . ....... .... 15-2-73 18-2-68 
1 13-2-73 16-1-68 
1 

Griffiths Chae., Corporal ......................... 

25-3-73 1866 
1 No. 7 Company S.B. ............... 

. 

1866 
1 Parramatta ............ ............... 20-3-73 2-3-67 
1 

Fisher Douglas, Sergeant .......................... 

Graham Thos., Private ........................... 25-3-73 24-7-67 
1 

George H., Ensign ............................... 

Greenaway W. H., Private ..................... Do. .............................. 25-3-73 1867 
1 

Graves Thos., Private ............................ 

1-5-73 26-2-68 
1 14-8-73 28-2-68 
1 Hardy Geo., Private ...... ..................... 10-1-73 1865 
1 

Fischer Chas., Private ............................ 

Harricks T. W., Bugle Major ................... Sydney Battalion ........... . ...... 15-1-73 14-8-67 
1 

Frith Thos. B., Lieutenant ...................... 
Flood Geo. E., Private ......................... 

Hickson W. H. K', Corporal ... ............... .No. 5 Company S.B. ............... 20-1-73 17-10-66 
1 Do 16-1-73 21-5-67 
1 

Holmes Robt., Bugler ............................. 
No. 6 Battery .............. . ......... 22-1-73 7-3-66 

1 

Goggin E. A., Gunner ............................ 

22-1-73 24-7-66 
1 

Golby Geo., Private ............................... 

Howarth Geo., Gunner ...... . ................. 
Parramatta ............... .... ........ 

22-1-73 6-8-66 
1 Hardie G., Private .............................. 

No. 6 Battery ................ . ....... 
30-1-73 6-12-66 

1 

South Sydney Company .................... 

No. 3 Company S.B. ...... ... ...... 
St. Leonardo ............... . ........... 

........ 

1867 
1 

Guest Frank,. Bombardier ...................... 

Howard A. J., Sergeant ....... . ................. 

No. Company, S.B. ..... ......... ......... 

Parramatta .. ......................... 

........ 

15-2-73 2-3-67 
1 

Gould A. J., Corporal ............................ 

Haigh Fred., Private ........................... 

No. 2 Highianders .......................... 
........ 

- 10-2-73 18-3-68 
1 

No. 4 Company S.B....................... 

No. 2 Company S.B. ................ 

. .  

. 

3-2-68 
1 

Graham Edwd., Private ......................... 

Hamilton Wm., Private ....... ................. 

No. 6 Company S.B...................... 
Balmain .................................... 

....... 

17-2-73 3-2-68 
1 

Gow Robt., Gunner ............................... 

Hagarty M., Private ............................... 

No. 6 Battery .............................. 
Artillery Band .............................. 

.No. 2 Company S.B. ............... 12-2-73 March /68 
1 Harrison W. S., Bombardier ................... 

No. 2 Company S.B. ............. ......... 

No. 6 Battery ............. ........... 

......23-1-73 

21-2-73 21-3-68 
1 - 

Hunter F., Gunner ................................ 
Hussey J. G., Private ........................... 

Howard F., Private ............................... 

Parramatta ................................ 
...... 

20-2-73 March /68 
1 Hagerty W. C., Bombardier .................... 

No. 5 Company S.B...................... 
Balmain .................................... 

.. 

17-2-73 17-4-68 
1 

Higley Wm., Bugler ............................ 

Howard H., Gunner .............................. 

No. I Battery ............................. 
No. 5 Battery .............................. 

Artillery Band ........................ 13-2-73 March /68 
1 

Harwood Chas., Private .......................... 

Halls E. 0., Private .............................. 

Parramatta ................................. 
Glebe Company ........................... 

14-2-73 2-4-68 
1 

No. 1 Battery .............................. 
Singleton .................................... 

13-2-73 6-7-68 
1 

......25-2-73 

15-3-73 22-2-68 
1 

Newcastle .................................... 

No. 3 Company S.B. ............... 

...... 

16-4-73 17-3-68 
1 

lodge Fred., Private ............................. 

West Maitland .......................... 
No. 3 Battery ............................. 

..... 

6-3-73 Dec. /65 
1 

Hall Chas., Private ........................ ....... 
Humphries J. P., Private ...................... 

Volunteer Brigade Band ......... ......... 

. 

11-3-73 1862 
1 

Hudson R. H., Sergeant ......................... 

Hayes Tim., Private :..................... ........ 25-3-73 22-2-68 
1 25-3-73 27-4-68 
1 

Hales F. B., Major ............................... 

..... 

18-1-73 20-11-65 
1 

Hughes B., Private ................................ 

. 

. 

. 

. 

.No. 2 Company S.B. ......... ..... 

. 

.....29-1-73 

18-1-73 18-9-66 - 
1 Horniman A., Gunner ........................... 

.. Do ............................. 
...... 

....12-2-73 

17-1-73 

.....

.....

.....

.....

..... 

25-5-66 
1 

Hewit H., Gunner ............................... 

Balmain ................................... 

16-5-73 7-2-68 
1 

Hiney Pat., Private ................................ 

.Hawkesbury ............................... 

. 

30-1-73 8-2-66 
1 

Hollier Sam., Private ............................ 
Inman Geo., Gunner ............................ 
Irish Jas., Private ................................. 

No. 4 Battery ............................ 

Penrith ............................. ..... 19-2-73 18-4-68 
1 

Glebe Company ......................... 
Do ...................................... 

No. 3 Company S.B. ............... 
.. 

13-1-73 12-6-67 
1 

Jones Alfred, Private ............................ 

Hawkesbury ................' .............. 
..... 

16-1-73 June /67 
1 

No. 3 Battery ............................. 
Western Battalion ...................... 

29-1-73 6-2-66 
1 

Newcastle .................................. 
Do .................................. 

No. 5 Company S.B. ............... - 29-4-68 
1 

Jaques A. T., Private ............................ 

No. 5 Battery ............................ 

12-2-73 28-3-68 
1 

Jerrems W. G., Gunner .......................... 
Johnston Wm., Private ......................... 
Johnson J. T., Sergeant .......................... 
Johnston J. B., Sergeant ........................ 

No. 7 Battery ............................ 
Penrith ..................................... 

20-2-73 March /68 
1 

No. 7 Battery ............................ 

Paddington and Surry Hills 
. 

19-2-73 26-9-63 
1 

Jones James, Private ............................ 
Jeffcott Sam., Private ............................ 

Balmain .................................. 
..... 
..... 

20-2-73 March /68 
1 

No. 2 Battery ............................ 

....

....

....

....

....13-2-73 

13-2-73 6-7-68 
1 

Jefl'ress Jas., Sergeant ............................. 

No. 5 Battery ............................ 

- 31-3-73 6 7-68 
1 

Jeifress Wm., Private ............................. 
Johnson Thos., Corporal ........................ .. Do 27-2-73 20-2-68 

1 Newcastle .......................... 25-3-73 7-2-68 
1 Johnston William, Private ..................... 

Hawkesbury ............................... 

.. 
... 25-3-73 7-2-68 

1 Kain William, Gunner ........................... 

Hawliesbury .............................. 
Glebe Company ......................... 

..... 

i&1.73 2-11-65 
1 

James Jas., Private ............................... 

Do. ......................... 

23-1-73 21-7-66 
1 Kennedy D. S., Sergeant ........................ 

Do. ....................... ........... 

No. 5 Battery .................  ....... 

... 

. 

20-2-73 5-2-68 
1 

Keenan H. J., Gunner ............................

ni 

No. 5 Battery ......................... 
No. 8 Battery .......................... 

No. 2 Battery .................  ....... 
.. 

14-2-73 29-2-68 
1 

King Edond, Gunner ......................... 
Knust Wm., Private ............................ .No. 5 Company S.B................ . 13-2-73 

.. 
25-4-68 

am 



Land Orders. To whom issued. Corps. Date of issue. Date of joining. 

1 25-3-73 1867 
1 

Kearney Harris, Corporal ...................... 
J3ahnain ............................... . 17-1-73 May /67 

1 Lapliam P., Private .............................. 23-1-73 3-2-67 
1 

Long Jno. II., Private ............................. 

Lockwood AT., Gunner ........................... 

Newcastle ................................ 

N.o. 6 Company, SB. ............... 
5-2-73 16-11-65 

1 Parramatta ........................... ..-2-73 .7 

. 

114-68 
1 

..No. 5 Battery .......................... 

6 Company, SB. ............... 13-2-73 30-3-68 
1 

Ludwig F. H. J., Private ........................... 

13-2-73 13-2.68 
1 

Loddge Fras., Sergeant .........................No. 
Laird Robt., Sergeant ............................Glebe 

P̀rivate 2 Company, S.B- ............... 13-2-73 

.. 

11-2-68 
1 

Lingforth L. G., .........................No. 
Lamont C. A., Private........................... 

Company ....................... 
- - 
13-2-73 1866 

1 
.Parraatta 

17-3-73 1866 
1 

Laughton. Win., Private ........................ 
Lenuox Jag., Private ............................ 

m ............................. 

25-3-73 18-4-68 
1 Lynch Pat., Private ................................ 

South Sydney .......................... 
Penritis ................................... 

23-7-67 
1 No. 1 Company, S.B. ............... 3.6-67 
1 Volunteer Brigade Band 104-73 1867 
1 Slather Hy.,  Private ........................... Parraatta ..................... ...... m 15-1-73 Oct. /66 
1 

Newcastle ...............................25-3-73 
.7573 

15-1-73 17-5-65 
1 

Ivlarcombe S., Private ............................ 
. 

164-73 

.. 

99.73 
1 

Lamb T. 1k, Sergeant ............................ 

No. 1 Battery ......................... 

21-1-73 25.1-67 
1 

Slackinlay A., Bombardier ...................... 

No. 1 Company, S.B. ............... 21-1-73 July /67 
1 

Maddocks Geo., Private ......................... 
Milligan Wm., Gunner ......................... 

No. 3 Company, S.B. .............. ... 

Parramatta ... ....................... 30-1-73 Oct. /66 
1 

M addocks J. H., Private ......................... 
Moxham W., Private ............................ 

No. 1 Battery .......................... 

No. 3 Company, S.B. ............... 21-1-73 23-9-67 
1 

1\luui-o Alex., Private ............................ 
Matcliett Wm., Sergeant........................ 214-73 

. 

23-11-6 
1 No. 2 Battery ....................... .. 22.1-73 

... 

15-9-65 
1 

No. 5 Battery ......................... 

1866 
1 2-1-67 
1 

Moore W. C., Gunner ............................ 
Maling Jno., Private ............................. 

Melville G. C., Sergeant .................. ..... 

Parramatta ............................22-1-73 
.............................11-2-73 

Balmain ..................... ........ June /67 
1 Matthews S., Private ........................... .N 1 Company S.B. ............... 29-1-73 15-7-67 
1 

Moore G. A., Private ............................Do 

Morton Juo., Gunner ......... .... . ...... ...... No. 2 Battery ........ .............. 

.3-2-73 

20-3-73 
. 

29-2-67 
1 

.o. 

West Meitlaud ........................ 

. 

7-2-73 26-8.66 
1 

Morris J. T., Private ............................ 
Paddington and Surry Hills 

. 

7-2-73 

. 

26-5-66 
1 Mihell Alex. W., Private ........................ 12-2-73 

.. 

31-7-68 
1 

i\[eads H., Private ............................... 

'MitchsellJas., Sergeant-Major .............. .... 12-2-73 31-1-68 
1 Marshall Wm., Private .......................... 

. 

. 
13-2-73 14-2-68 

1 

South Sydney ........................... 
No. 7 Battery .......................... 

No. 6 Company S.B. ............... 13-2-73 25.2-68 
1 

Morris J. II., Lieutenant ........................ 
Miller Thos., Private ........................... 

Balmain ................................ 

Do 13-2-73 
.. 

31-1-68 
1 Mills Henry Corporal ............................ 20-2-73 March /68 
1 llloxham Jno., Private ........................... 19-2-73 29-4-68 
1 

... 

-  14-2-73 13-2-68 
1 

Muidinent Wns., Private......................... 
Magovney A. H., Private ..................... No. 2 Company S.B. ............... 

...

.. 

14-2-73 18-3-68 
1 Masters Edwd., Lieutenant ......... ............ 15-2-73 26-3-68 1 

Globe Company ....................... 

19-2-73 18-1-68 
1 

flawkesbury .............................
Penrith ...................................

Penrith ...................................

.. .. 

27-2-73 6-2-63 1 

Muhlis }iichd., Private ............................. 
Midgeley Win., Frivate .......................... 

No. 4 Battery .......................... .. 

No. 1 Company S.B. ............... 8-4-73 10-2-68 
1 Maefarlano lidwd., Private ..................... Do 15-4-73 10-8-68 
1 

Glebe Company ....................... 
. .  

4-3-73 16-11-6e 1 

Macfarlane J. A., Private ...................... 

Milton Wm., Sergeant ........................... 23-3-73 1867 1 

Marshall W. J., Gunner ............ ............ ..

Marriott D., Private .............................. 

.. 

25-3-73 27-2-68 1 Middleton A., Private ............................ 

No. 5 Battery .......................... 
Newcastle .............................. 

Do. .............................. 25-3-73 23-7-67 1 

. 
Do................................ 

28-3-73 18-4-68 1 
Matthews H., Private ........................... .. 

.. 

.. 

22-1-73 Jan. /67 
1 Motterain Peter, Private ........................ .. Ilawkesbury ........................... 

.. 

4-4-73 1-4-68 1 Maloney Pat., Gunner .............. ............ 

Parramatta ............................. 

19-5-73 June /64 1 

Moore W. H., Private ............................. Do ............................. 

No. 4 Company SB. ............... 6-6-73 13-5-68 1 
No. 3 Battery .......................... 

No. 3 Company S.B. ............... 

.. 

3-7-73 6-7-68 1 
Murray Peter, Corporal ......................... 
MCloskey J. C., Bombardier .................... 

.. 

.. 

20-1-73 25-5-65 1 S1'Culla M., Private .............................. .. 
No. 1 Battery ......................... 
South Sydney ......................... 23-1-73 March /66 1 M 'Neill Henry, Private ........................ N.o. 5 Company, S.B. .............. 29-4-68 1 M M'Court ., Gunner ............................ 6-4-68 1 

Morrow J. F. B., Sergeant ...................... 
.. 

10-2-68 1 M 'Donaghi T., Gunner ........................... 15-2-73 29-4-68 1 
No. 1 Battery .........................13273 

20-2-73 April /68 1 

M Neill Robt., Corporid .........................

M'Carthiy M., Private ............................. 

No. 4 Battery ......................... 
Parramatta ............................. 

Jan. /67 1 

M' Lareii W. B., Colo u r- sergean t ............. 
. 

No. 6 Battery ........................13-2-73 
.13-2-73 

3-4-88 1 
1 

litM H illan ., Sergeant, ................. ........ 
M'Carthy Win., Private 

No. 1 Battery ....................... 
Goniburn 

. 
7-1-73 23-4-66 

1 

M 'Alpin Chris., Gunner .......................... 

Nelson Jas., Private............................. 

Bathnrst ...............................14-2-73 
No. 3 Battery .........................4-4-73 
.. 

N o. 4 Company, 8.13 . ..... .......... 
4-4-73 
22-1-73 

30-4-68 
13-10-66 1 

.......................... 
.. 

18-2-73 28-5-66 1 
Newell Robt., Private ............................. 

H., Newland W. ., Private ........................ 

. 

17-2-73 4-5-68 1 New Thos., Private .............................. 

.................................

W. est Maitland ............. .......... 19-2-73 - 19-2-68 1 

Penrith .................................... 

No. 1 Company S.B. ............... 

... 

7373 23-7-67 1 

.N.o. 6 Company, S.B. ............... ... 
... 

5-3-73 8.3-68 1 

Norton Edwd., Private ......................... 

sv einan T. F. L., Private .... .. ............... No. 1 Company S.B. ............... 22-1-73 July /67 
Noble Jno., Quartermaster-Sergeant ......... 

. 
14-7-73 Sept. /68 1 

Al.,  Nolan J. ., Surgeon ............................ 
7-5-67 1 O'Brien Jno., Private .......................  . ... 

... 

... 

25-3-73 24-7-67 1 O.ram Edivard, Gunner ......................... 

No. 2 Battery ........................... 

Artillery Brigade .................... .... 

10-5-73 31-1-68 1 

O'Brien M., Gunner ............................. No. 3 Battery .........................7-3-73 

No. 3 Company S.B. ............... 30-6-73 10-6-63 
Prince Geo., Private ............ .................. 

. Newcastle ............................... 

No. 4 Company S.B. ............... 23-1-73 1866 
O'Brien Jsss., Private ............................ 

No. 2 Battery ......................... 
. 

10-2-73 1860 Pike Win., Private ............................... 
. 
Peurith ................................... 

. 

15-2-73 9-7-68 Peattie Jas., Gunner ............................ 
Palmer J. 11., Bombardier ...................... 

No. 7 Battery ......................... 
No. 1 Battery ......................... 12-2-73 16-1-68 Parker Win., Private ............................ Balmain ........................ ...... . 13-2-73 27-2-68 1 Perdrian H., Corporal ........................... 12-2-73 29-2-68 1 No. 6 Company S.B. ............... 13-2-73 26-6-68 1 Prsmrose Wm., Private ........................ Hawkesbury ........................... 20-2-73 1-4-68 1 

Purkes R. S., Private ............................ 

Paton Jas., Private .............................. 

. No. 5 Battery ......................... 

. ........................... 20-2-73 1-4-68 1 Paisley H. H., Private........................... .Do 

. . 
. 

13-2-73 19-2-68 1 Pike Thos., Quartcrmastei..Sergeant .......... 
. 
.  
almain ............................... 
Penrith .................................. 

. 

19-2-73 - 1860 

-09 



Land Orders. To whom iisued. Corps. Date of issue. Date of joining. 

1 28-5-66 1 1866 1 15-2-73 16-1-68- 1 

Russell J. E. M., Gunner ......................No. 
Rigby Chas., Sergeant ............................ 

7 Battery .........................27-1-73 

12-2-73 5-2-68 1 

East Maitland .........................12-243 
No. 1 Battery .......................... 

20-243 1-4-68 1 

Robinson Wm., Gunner ......................... 
Remington J. C., Lieutenant ................... 

Robinson Jas., Private ........................... 

No. 5 Battery .......................... 

..West Maitland ........................ 19-2-73 April /68 I 

Robinson Jno., Private .......................... 

. ........................ 19-2-73 14-2-68 1 

Hawkesbury ............................. 

19-2-73 29-4-68 1 Riley Robt., Private .............................. South Sydney ......................... 11-343 

... 

1867 1 

IRigney S. B., Private ............................Do 
Rees Rich., Private ............................... 

Rotherim T., Private ........................... 

Penrith ................................... 

25-3-73 19-7-67 1 Rotherim Jno., Private ........................ 
N.ewcastle .......................... . ... 
Do. .............................. 

.. 

25-3.73 23-7-67 1 Roddam T., Gunner ............... .............. 
.. 

24-3-68 1 Robinson Jas., Private ........................ .N 5 Company S.B . ............... 
. 
18-7-73 

. 

1-6-68 1 

No. 6 Battery .........................8-5-73 

15-1-73 

. 

1863 1 Stenner Geo., Private ............................ 

.. 

22-1-73 

.. 

1860 1 

Scott Chas., Corporal ............................. 

Sands Wm., Gunner .............................. 

.o. 

24-1-73 17-12-66 1 Stewart Walter, Private ............ ............ 

South Sydney .......................... 

No. 6 Company S.B. ............... 22-1-73 

.. 

- 9-7-63 1 

N.o. 3 Company S.B. ............... 
No. 6 Battery ......................... 

Do 22-1-73 
. 

1860 1 Simpson Edwd., Private ........................ Pen rith ..................... ..... ....... 

.. 

.. 

.17-2-73 2-5-66 1 

Smee F. A., Private ................................ 
.. 

30-1-73 . 20-11-65 
- 1 

Smith D. A., Gunner ............................. 
Starling W. H., Private ......................... 17-2-73 2-5-66 

1 30-1-73 6-9-66 
1 Soiling C. F., Sergeant ........................... 

No. 5 Battery ......................... 

West Maitland ........................ 7-2-73 June /66 
1 Sefton J. J., Corporal . .......................... 7-2-73 June/67 
1 7-2-73 1867 
1 Szarka Jno., Private .............................. Paddington and Surry Hills 3-2-73 1867 
1 Semple Jas., Private.............................. 4-2-73 27-7-56 
1 

Penrith .................................... 

No. 1 Company S.B. ............... 1.8.67 
1 

Stephan Adam, Gunner ......................... 

Smith C. H. Corporal .............. ............. 

No. 4 Battery ........................... 

Do 

... 

18-2-73 11-1-67 
1 

Solomon D. W., Corporal ....................... 
Do ........................... 
Do ........................... 

West Maitland ........................ 

.... 

May /66 
1 

South Sydney ............................ 
. 

12-2-73 April /68 
1 No. 6 Company S.B. ................ 

...15-2-73 

17-2-73 1-5-68 
1 

Swan J. T., Private ............................... 
Swan H. W., Private ............................. 

Do 

...7-2-73 

17-2-73 7-4-68 
1 

Smith, T. H., Bugler ............................. 
Smith W. J., Private .............................. 

20-2-73 1-4-68 
1 

Shuttleworth A. S. B., Private ................ 

Stewart Wm., Private ............................ 
20-2-73 

... 

1-4-68 
1 

Stewart Jno., Private ............................. 
Simon Fras., Private ............................ 

South Sydney ........................... 

Hawkesbury .............................

. .  

20-2-73 March /68 
1 20-2-73 27-2-68 
1 

Do .............................. 

19-2-73 7 Feb. /68 
1 Seward W. B., Private ........................... 

..Do ............................. 
South Sydney ......................... 

West Maitland ........................ ..19-2-73 18-1-68 
1 

Sheehy Rich., Private ............................. 
Smeaton Peter, Lance-Corporal ................ Penrith ................................... 

19-2-73 May /68 
1 19-2-73 . June /68 
1 Sargent Robt., Gunner ........................... 

. 

17-2-73 3-6-68 
1 

Shepherd J. J., Private .........................Do 
Steinbeck W. B., Private .........................Do 

......................... 

.......................... 

13-2-73 2-4.68 
1 

Smith M. 1111., Sergeant ......................... 
Smith Wm., Private .............................. 

No. 1 Battery ......................... 
Globe Company ....................... 
. 

14.2-73 2-4-68 
1 

. Do 
19-2-73 April /68 

1 17-2-73 2-9-68 
1 19-2-73 4-5-68 
1 

Selkirk Alex., Private .............................. Richmond ................................ 

6-4-73 March /67 
1 

Saber Edwd., Gunner ............................. 
Sullivan Michi., Gunner .........................Do 

25-3-73 Feb. /68 
1 

Smith Henry, Corporal ......................... 

12-2-73 June /67 
1 12-2-73 April :168 
1 

Stephens Henry, Private ........................ ... 

13-2-73 11-2-68 
1 

Turnbull Wm., Private .......................... 
Thomas Jno., Corporal ........................... .. 

No. 4 Battery ........................... 
........................... 

East Maitland ............................ 

20-2-73 March /68 
1 Tilly Henry, Private .............................. 

Newcastle ................................ 

Do .. ....................... 20-2-73 1-4-68 
1 

Thomas Albert, Private .......................... 

Balmain ................................. 
South Sydney .......................... 

13-2-73 25-2-68 
1 

Tout Robt. J., Private ............................. 
No. 6 Company S.B. ................. ... 

... 

No. 4 Battery ....... ........... ...... 7-3-73 25-8-68 
1 

Thomas D., Colour-Sergeant .................... 
Tu?ner E. W., Gunner ............................. 

Newcastle ........................... 
 . . .  

25-3-73 April /68 
1 

Thompson Jas., Private ......................... 
Thorn Jno., Private .............................. .... 25-3-73 . 5-2-68 

1 Vial W. G., Private .......... . ................... . 

Hawkesbury .............................. 

12-2-73 23-8-66 
1 

Globe Company ......................... 

18-643 Nov. /68 
1 

Vote J. C., Ensign ................................. 
10-1-73 10-1-61 

1 

.... 

21-1-73 29-10-60 
1 

.... 

17-1-73 11-1-66 
1 Wharton Benj., Corporal ........................ 

Do. ............. .................... 
.... 

21-1-7 2-5-67 
1- 

Engineers ................................. 
Globe Company ........................ 

21-1-73 . 30-2-67 
1 

Weldon G., Gunner ................................ 

Wiblen W. W., Corporal ...................... 

No. 2 Battery ........................... 

No. 3 Company S.B. ............... 23-1-73 1866 
1 

Wilson F. S., Private ............... ............. 

Waters W. F., Private ........................... 

No. 5. Company S.B. ............... .... 
No. 6 Battery ............................ 
. .  

No. 2 Company S.B. ............... 22-1-73 1866 
1 

Waddell J. J., Corporal ......................... 
Do ........................... 

No. 2 Battery ........................... 

No. 6 Company S.B. ............... 22-1-73 8-11-60 
1 

Walsh Jas., Private ................................ 
.. 

Do 

.. 

.. 

22-1-73 28-3-65 
1 

Wallace Jno., Private ............................ 
Williams Fras., Private ............................ 

No. 1 Battery .......... .. ............ 

.. 

22-1-73 5-2-66 
1 

Wilson D., Gunner ............................... 
Walker Sam., Private ............................ Parramatta ............................. 

.. 
29-1-73 1865 

1 Withers Geo., Gunner ........................... No. 2 Battery ........................... 29-1.73 3-267 
1 Wood Alex., Gunner ........... . ................ 29-1-73 6-11-65 
1 No. 9 Battery ................... . .... 12-2-73 3-4-68 
1 No. 6 Battery ......................... 12-2-73 6-2-68 
1 

No. 5 Battery ......................... 

20-2-73 March /68 
1 

Wells Fred., Captain ............................ 
Watson Geo,, Gunner ............................ 

. 
. .  

20-2-73 March /68 
1 

Wilkins Wm., Sergeant ......................... 

Wood Wm., Private .............................. 

. 

20-2-73 April /68 
1 Wail W. S., Private.............................. 

Hawkesbury ............................ 
Do ............................ 

12-2-73 24-2-68 
1 

Ward Joseph, Corporal .......................... 

Wiggans F., Private .............................. . 

Do ............................ 

Penrith ........................ ........ 
. .  
19-2-73 26-2-68 

1 Weekes J. W., Captain ........................ 

. .  

. 
12-2-73 18-2-68 

1 

N.o. 1 Company S.B. ............... 

Glebe .................................... . .  
14-2-73 25-2-68 

1 Walker Robert, Gunner ........................ 12-2-73 5-8-68 
1 

Wilson Wm., Sergeant ............... ........... ..Do 
.. 

13-2-73 2.4-68 
I  

..................................... 

13-2-73 26-10-65 
1 

Watson Adam, Private ............ .............. 
N. o. 4 Battery .......................... 
Glebe Company ....................... 

20-2-73 27-2-68 
1 

Wark Thos., Gunner ............................. 
Williams Chas., Private ......................... 

No. 4 Battery ......................... 
South Sydney ......................... 

15-3-73 1.4-68 
1 

Wade Geo., Colour-sergeant ................... 
Walker P. B., Private ............................ 

Hawkeebury ............................ 
No. 1 Company S.B. ............... 1.4-73 Aug. /60 



Ic 

UaniIers. of   
To whom issued. Corps. . Date of issue. Date of joining. 

1 Wiley Win., Private ............................ No. 1 Company S.B. ............... 3-3-73 6-4-68 
1 Walker John, Corporal ......................... 5-3-73 3-4-68 
1 Wise Jas., jun., Corporal ........................ 5-3-73 3-4.68 
1 Winn Jag., Private ............................... 25-3-73 

.. 

Api-il /68 
1 

No. 3 Battery .......................... 
.Do .......................... 

Do ... ........................... 25-3-73 1-3-68 
1 Watts A., Private................................. . May /68 
1 

White Wm. F., Private .......................... 

White John, Gunner ............................ 

Newcastle ................................ 

W.est Maitland ........................ 
No. 6 Battery ........................ 

.1-5-73 

.6-5-73 

. 

8-2-68 
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Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 29 Sept., 1873. 

JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lt.-Col., 
Commandant. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Frinter.-1873. 
[6d.] 
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VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY. 

No. 1. 

BATTERY ORDER. 

Battery Order, 
19 August, 1872. 

GUNNER James Williamson is hereby placed under arrest for disobedience to my orders while under arms 
on Saturday last, during the march from Moore Park to Hyde Park. He will therefore desist from all 
military duty during the period of such arrest, or until an inquiry shall decide whether his conduct shall 
be treated with dismissal or otherwise. 

HENRY DEANE, Captain, 
Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

No. 2. 
GUNNER WILLIAMsoN to CAPTAIN DEANE. 

Bourke-street, Sydney, 

Sn, 
19 August, 1872. 

I beg to apologize for my leaving the ranks without your permission on Saturday last. 
I beg to assure you it was a case of urgent necessity, otherwise I would not have done so, and with 
no intention of showing any disrepect, or with the desire of disobeying your orders. 

Under these circumstances I hope you will overlook the apparent breach of discipline, as such was 
not intended by me. 

- I am, &c., 
JAMES WILLIAMSON. 

No. 3. 
CAPTAIN DEANE'S ENDORSEMENT. 

GUNNER James Williamson is advised to state what urgent necessity required his leaving the ranks on 
Saturday last, in order that such statement may be forwarded to the Major commanding Volunteer Artillery, 
with the charge. 

With reference to the latter paragraph of his letter, Gunner Williamson must be well aware that 
there was no apparent breach of discipline but an absolute neglect to obey the commands of the officer in 
charge. 

Gunner Williamson will return this letter, to be sent in with other papers. 

HENRY DEANE, Captain, 
Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A., 

20/8/72. 

No. 4. 
CAPTAIN DEANE to MAJOR SIIEPRERD. 

75, Elizabeth.street, 

SIR, 
. Sydney, 10 October, 1872. 

I have the honor to forward herewith a charge which I prefer against Gunner James William-
son for insubordination, in having, at Sydney, on Saturday, the 17th day of August last, disobeyed 
the lawful command of Captain Henry Deane, his superior officer, by falling out of the ranks during the 
march under arms from Moore Park, after the Commandant's Parade, to Hyde Park, notwithstanding the 
direct order of that officer that no one should fall out of the ranks until the Battery should be dismissed 
at Hyde Park. 

I further charge Gunner James Williamson with neglecting to return a written document, pur-
porting to be an apology sent to me for the offence as in the previous allegation mentioned, with a memo-
randum thereon endorsed by me, which document was requested to be returned. 

I have, &c., 

HENRY DEANE, Captn., 
Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A. 



3 

No.5. 
MAJOR SnxPHEBn's' ENDORSEMENT. 

Forwarded 11/10/72.—W.W., Major, V.A. 
IT is quite within the power of an officer in command of a Battery to deal with matters of this nature. 
Captain Deane will therefore report to this office the result when dealt with. 

P.L.C.S., Major, 
Commanding V.A., 

W.W., Major, V.A.-12/10/72. 11/10/72. 

No. 6. 
CAPTAIN DEANE to MAJOR SHEPHERD. 

75, Elizabeth-street, 

SIR, 
Sydney, 10 October, 1872. 

I have the honor to address you with, reference to the charge of insubordination I have pre-
ferred against Gunner James Williamson, of even date herewith, that during the period I have had the 
honor of being a Commissioned Officer in No. 6 Battery, Volunteer Artillery (over five years), Gunner 
James Williamson has been a regular and efficient member of the Battery, and, I believe, with the excep-
tion of the time in the charge mentioned, has acted respectfully towards the officers of the Battery. 

As this is the first (although serious) offence that I am aware of, I wish this statement to be taken 
into your consideration when dealing with the matter of the charge. 

I have, &c., 
HENRY DEANE, Captain, 

Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

No.7. 
MAJOR SMEpHERD's ENDORSEMENT. 

Forwarded—W.W., Major, V.A., 11/10/72. 
I CONSIDER the case reported to me Of a veiy serious nature, and should certainly not go unpunished. 
The previous conduct of, Gunner Williamson, however, has been of so satisfactory a nature that it need 
not be so severely treated as it should be under other and less favourable circumstances. 

W.W., Major, V.A., 12/10/72. 

P.L.C.S., Major, 
Commanding V.A., 

11/10/72. 

No. 8. 
BATTERY ORDER. 

75, Elizabeth-street, 
Sydney, 14 October, 1872. 

By direction of the Officer Commanding the Volunteer Artillery, matters of this nature should be dealt 
with by 'Officers commanding Batteries. I, therefore, as the Captain commanding No. 6 Battery, Volun-
teer Artillery, do hereby suspend Gunner James Williamson, for insubordinate conduct in disobeying the 
lawful command of his Commanding Officer, for a period of six months, to commence from the date of the 
offence, viz., 17th August last. I further suspend Gunner James Williamson for a period of two months 
for neglecting to return a certain document, although requested to do so—such two months to commence 
from this date. 

'HENRY DEANE, Captain, 
Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

Arms and accoutrements issued to Gunner Williamson will be forthwith delivered up to the Q. .M. 
Sergeant Sherwood, at 311, Castlereagh-street, Sydney, during such suspension.—H.D., Capt. corn. No. 
6 Bty., V.A. 

No. 9. 
CAPTAIN DEANE to MAJOR SHEPHERD. 

75, Elizabeth-street, 
Sydney, 22 October, 1872. 

SIR, - 
I have the honor to report, that in pursuance of you memo,, 11/10/72, endorsed on a charge I 

preferred against Gunner James Williamson, of No. 6 Battery, V.A., for insubordinate conduct, and also 
for neglect of duty, I have suspended Gunner James Williamson, for the first offence for a period of six 
months—to commence from the date of the offence, viz., 17th August last; and for the second offence a 
period of two months, to commence from date of Battery Order, which is dated the 14th October instant, 
a copy of which he has had served upon him. 

I have, &c., 
HENRY DEANE, Captain, 

Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

M 

No. 10. 
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No. 10. 
GUNNER WILLIAMSON, ACKNOWLEDnING DEcEIPT OF BATTERY ORDER. 

269, Bourke-street, Woolloomooloo, 
24 October, 1872. 

GUNNER James Williamson has to acknowledge receipt of Battery Order of 14 October, and would beg to 
be informed as to what document he is complained of as neglecting to return. 

He has not been in possession of any document pertaining to the Volunteer Force since he has 
been a member. 

JAMES WILLIAMSON, 
Gunner, No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

True copy.—W. B. B. Christie, Major of Brigade. 

No: 11. 
GUNNER WILLIAMSON to MAJOR SHEPHERD. 

269, Bourke-street, Woolloomooloo, 
22 October, 1872. 

Sin, 
I beg respectfully to inform you, that on the 19th August I received a communication from 

Captain Deane, commanding No. 6 Battery, Volunteer Artillery, in which it was notified that I was placed 
under arrest for an offence committed on the march home from Moore Park, on the 17th August, viz.: 
Falling out without leave. 

I beg.to  state that I did ask leave and was refused, but as I was suffering great pain at the time I 
was compelled to fall out. I addressed a communication to Captain Deane on the subject, which he has 
not condescended to notice. 

I now take the liberty of drawing your attention to the case, as it has now been some months in 
abeyance ; and hoping it will receive your favorable notice, 

I remain, &c., 
JAMES WILLIAMSON, 

Gunner, No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

No. 12. 
MAJOR SHEPHERD'S ENDORSEMENT. 

CAPTAIN Deane will direct Gunner Williamson to forward this letter through the proper channel. 

P.L.C.S., Major, 
Corn. V.A., 

Forwarded.—W.W., Major, V.A., 23/10/72. 22/10/72. 

No. 13. 
MAJOR SHEPHERD'S MEMO. 

THIS has been returned to me by mistake. It should have been sent on to Captain Deane. 
P.L.C.S., Major, 

Corn. V.A., 
Forwarded.—W.W., Major, V.A., 24/10/72. 24/10/72. 
Received, 28/10/7.2.—H.D., Capt. corn. No. 6 Bty., V.A. Returned. 

No. 14. 
CAPTAIN DEANE'S MEMOS. 

GUNNER Williamson is informed that he has no right to communicate direct with the Officer commanding 
Volunteer Artillery. All communications from the Battery rnRst pass through my hands. 

H.D., Capt., 
Corn. No. 6 Bat., V.A., 

28/10/72. 
Gunner Williamson will endorse a memo, on this of its having been received by him, and then 

return it.—H.D., Capt. corn. No. 6 Bat., V.A., 30/10/72. 

No. 15. 
GUENER WILLIAMSON to MAJOR SHEPHERD. 

RECEIVED, 29/10/72. 
JAMES WILLIAMSON, 

Gunner, No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

No. 16. 
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No. 16. 
CAPTAIN DEANE to LIEUT,-COLONEL RICIIA11DSON. 

IN forwarding this letter I beg to offer a few remarks thereon, which appear to me to be necessary in 
explanation. On the 19th August last I issued a Battery Order, placing Gunner Williamson under arrest. 
for falling out of the ranks on the 17th August last, contrary to my direct orders, and caused a copy of 
such order to be delivered to him. On the same day (19th) a communication was received by me from' 
Gunner Williamson, upon which I endorsed thereon the following memo. :-" Gunner James Williamson 
is advised to state what urgentnecessity required his leaving the ranks on Saturday last, in order that 
such statement may .be forwarded to the Officer commanding Vol. Artillery, with the charge. With reference 
to the latter paragraph of his letter, Gunner Williamson must be well aware there was no apparent 
breach of discipline, but an absolute neglect to obey the comniands of the officer in charge. Gunner 
Williamson will return this letter, to be sent in with other papers." This letter, with my memo., I caused 
to be returned to him through the post, and not receiving any reply, after waiting some weeks I sent in 
my charge to the Officer commanding Vol. Artillery, upon which was endorsed a memo, by that officer: 
"That it is quite within the power of an officer in command of a battery to deal with matters of this 
nature. Captain Deane will therefore report to this office the result when dealt with." Upon this 
memo. I acted, and by Battery Order, dated 14th October last, suspended Gunner Williamson for six 
months from date of offence, also for the non-return of document as requested two months from date of 
Battery Order, and have had a copy of such order duly served upon him, and reported what had been 
done to the Officer commanding Vol. Artillery, on the 22nd October last. 

H.D., CAPT., 
- 18/11/72. 

No. 17. 
MINUTE OF MATOE WILSON. 

FORWARDED to Major Shepherd, commanding Vol. Artillery Brigade. 
W.W., Major, 

Left Wing, V.A., 
21/11/72. 

No. 18. 
MINUTE or MAJOR SHEPHERD. 

FORWARDED for consideration of Commandant. 
P.L.C.S., Major., 

Corn. V.A., 
27/11/72. 

No. 19. 
- MINUTE or LIEUT.-OOLONLL RICHARDSON. 

CAPTAIN' Deane has acted illegally in awarding suspension for six months as a penalty for certain conduct. 
Suspension from military duty should only be resorted to pending inquiry into the conduct of an indi-
vidual. Major Shepherd should' have pointed this out to Captain Deane when he made an official report 
of the matter on the 22nd October last. 

J.S.R, Lieut.-Col., 
B.C. Oomdt., 

28/11/72. 

No. 20. 
MINUTE OF Mxrox SHEPHERD. 

I AM aware that according to the Queen's Regulations this penalty is not awardable by a Battery officer, 
but the Commandant has never (to my knowledge) clearly defined how far these Regulations apply to 
Volunteers, and has even appeared to me at times to ignore them altogether. So far as the Volunteer 
Regulations are concerned, by which that Force is supposed to be governed, I do not find this penalty any-
where forbidden, but I do find that the greater penalty of dismissal is vested (in my opinion improperly 
so) in the hands of Battery Commanding Officers, this latter course being totally inconsistent with the 
Queen's Regulations. For further guidance I shall be glad to learn the particular portions of the Queen's 
Regulations which the Commandant desires to be acted upon, and particularly the regulation which has 
been contravened in this particular instance. 

- PT.O,CA M,. 

Corn. Vol. Artillery, 
Reed., 3/12/72. 2/12/72.. 

No. 21. 
MINUTE or LIEUT.-COLONEL RICHARDSON. 

THE point appears to me to be whether or no Captain Deane had any authority to inflict a penalty of 
suspension for six months for a breach of discipline; and as such breaches are treated under clause 28 
Volunteer Act, which provides certain penalties, of which the above doOs not form one, I am of opinion 
that Captain Deane has acted illegally and in contravention of the clause above quoted. 

J.S.R, Lieut.-CoL, 
Comdt., 

B.C. 9/12/72. 

- - No.22. 



No. 22. 
MINurE OF M&roi SHEPHERD. 

CAPr&xN Deane will at once release Gunner James Williamson from suspension, in conformity with the 
Commandant's Memo., and report to this office any further steps taken in the matter. 

P.L.C.S., Major, 
Corn. V.A., 

Received, 16/12/72.—H.D., Captn. 
13/12/72. 

 

No. 23. 
BATTERY ORDER. 

75, Elizabeth-street, 
Sydney, 18 December, 1872. 

By direction, Gunner James Williamson is released from suspension, and will again resume his military 
duties. 

HENRY DEANE, Captain, 
Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

No.24. 
CAPTAIN DEANE to Mou SHEPHERD. 

75, Elizabethstreet, 

SIR, 
Sydney, 18 December, 1872. 

.1 have the honor to report, in pursuance of your command, endorsed on letter 72/2422, that I 
have this day released Gunner James Williamson from suspension. - 

I have, &c., 
HENRY DEANE, Captain, 

Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

No. 25. 
GuER WILLIAMSON to MAJOR SHEPHERD. 

269, Bourke-street, Woolloornooloo, 

SIR, 
17 December, 1872. 

Having received a communication from the Officer commanding Volunteers, stating that he 
gave a decision as to the charges preferred against me by Captain Deane, No. 6. Battery, V.A., on the 
28th November last, and again on the 3rd of this month,—I now beg that I may be supplied with copies 
of such decisions. 

I have, &c., 
JAMES WILLIAMSON, Gunner, 

No. 6 Bat., V.A. 
P.8.—I enclose copy of my letter to Colonel Richardson, and the Colonel's Memo. 

Received, 19/12/72.—nD., Captn. 

[Enclosure in No. 25.] 
Gunner Williamson to Lieut..Colonel Richardson. 

269, Bourke-street, Woolloomooloo, 

Sir, 
13 December, 1872. 

I beg most respectfully to forward, for your inspection, copies of correspondence between Captain Deane, No. 6 
Battery, V.A., Major Shepherd, commanding Volunteer Artillery, and myself. 

It will be seen by the abovementioned that I was reported, on the 17th August last, for falling out without leave on the 
march from Moore Park. On the 19th same month I received notice that I was placed under arrest. I heard nothing 
further until the 21st October, when I received a notification that I was suspended for six months for disobeying orders, and 
further, that I was suspended for two mouths for detaining a document I never had or heard of, much less had it in my pos-
session. It will be seen, in reference to the first charge, that I acknowledged falling out, and apologized to Captain Deane for 
so doing, and I believe any soldier on the march is allowed to fall out to answer the calls of nature. I therefore beg to state, 
that I feel that the punishment for this offence is far greater than the offence, even if Captain Deane had power to inflict such 
punishment, which I submit he has not under the Volunteer Act. As regards the second offence, I beg to state I know nothing 
at all about it, as I have already stated. I have also to complain of the treatment I have received at the hands of Captain 
Deane, in keeping me in suspense from the 19th August to the 22nd October, and it is also worthy of notice, that I never received 
the Battery Order until after I had addressed Major Shepherd on the subject. On the 24th October I addressed a communi-
cation to Captain Deane (copy enclosed), and received no reply. 

I then forwarded my complaint to the Major Commanding Volunteer Artillery with same result. 
In conclusion, I would beg to state that I had no chance given me to clear myself from these charges. I consider that I 

ought to have been brought face to face with my accusers, and had an opportunity given me to vindicate myself. I believe 
Captain Deane was both complainant and Judge in the case. 

I now beg to leave the whole case in your hands, knowing that I shall receive justice. 

I have, &c., 
JAMES WILLIAMSON, Gunner, 

No.6 Bat., V.A. 

No. 26, 

IiJ 
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No. 26. 
LIRUT. - CoLoNEL RICRARDSON'S ENDORSEMENT. 

This case was submitted to me by Major Shepherd on the 27th November last. I gave my opinion on it 
on the 28th of that month. It was re-submitted on the 3rd of this month, and I again gave an opinion 
similar to the one formerly recorded. 

J.S.R, Lieut.-Col., 

B.C. 
- Comdt., 15/12/72. 

No. 27. . V  
BATTERY ORDER. 

75, Elizabeth-street, 
Sydney, 20 December, 1872. 

I ERREBY dismiss Gunner James Williamson from the Volunteer Force, and his name strike out of the 
muster-roll of No. 6 Battery Volunteer Artillery, for disobedience of orders, in communicating with head 
quarters direct, in opposition to my warning not to do so, conveyed to him by memo., dated 28/10/72, and 
acknowledged by him on 29/10/72. 

HENRY DEANE, Captain, 
Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

No. 28. 
CAPTAIN DEANE to MAJOR SHEPERED. 

75, Elizabeth-street, 
Sydney, 20 December, 1872. 

Sin,  
- I have the honor to report that I have this day dismissed Gunner James Williamson from the 

Volunteer Force, and struck his name out of the muster-roll of No. 6 Battery, V.A., for disobedience of 
orders, in communicating with head quarters direct, in opposition to my warning not to do so, conveyed to 
him by memo. dated 28/10/72, and acknowledged 29/10172. 

- I have, &c, 
- HENRY DEANE, Captain, 

Commanding No. 6 Bat., V.A. 
True copies,—P.L. CS., Major, Corn. V.A.-28/4/73. 

No. 29. 
PETITION PROM GUNNER WILLIAMSON to GOVERNOR SIR H. G. R. ROBINSON. 

To His Excellency, Sir Hercules George Robert Robinson, K.C.M.G., Governor and Commander-in-Chief 
of the Colony of New South Wales and its Dependencies. 

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY,— 

I most respectfully beg to appeal to your Excellency in the matter of my being dismissed from 
the Volunteer Artillery Force, No. 6 Battery, in which I held the rank of Gunner (under Captain Deane), 
on the 20th December last, on a charge of having addressed a communication to head quarters direct. 

The enclosed papers will show that on the 19th August, 1872,1 was placed under arrest by Captain 
Deane for disobedience of orders. On the same date I wrote to Captain Deane an explanatory ltter, of 
which no notice was taken. 

On the 12th October (not having received any notice whateverfrom Captain Deane) I addressed a 
letter direct to Major Shepherd, commanding Volunteer Artillery, on the subject, which letter was by,  
Major Shepherd (through Captain Deane) returned to me, to be re-forwarded through the proper channel 
(vide Major Shepherd's mem.), which was doiie.  On the 14th October, 1872, two days after my addressing 
Major Shepherd, I received a Battery Order; notifying that I was suspended for six months for insubordinate 
conduct; and further, that I was suspended for a period of two months for neglecting to return a docu-
ment, the property of the Battery, never having had possession of any document belonging to the Battery. 

On the 24th October I addressed a memo. to Captain Deane, acknowledging receipt. of Battery 
Order, and asking what document I was charged with detaining. No notice being taken of my 
communications by either Major Shepherd or Captain Deane, and a period of three months having elapsed, 
I considered that I was fully justified in addressing the Officer commanding Volunteer Force, which I did 
on the 13th December, 1872. This communication was returned on 15th December, 1872, with the fol-
lowing memo. 

"This case was submitted to me by Major Shepherd on the 27th November, and I gave my opinion 
on it on the 28th of this month. It was re-submitted on the 3rd of this month, and again I gave an 
opinion similar to the one formerly recorded." - 

Major Shepherd and Captain Deane not having communicated to me the Commanding Officer's 
decision, 1, on the 17th December, 1872, addressed a letter to Major Shepherd, through Captain Deane, 
enclosing a copy of my letter to the Commanding Officer, also the Commanding Officer's memo., asking 
that I might be. supplied with such decision. 

Within two hours after my letter was left at Captain Deane's office, a Battery Order, dated 18th 
December, was left at my residence, notifying that my suspension was cancelled. A gain, on the 20th 
December, 1872, I received another Battery Order, notifying that I was dismissed from the Volunteer 
Force, and my name struck off the muster-roll of.  No. 6 Battery for communicating with head quarters. 
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I now appeal to your Excellency to reverse the decision of Captain Deane, on the following 
grounds 

First. That in consequence of Major Shepherd and Captain Deane not replying to my communi-
cations, I was fully justified in addressing the Commanding Officer direct. 

Second. That the punishment was more than the offence required. 
I also beg to inform your Excellency that I have completed my term of five years' service, by which 

I am entitled to a Land Order, and being dismissed I lose all claim to such, which is a great hardship to 
me, having served faithfully and complied strictly with the terms of the Volunteer Act. 

I now leave the case in your Excellency's hands, knowing that justice will be impartially 
administered. 

I beg, &e., 
JAMES WILLIAVMSON, 

269, Bourke-street, Woolloomooloo, Late Gunner, No. 6 Bat., V.A. 
Sydney, 17th January, 1873. - 

True copy,—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

No. 30. 
GOVERNOR SIR HERCULES G. R. ROBINSON to LImIT.- COLONEL RICHARDSON. 

REFER to Colonel Richardson, for report. 
HR., 17/1/73. 

No. 31. 
LIUUT.-COLONEL RICHARDSON to GOVERNOR SIR HERCULES G. R. ROBINSON. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 24 January, 1873. 

YOUR EXCELLENCY, 
In accordance with your minute (17/1/73), I have the honor to report, for your information, 

that Mr. Williamson's case was submitted to me on the 27th November last, as shown by appended copy 
22 Oct., 1872. of letter, with my remarks thereon, by which your Excellency will perceive that I gave it as my opinion, 

that Captain Deane in the first instance awarded a penalty not authorized by the Volunteer Act, and con-
sequently illegal. Touching the matter of his dismissal from the Force, I am firther of opinion, that the 
course pursued by Captain Deane was unnecessarily severe, when the circumstances of this case are taken 
into consideration, viz. :—The long period under arrest, between commission of the first offence, and the 
dealing therewith by Captain Deane; next, the infliction of an illegal penalty; and finally, Gunner 
Williamson's evident anxiety for a settlement of his case, in order to enable him to complete his efficiency 
during the past year, to entitle him to a Land Order. 

I may, in conclusion, remark, that by the arrest and subsequent Suspension, as above quoted, Mr. 
Williamson has forfeited his claim to a certificate for a grant of land, which I need hardly say is a con- 
siderable pecuniary loss. V  

I have, &C., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-Col., 

Commandant. 
True copy,—W. B. B. CHRIsTIE, Major of Brigade. 

No. 32. 
MINUTE OF GOVERNOR Siu HERCULES G. R. ROBINSON. 

COLONIAL SECRETARY, V 

Mr. Williamson appears to have been dealt with illegally and harshly. But I think it better to 
defer coming to any decision in this case until I receive a reply to the reference which I made upon similar 
cases to the Colonial Secretary several months ago, as I am anxious that the powers and responsibilities of 
the Governor and the Ministers respectively, in military matters, should be clearly defined. 

HR., 29/1/73. 

No. 33. 
GUNNER WILLIAMsON to GOVERNOR SIR HERCULES G. H. ROBINSON. 

269, Bourke-street, 
18 March, 1873. 

To His Excellency Sir Hercules Robinson, K.C.M.G-., Governor of New South Wales, &c., &c., 

May it please Your Excellency,— 

ON January the 4th I took the liberty of addressing you on the subject of my dismissal from No. 6 
Battery, Volunteer Artillery. Also, forwarding for your Excellency's perusal all correspondence that has 
passed between Captain Deane, Major Shepherd, Colonal Richardson, and myself, on the subject. 

Not having received any answer, I conceive, probably, that they may have been mislaid, and again 
beg to draw your Excellency's attention to them. 

I have, &ie., 
JAMES WILLIAMSON, 

Late Gunner, No. 6 Bat., V.A. 

No. 34. 
MINUTE or GOVERNOR SIR HERCULES G. R. ROBINSON. 

Col. See.—H.R., 18/3/73. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1873. 
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY. 
(CORRESPONDENCE RESPECTING CAPTAIN BAMFORD'S CASE.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 14 January, 1874. 

RETURN to an Address of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South 
Wales, dated 28 November, 1873, praying that His Excellency the Governor 
would be pleased to cause to be laid upon the Table of this House,— 
"Copies of all Correspondence, Minutes, Evidence, Documents, and all 
"other papers in the possession of the Government, or the Volunteer 
authorities, having reference to, or connected with, the dismissal of 
"Captain J. B. Bamford from the Volunteer Artillery Force." 

(Mr. Tanks) 

SCHEDULE. 
NO. 
The Comm&ndant to the Colonial Secretary. 30 December, 1873 ...............................................................2 
Minute of His Excellency the Goyernor. 25 August, 1873 ........................................................................ 28 
Minute of Exeeutve Council. 1 September, 1873 ................................................................................. 31 
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YOLTJNTEEIR ARTILLEEY. 

No. 1. 
LIxuT.-COLONEL RIcuinDsoN to TUE COLONIAL SECBETARY. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 30 December, 1873. 

SIR, 
I have the honor to transmit herewith, copies of all Correspondence, Minutes, Iwiclence, iJocu-

ments, and all other papers, in.the possession of this Department, having reference to, or connected with, 
the dismissal of Captain J. B. Bamford from the Volunteer Artillery Force, pursuant to the request con-
tained in your letter No. 115, of the 29th iiltimo, viz. :- 

Major Shepherd's Minutes on Captain Lett's explana- 
tion, 8/8/73. 

Letter from Governor, 4/9/73. 
Brigade Order, 6/9/73. 
Charges preferred against Captain Lett. 
Letter from Captain Bamford, 10/8/73. 
Major Shepherd's Minute thereon, 13/8/73. 
Commandant's Minute, 15/8/73. 
Major Shepherd's Minute, 19/8/73. 
Commandant's Minute, 20/8/73. 
Major Shepherd's Minute, 25/8/73. 
Memo, from Major Shepherd, 18/8/73. 
Reply from Captain Bamford, 19/8/73. 
Major Shepherd's Minute, 20/8/73. 
Commandant's Minute, 26/8/73. 
Major Shepherd's Minute, 26/8/73. 
Memo, from Commandant, 29/8/73. 
Letter from Major Shepherd, 29/8/73. (Withdrawn.) 
Letter from Brigade Major to Major Shepherd, 1/9/73. 
Letter from Major Shepherd, 2/9/73. 
Letter from Brigade Major, 3/9/73. 
Memo, from Major Shepherd, 5/9/73. 
Letter from Major Shepherd, 9/9/73. 
Letter to Governor, 11/9/73. 
Letter from Governor, 18/9/73. 
Memo, to Major Shepherd, 19/9/73. 
Captain Lett's statement, 27/9/73. 
Major Shepherd's Minute, 29/9/73. 
Commandant's Minute, 1/10/73. 
Major Shepherd's Minute, 3/10/73. 
Menio from Major Shepherd, 20/10/73. 
Memo. from Major Shepherd to Mr. Bamford, 

17/10/73. 
Mr. Bamford's reply, 24/10/73. 
Major Shepherd's Minute, 24/10/73. 
Letter to Governor, 12/11/73, together with copy of 

Captain Bamford's letter, 23/5/73, with follow- 
ing Minutes thereon, viz, 

From Major Wilson, 23/5/73. 
From Major Shepherd, 2415/73. 
From Commandant, 25/5/73. 
From Major Shepherd, 26/5/73. 
From Commandant, 31/5/ 73. 

Letter from Commandant to Governor, No. 301, 
27/5/73. 

Extract from Commandant's letter to Governor (pam. 
graph 3), 8/8/73. 

Letter from Governor, 21/11/73. 
Letter to Major Shepherd, 24/11/73. 
Letter from Major Shepherd, 27/11/73. 
Letter to Governor, 28/11/73. 

I beg leave also to respectfully remind you that the minutes or memoranda of His Excellency the 
Governor and Executive Council on my letter of the 8th August last, forwarding the proceedings of the 
two Courts of Inquiry, are not included in this list of correspondence, as no copies of the same have been 
supplied to me. I have, &c., 

JOHN S. RICHABDSON, Liett.-CoL, 
Commandant. 

7 

Brigade Order, 23/1/73. 
Letter from Sergeant Williams to Sergeant-Major 

Byrne, 6/2/73. 
Letter from Mr. Lockyer, 13/3/73, with following 

Minutes thereon, viz. 
From Captain Bamford, 14/3/73. 
From Captain Lett, 22/3/73. 
From Captain Bamford, 27 and 31/3/73. 
From Majors Wilson and Shepherd, 31/3/73. 
From Captain Bamford, 1/4/73. 
From Commandant, 2/4/73. 
From Captain Bamford, 4/4/73. 
From Captain Lett, 7/4/73. 

Memo, from Commandant, 8/4/73. 
Memo. from Major Shepherd, 10/4/73. 
Memo, from Captain Bamford, 16/4/73. 
Memos. from Majors Wilson and Shepherd, 17/4/73. 
No. 8 Battery Order, 3/2/73. 
Letter from Captain Bamford, 18/4/73. 
Minute of Major Shepherd, 19/4/73. 
Letter from Mr. Lockyer, 16/4/73. 
Memo, from Sergeant Williams, 15/4/73. 
No. 8 Battery Order, 15/4/73. 
Memo. from Captain Bamford to Gunner Lockyer, 

26/3/73. 
Letter from Commandant to Governor, 18/4/73. 
Governor's Minute thereon, 20/4/73. 
Brigade Order, directing Inquiry, 22/4/73. 
Letter to Major Shepherd, 22/4/73. 
Letter from Sergeant Williams to Captain Bamford, 

17/5/73. 
Letter from Major Clarke, V.A., forwarding proceed- 

ings of Court of Inquiry in Lockyer's case, 
22/5/73. 

Letter from Captain Bamford, 23/5/73, with following 
Minutes thereon, viz. :- 

From Major Wilson, 23/5/73. 
From Major Shepherd, 24/5/73. 
From Commandant, 25/5/73. 
From Major Shepherd, 26/5/73. 
From Commandant, 31/5/73. 

Brigade Order, 26/5/73. 
Letter from Commandant to Governor, 27/5/73. 
Letter from Governor, 30/5/73. 
Brigade Order, 2/6/73. 
Brigade Order, 6/6/73. 
Letter from Major Jaques, forwarding proceedings of 

Court of Inquiry on Captain Bamford, 22/7/73. 
Letter from Commandant to Governor, forwarding 

proceedings of Court of Inquiry, 8/8/73, 
together with notes of a conversation between. 
Commandant and Captain Bamford, 14/9/71. 

Captain Lett's explanation regarding certain memo- 
randa in proceedings, 8/8/73. 



[Eiiclosures to No. 1.] 

(No. 11.) Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 23 fanuary, 1873. 

BuiGADE OuDva. 

2. The necessary funds having been voted by Parliament for an Encampment of the Volunteer Force at Easter, officers 
commanding Corps will forward to this office, through the Majors Commanding, with as little delay as possible, returns showing 
the names of the officers, non-commissioned officers, and men, who will be prepared to move into Camp on the evening of 
Thursday, the 10th April, and remain until the evening of Monday, the 14th. 

In order to take every advantage of the training which will be carried on during that period, as also to avoid useless 
expenditure, it is to be distinctly understood that no leave will be granted to quit the Camp; consequently, the names of those 
who are unable to comply with this condition need not be returned. 

By command, 
- TUbS. BAYNES, Capt., 

True copy.—W. B. B. CURISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. Acting Majdr of Brigade. 

L. 

Sergeant Williams to Sergeant.Major Byrne. 
Imperial Pension Office, 

Sydney, 6 February, 1873. 

Sir, 
Referring to a Brigade Order relative to the Easter Encampment, I am desired by the member of our Battery john Ke1e, 

named in the margin to inform you that it is his intention to attend the Encampment. 

I am, &c., 
PERCY E. WILLIAMS, Sergt., 

True copy.—W. B. B. CRBISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. Prince Alfred's Own Battery, V.A. 

C. 

Gunner Lockyer to Lieut..Colonel Richardson. 
Treasury, N.S.W., 

13 March, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to lay before your notice the following— 

On the last evening on which the names were taken, of those who wished to attend the Encampment, I forwarded my 
name by Mr. M'Kellar (gunner), so that as he was giving in his own he might give mine also; but on tendering my name he 
was informed that as I had not attended myself on that particular evening*  it could not be received. 

* Has been for 

Having the time at my disposal, and wishing particularly to attend the Encampment, perhaps under the circumstances 
some time an 

you will see no objection to my name being added to the list, absentee."— 

I have, &e., J.B.B., Capt. 

NICHOLAS LOCKYER, Gunner, 
Prince Alfred's Own Battery. 

Forwarded for the Commandant's decision. 
Memo.—I have already more than once explained to Gunner Lockyer that I could not consistently with my own Battery 

Order on the subject forward his name, now that the date I had fixed in that order for receiving has passed; and I feel surprised 
he should assign as a reason for the indulgence he seeks, a fact which in my opinion is distinctly against his request, viz., non-

attendance at drilL—J. B. BAMFORD, Capt., No. 8, or P.4.0. Batt., V.A., 14/3/73. 
W.W., Major, V.A., 14/3/73. 
The Commandant thinks it desirable that as many men as possible should attend the Encampment. It was necessary 

that an approximate idea of the number who would be likely to attend should be given; hence the Brigade Order requesting 
names to be forwarded by a certain date; but it never was intended to prevent any person from attending simply because his 
name was not submitted in time. It is the duty of officers commanding Batteries to endeavour to secure as large a muster as 
possible at the Encampment. By order.—C. LSTT, Capt., Adjt., V.A., B.C., 22/3/73. 

As a point of discipline is involved in this matter I must request that Gunner Lockyer's letter may be laid before the 

Commandant (to whom it is addressed). The matter is important in itsfzsture bearings upon the discipline and subordination 

of my Corps; and I think the Commandant is the proper authority to decide in all cases referred to him.—J. B. BATmiF0RD, 

Capt., No. 8, P.A.0. Batt., V.A., 27/3/73. 
Forwarded to nsa again by mistake ;—intencled for the Commandant.—,J.B.B., Capt., No. 8, 31/3/73. 
Forwarded.—W.W., Major, V.A., 31/3/73. Forwarded.—P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 31/3/73. 

The Adjutant has forwarded this to mae again instead of to the Commandant. I beg of the Field Officer in charge of the 
Left Wing to take such measures as will ensure that this letter reaches its destination. The Commandant should have had it 
a fortnight ago by rights.—J.B.B., Capt., No. 8, or P.A.0. Batt., V.A., 1/4/73. 

The "Memo." in question was written by Captain Lett after he had ascertained my views on the subject.—J.S.R., 
Lt.-Col., Comdt., B.C., 2/4/73. 

In the particular instance of Gunner Lockyer, will the Commandant please inform me whether he will support my 
authority and the integrity of my Battery Order, or 'whether that individual's wishes are to supersede them—this being the 
point at issue between him and myself? I had already done my best to ensure a large attendance of No. 8 previous to Captain 
Lett's memo. I expect it will be well represented.—J.B.B., Capt., No. 8, 4/4/73. 
- W.W., Major, Left Wing, V.A., 5/4/73. 

Forwarded to the Commandant. By order.—C. Larr, Capt., Adjt., V.A., B.C., 7/4/73. 

Requested copy of the Battery Order referred to. I shall hold Captain Bamford responsible for any action of his which 
precludes any Volunteer under his command attending the Encampment.—J.S.R., Lt.-Col., Commdt., B.C., 8/4/73. 

Forwarded for Captain Bamford's information. Urgent. Forwarded direct.—P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 10/4/73. 
Copy of Battery Order forwarded. By this it will appear that I fixed Wednesday, 12th February, for receiving names, 

in accordance with Brigade Order, 23rd January, in which they are called for without delay; and Gunner Lockyer is very far 

from meriting that an exception should be made in his favour.—J.B.B., Capt., Commdg. No. 8 or P.A.O. Batt., V.A., 16/4/73. 
Forwarded.—W.W., Major, Left Wing, V.A., 17/4/73. 
Forwarded for information of Commandant.—P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 17/4/73. 

E. 
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BATTERY ORDER. 

(Copy.) 8 February, 1873. 

MEMBERS who intend going into Camp at Easter will give in their names to the Battery Sergeant.Major on or before 
Wednesday, 12th instant. 

No permission will be granted to quit the Encampment. 
J. B. BAMFORD, Capt., 

Comdg. No. 8, or P.A.O. Battery, V.A. 

N.B.—Cautions were also read to the Battery to the effect that no names would be received after the 12th February.'—. 
PERcY E. WILLIAMS, Orderly-sergeant. 

Certified, true copy.—PEicCY E. WILLIAMS, Orderly-sergeant. 
True copj'.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

 

Captain Bamford to Major Shepherd. 
32, Francis-street, Enmore, 

18 April, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to report that I have struck Gunner N. Lockyer off the roll of the Battery for wilful and pre. 
meditated slisobedience of my lawful command. 

In pursuance of Brigade Order (23rd Jan.), I issued a Battery Order for names of individuals going into Camp to be 
given in by a fixed day. Gunner Lockyer did not comply with it, but subsequently intimated to me his wish to attend the 
Encampment. 

After the Commandant's parade of 22nd ult. I gave a general invitation to the whole Battery to attend it, but as 
Gunner Lockyer had in the interim written on the subject (through me) to the Commandant, I therefore forbade his going 
until that officer's orders about him had reached him by the same channel. This course I deemed proper, as the matter had 
been taken out of my hands, and necessary to discipline, inasmuch as Gunner Lockyer gave me to understand he had been 
advised by competent authority to act independently of me. 

The Commandant's orders have not yet been received; nevertheless Gunner Lockyer, in direct disobedience of my orders, 
was present as one of the Camp force. 

He certainly stated to me some time back that he had had an interview with the Commandant about the matter, in 
which he has now disobeyed my positive orders, and that he should act by his advice ; but for me to infer from this that the 
Commandant counselled him to an act of direct disobedience would be, I think, absurd. 

I trust the Commandant will be pleased to support me in the step I have taken to enforce discipline and subordination 
in the Corps under my command. 

I have, &c., 
J. B. BAMFORD, Capt., 

Comdg. No. 8, or P.A.O. Battery, V.A. 
Forwarded.—W.W., Major, Left Wing V.A., 18/4/73. 
For the Commandant's information. I am of opinion that if the Commandant would insist upon all communications to 

himself from officers and men under my command coming through me, much unnecessary trouble and 'vexation would be 
obviated. The Commandant may perhaps remember my having previously alluded to this subject. If such a defiance of orders 
as has been exhibited in this instance be tolerated on any pretext whatever, it will be impossible to maintain proper discipline 
in the Force.—P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 19/4/73. 

H. 
Gunner Lockyer to Lieut.ColoneI Richardson. 

Treasury, New South Wales, 
1April, 1873. 

Sir, 
Datol 18 April, I have the honor to enclose a Battery Order, signed by the Captain of No. 8 Battery, to which I belong, informing 
1873. me that my name has been struck off the roll for wilful and premediated disobedience of orders. I have most respectfully to 

request that an inquiry may be held into the charges preferred against me, as I have not the slightest knowledge of over having 
di.oheyed mc norvs. 'Perhaps you will, have the goodness to enclosc this. ud pst.itiomi. to His Excellency the (+oTeruor. 

I have, &c..  
XIOJ{OL.&S rooh\hh. 

No. 8 o Prtnoe 5.fre3'6 Owii .Battery. 
yduey, 15 April. 

&unuer Lockyor,'' 
I am commanded by Captain Bamford ro inform you that your name is this day snuck off the Battery Roll. 

Annexed is a copy of the Battery Order. 
PERCY F. WILLIAMS, Orderly-sergeant, 

No. 8, or P.A.O. Battery, V.A." 

BATTF,R'Y Oanxa. 
15 April, 1873. 

GURNER Nicholas Lockyer is struck off the roll of the Battery from this date, for 'wilful and premeditated disobedience 
of my lawful commands. 

J. B. BAMFORD, Capt., 
Commanding No. 8, or P.A.O. Batt., V.I. 

Handed in to the Court by Gunner Lockyer.—M.'W.C., Major, President, 16/5/73. 

A 1. 
MEMo. 26/3/73. 

Gunner N. Lockyer is informed that the permission granted to members of the Battery generally, to joiu the Encamp- 
ment, does not apply to him. - 

As he has applied to the Commandant on the subject, he must await that officer's reply, by which he must be guided. 
J. B. BAMFORD, Capt., 

True copies.—W. B. B. Cnursvia, Capt., Major of Brigade. Commanding No. 8 or P.A.O. BaIt., V.A. 

G. 
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G. 
Lieut.-Colonel Richardson to His Excellency the Governor. 

(73/233.) Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 18 April, 1873. 

Your Excellency,— 
I have the honor to forward the accompanying letter from Nicholas Lockyer, late gunner No. 8 Battery, Volunteer 16 April, 1873. 

Artillery, on the subject of his discharge from that Battery, and to recommend for your approval that a Court of Inquiry be 
assembled to investigate the matter. 

- I have, &c., 
J. S. RICHARDSON, Lt.-Col., 

Let a Court of Inquiry investigate the matter.—H.R., 20/4/73. Commandant. 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

 

BRIGAIrE ORDER. 
(No. 69.) Brigade Office, 

Sydney, 22 April, 1873. 
THE Officer Commanding Volunteer Artillery Brigade, will direct the assembly of a Court of Inquiry, to investigate and 
report upon the discharge of Mr. Nicholas Lockyer from No. 8 Battery. 

The proceedings of the Board to be forwarded to this office. 
By command, 

THOS. BAYNES, Capt., 
Papers handed by Captain Baynes, marked A to L, enclosed.—T.J.J., 11/6/73. Acting Major of Brigade. 

True cooy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

 
Acting Brigade-Major Baynes to Major Shepherd. 

(73/247.) Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 22 April, 1873. 

Sir, 
With reference to the Brigade Order of this date (copy herewith) directing a Court of Inquiry to assemble, to 

investigate and report upon the circumstances connected with the discharge of Mr. Nicholas Lockyer from No. 8 Battery of 
the Brigade under your command, I am desired by the Commandant toforward, for your information, the accompanying papers 
bearing upon this matter, viz. 

Letter from Mr. Lockyer, 13/3/73, with following minutes thereon, viz. :— 
From Captain Bamford, 1413/73. 

Captain Lett,, 22/3/73. 
Captain Bathford, 27 & 31/3/73. 
Majors Wilson and Shepherd, 31/3/73. 
Captain Bamford, 1/4/73. 
Commandantp2/4/73. 
Captain Bamford, 4/4173. 

Memo, from Commandant, 8/4/73. 
Major Shepherd, 10/4/73. 

Copy of No. 8 Battery Order, 3/2/73. 
Letter from Captain Bamford, 18/4/73. 

Mr. Lockyer, 16/4/73. 
Commandant to Governor, 18/4/73. 

Governor's Minute, directing inquiry, 20/4/73. 
And to request you will be pleased to return them to me, with the proceedings of the Court. 

I have, &c., 
THUS. BAYNES, Capt., 

Acting Major of Brigade. 
Papers herewith returned with report of Court of Inquiry. —M.W.S.C., Major, President, 22/5/73. 

True copies.—W. B. F. CHEIsTre., Capt... Major of Brigade. 

I '[i I JOlt to Coptun In) ii,i.l. 
( N on. oPtic's .) imperial Pension Obice, 

Sir. 
Sydney, 17 May, 1S7i. 

During coy oaa-umi,tuLiusi i' the tjoixt, of imju' ynuecday csel;ing, 1 stated that there wee an instance in 
which a member of theBattery sent his name in as intending to join the Encampment, by letter to the Sergeant-Major, but that 
I could not remember whether it was prior to or subsequent to the 12tli Feb ruary. It was the case of Boutbardier Keele, who, 
being ill, asked me through his brother to send his name in. having luckily copies of all my correspondence, I enclose a 
copy of this letter, as it is important to show that Keele's name was not sent in cfLer the 12th. It mar not be required, but 
it is as well to have it, in case any further inquiries are made on the subject. 

I have, &c,, 
PERCY F. WILLIAMS, Sergeant, 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHP.ISTrs, Capt., Major of Brigade. P.A.O., or Eo. 8 hIatt., V.A. 

Major Clarke to Major Shepherd. 
Sydney, 22 May, 1873. 

- ,Sir, 
Herewith I beg to hand you Report of the Court of Inquiry which was convened "to investigate and report upon 

the circumstances connected with the discharge of Mr. Nicholas Lockyer from No. 8 Battery, VA.'; together with all the 
documents placed in the hands of the Court, referred to in B.C. letter, 73/247, and three documents marked A, B, and C, being 
respectively 

Memo. from Captain Bamford to Gunner Lockyer, dated 26/3/73. 
Letter from Sergeant Williams to Captain of P.A.O. Battery, 17 5/73, enclosing copy of letter from Sergeant; 
Williams to S.-M. Byrne, P.A.O. Battery, with reference to Bombardier Keele. 

B & C. Were posted to me subsequent to the Court's rising, and are included among the other documents, as they 
confirm Sergeant Williams' evidence. 

I have, &c., 
True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Edo. Al. W. S. CLARKE, Major, 

President. 

PROCEEDINGs 
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Pnocz=wGs of a Court of Inquiry, assembled at Sydney, New South Wales, on the 16th May, 1873, by order of Lieut.-Col. 
J. S., Richardson, Commandant, bearing date 22nd April, 1873, to investigate and report upon the circumstances con-
nected with the discharge of Nicholas Lockyer from No. S Battery, Volunteer Artillery. 

President: 

Major M. W. S. CLAaxE. 

Members: 

Captain W. CoopaR, No. 4 Battery. 
Captain FuAS. FA]SEY, No. 1 Battery. 

The Board having assembled pursuant to the above order, proceed to open the Court. 
The usual declaration having been made by members of the Court,— 
Captain Bamford and Gunner Lockyer were called, and letters requesting that a Court of Inquiry should be held, and 

Brigade Orders directing the assembling of such Court, having been read,—Captain Lett having taken the usual declaration, 
proceeded to explain with reference to a memo, on Mr. Lockyer's letter, that it was written by him under order from the 
Commandant. 

C. W. A. LETT, Capt. 
Captain Bamford and Mr. Lockyer having taken the usual declaration,— 
Captain Bamford, in answer to the Court, verified his Battery Order of 3rd February, 1873. He had stated to his 

Battery that no names would be received after 12th February. He believed that he was not present when the Battery 
Order alluded to was read out to the Battery. Mr. Lockyer had no other means of knowing that his name would not be received, 
except being present at parade to hear the Battery Order, or by an advertisement, which was a copy of the order. Other 
men, whose names were not sent in, attended the Camp; but Mr. Lockyer having referred the matter to the Commandant, 
Captain Bamford would not permit him to join them till the Commandant's decision was known. If he had not referred to 
the Colonel he would have been glad to see him at the Camp. Mr. Lockyer did attend the Camp, and was dismissed after the 
Battery returned. He was dismissed for attending the Camp after Captain Bamford had given him direct orders not to go. 
He has never been insubordinate on parade, but has been a continual absentee. He stated to Captain Bamford that he had 
been advised by competent authority to act independently of him. Captain Bamford did not look on the Commandant's memo. 
of 8th April as a reply to his memo, of 4th idem. If the Commandant had given direction that Mr. Lockyer was to go, he 
should- have gone without any objection. Captain Bamford did not personally refuse to receive Lockyer's name when tendered 
by Gunner M'Kellar, but he approved of the action of Battery Sergeant-Major in refusing it, because Lockyer did not attend 
in person to give it; he intended by the wording of his Battery Order to imply that the names must be given in by the mem-
bers themselves. He is not sure when he received the Commandant's memo, of 8th April, but believes it to have been during 
the Encampment. He considered, when he sent the copy of his Battery Order and memo. of 16th April, that the matter was 
still under consideration by the Commandant. If he had been at the Camp he would have dismissed Lockyer then and there 
for disobedience of his order. 

J. B. BAMFORD, Capt., 
No.8, P.A.O. Bat., V.A. 

Mr. Nicholas Lockyer, in answer to the Court, stated :—I sent my name in verbally by Gunner M'Kellar on 12th 
February. I understood that no names would be received after that date by Captain Bamford's advertisement, I did not give 
in my name personally, because I was not able to attend the parade on that evening. I was present at the Commandant's 
parade of 22nd March. 1 do not remember whether I attended any parades between 12th February and 22nd March. I was 
too busily occupied, but I had time during the Easter holidays to attend, I intended, after the Camp, to attend regularly. I 
sent my name verbally by Gunner M'Kellar, and received a reply stating that my name could not be received, Gunner 
M'Kellar told me this sometime afterwards. I wrote to Captain Bamford asking that my name might be forwarded, but he 
would not receive it, stating that my only resource was to apply to the Commandant. I consequently wrote my letter of 13th 
March to the Commandant. Captain Bamford told me that, as I had not taken my name personally, I had forfeited my right 
to go. He said nothing about my absence from drifis. I sent my letter to the Commandant through Captain Bamford, who 
afterwards told me that he had forwarded it with his distinct disapproval. I heard Captain Bamford's announcement to the 
Battery, after the parade of 22nd March, stating that he would try and get those members, who had not sent in their names in 
time, permission to go; but as I had stated that I would fight for it he would try to prevent my going. That is the only 
reason he gave for preventing me from going. 

When Captain Bamford advised me to appeal to the Commandant I at first refused to do so; but having reconsidered 
the matter, I told him, after Major Wilson's parade of 12th March, that I would do so, and next day wrote my letter of 13th. 
I changed my mind because I considered that Captain Bamford was treating me very unjustly. No one induced me to apply 
to the Commandant, but I called on him personally, when he informed me that my only course was to appeal to him, through 
Captain Bamford, When I told Captain Bamford, after Major Wilson's parade, that I intended to apply to the Commandant, 
he told me that if I did so I would be attempting to over-rule his authority. By this I understood that he would use his 
authority'to the utmost against me. I told Captain Bamford out of courtesy that I intended to appeal to the Colonel, but I 
did not tell him that I had already seen him. I am sure that I never told Captain Bamford that I had been advised- by 
competent authority to act independently of him. I attended the Encampment ii consequence of a verbal- order from the 
Commandant, given at a subsequent interview to the one mentioned above. (Memo. signed by Captain Bamford, date, 26th 
March, 1873, hand-ed in by witness.) On showing this to the Commandant he gave me authority to attend the Camp. 

710,—The Court here adjourned for refreshment. 

750.—The Court having resumed,— 

Mr. Lockyer, in reply to the Court, stated that Captain Bamford knew that I went up to the Encampment with the 
sanction of the Commandant. I met Captain Bamford on the preceding Wednesday, at a Battery-drill at Dawes' Point, when 
I told him that I had the Colonel's sanction, and would like to have his decision whether I should go or not. He replied- that 
he would not say yes or no; what I did was on my own responsibility. I did not explain to him how I had got the Command-
ant's permission, but merely stated- that I had it. He threatened- to appeal to Parliament if Colonel Richardson interfered, 
The officers present with the Battery at the Camp were Lieutenant Nixon, the Quartermaster-sergeant, and Senior-sergeant. 
I was placed- under arrest at the Camp on Friday or Saturday, by order of Captain Bamford, who had given orders to Sergeant 
Williams verbally to place me under arrest. I was taken before Lieutenant Nixon, who directed the sergeant to take me 
before Major Shepherd. I requested the Major to appeal to Colonel Richardson, and when he returned from doing so he 
informed me that I was released from arrest until Captain Bamford made an explanation of the circumstances. I was subse-
sequently os full duty at the Camp. I returned- to town with the troops. I received copy of the Battery Order advising my 
dismissal on the 16th April. There had then been no inquiry to my knowledge. Captain Bamford's memo. of 26th March, 
was forwarded to me by post without comment. I understood from the last paragraph that I was to apply to the Command-
ant for his reply to my letter of 13th March, 

The only time I ever had a difference with Captain Bamford prior to this was on the 22nd March, when he found fault 
with me for not having discharged my carbine, saying that I was always getting into some damn'd mess. I made no reply. 

NICHOLAS LOCKYER. 

- Sergeant Williams having taken the necessary declaration, in answer to the Court, stated :—I am a sergeant of No, 8 
Battery. I was orderly sergeant for the months of February and April. I was present on the 12th February, when the 
Battery Order of 3rd February was read to the Battery. I believe it was read by Quartermaster-sergeant Fairfax. I know 
Gunner M'Kellar, but do not particularly recollect his giving in his name for the Camp. I understood- by the Battery Order 
that no member whose name was not sent in by the 12th February would be allowed to go. I remember Gunner Keele 
sending in his name, at his own request by letter, written by me before the 12th February. He sent a message to me asking 
me to write a letter giving in his name, which I did, and he attended the Camp: I did not understand from the Battery Order 
that it was necessary for members to give in their names personally. With reference to the paragraph at the foot of the 
Brigade Order, I remember the cautions being given, but am not sure whether they were verbal or written. I have no know- 
ledge at their having emanated from any one in particular, and there is no record of them in the Battery books. 

T 



I arrested Gunner Lockyer by Captain Bamford's authority, given on Thursday, 10th April. I believe Captain Bamford 
was then in command of the Battery, from the fact that no one else had been placed in command. I arrested him on Friday 
morning in the Camp, and took him before Lieutenant Nixon, who referred him to Major Shepherd. I am aware that he was 
subsequently on duty, and I think he was released after a reference to the Colonel. I think when I arrested him I said it was 
for disobedience of the Captain's orders,—for Captain Bamford stated to me on Thursday, before Encampment, that if Gunner 
Lockyer went, he went contrary to his orders. I forwarded the copy of B.O. of 15th April, according to memo. of Captain 
Bamford's on B. 0. I do not think I communicated to Captain Bamford anything connected with the affair at the Camp 
previously to giving me command to send order of Lockyer's dismissal. I do not recollect any time when Captain Bamford 
addressed the Battery on the subject of the sending in of the names for the Camp, subsequent to 12th February. 

I have not heard about this affair from Gunner Lockyer. 
Gunner Lockyer was inefficient, and attended very irregularly. I overheard Gunner Lockyer saying to others that 

Captain Bamford had forbidden him to go to the Encampment, but that he intended to go in spite of him, or words to that 
effect, and it struck me at the time that they tended to insubordination, though I made no comments thereon, nor took action 
in the matter. 

Captain Bamford gave me a verbal order on the 10th (or the day) on which we started for the Camp, for a copy of a 
Battery Order, referring to the fixing the day for receiving the names, and though I did not see the order requesting for the 
copy, I heard it alluded to by Captain Bamford. 

I know nothing whatever of a memorandum dated 26th March, 1873, from Captain Bamford, with reference to Gunner 
Lockyer, which has been shown to me by the Court. 

PERCY E. WILLIAMS, 
Sergt. No. 8, or P.A.O. Bat., V.A. 

Captain Bamford recalled, states, that he is now sure of his having received memo, from Col. Richardson (requiring 
copy of B.O.) on the 10th April, 1873, from circumstances just called to his attention by Sergeant Williams. 

F. B. BAMFORD, 
Captain. 

The Court rose at 9'35 p.m. 

M. W. S. CLARKE, Major, President. 
FRANCIS FAHEY, Captain, No. 1 Battery, V.A. 
WILLIAM COOPER, Captain, No.4 Battery, V.A. 

Sir, 
Sydney, 20 May, 1873. 

We have the honor to report that in pursuance of the Brigade Order, No. 69, we have held a "Court of Inquiry Herewith en- 
into the circumstances connected with the discharge of Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery." 

ments referred 
We examined Captain Lett, Captain Bamford, Sergeant Williams, and Mr. Lcckyer. to in letter 
As to the facts, we find 73/247, from 

That Gunner Lockyer's name was given in by Gunner M'Kellar on 12th February, 1873. .O.; also, three 
document That his name was rejected solely and ostensibly because he had not given it in himself. rnarkedA,B4O.- 

That no other 7eason was then given. . W.W., Major. 
That neither the Battery Order book nor any other book contains any record or minute connected with the 
sending in of the names for the Encampment, beyond the Battery Order of 3rd February. 
That such order was understood to mean that no names could be received after 12th February. 
That such order was not understood to mean that members must attend personally to give in their names, for 
Sergeant Williams distinctly proves, and hands in letters in confirmation (herewith marked B & C), to show that 
he had himself forwarded Bombardier Keele's name by letter. This person attended at the Camp without 
hindrance. 
That persons were permitted to attend the Encampment who had not complied with the Battery Order in any 
respect. 
That Mr. Lockyer's intention on calling on Captain Bamford was not to apply for permission for the first time, 
but to ascertain why his name, sent in on the proper day, had been rejected. 
That Mr. Lockyer, on the recommendation of the Commandant,, forwarded his appeal through Captain Bamford. 
That Captain Lett forwarded the Commandant's decision on Mr. Lockyer's letter on 22nd March. 
That Captain Bamford has not yet supplied Mr. Lockyer with any reply to his communication, though the usual 
course is to forward memoranda, &c., containing replies to the parties immediately interested. That he has acted 
as if the correspondence were solely between himself and the Commandant, ignoring the person whose appeal he 
forwarded; and in fact has acted as if the matter was entirely "out of his hands," as he states in his letter 18/4/73. 
That Captain Bamford failed to take the hint conveyed in Captain Lett's mem. 22/3/73, supported as it was by 
the Commandant's 2/4/73 and 8/4/73, which appears to the Court clearly to intimate that, if a Brigade Order 
can be relaxed, the Battery Order (which refers to the same subject, and which originated in such Brigade 
Order) should be relaxed also, even if it had not been cosntplied with in any way, and that such Battery Order, if 
carried out literally (with or without Captain Bamford's interpretation of the words "give in," was tending to 
contravene the intention of the Government, who instituted the Encampment as a place of instruction not of Capt. Bamford, 
indulgence, however, cx- 

That the Commandant's memo., 8/4/73, was in Captain Bamford's hands on 10th April, and that Captain ing of the word 
Bamford's memo., dated 16th April, should have been marked, as it appeared to- the Court it had been, 10th "indulgence" 
April. . . ' in his evidence. 
That on the very same day (the day for starting to the Camp) Sergeant Williams received verbal orders from 
Captain Bamford to place Lockyer under arrest should he appear in Camp, though Lockyer had told Captain 
Bamford previously that he had obtained the Commandant's permission. 
That Gunner Lockyer was placed under arrest on the following morning at the Camp, and was released on appeal 
to the Commandant. 
That he was dismissed from No. 8 Battery on the morning of the 15th April, immediately after the return of 
the troops, before any investigation had taken place as to the cause of his release from arrest, &c. 
That with reference to Lockyer's statement of having obtained the Commandant's permission, a document was 
handed in by Mr. Lockyer, dated 26/3/73, which contains, inter aim, the following words:-"  As he has applied Herewith 
to the Commandant on the subject he must await that officer's reply, by which he must be guided." Mr. marked A. 
Lockyer states that he understood the intention to mean that he was to apply personally to the Commandant 
for the answer to his letter, Captain Bamford having declined to give way in the matter. 
That Gunner Lockyer was prevented, by a too rigid construction of Battery Order, 3/2/73, from participation in 
what others in the Battery enjoyed in violation of it, and that he was dismissed, not on that Battery Order, 
but in consequence of a memorandum dated 26/3/73, the existence of which is not even hinted at in all the 
memoranda on Mr. Lockyer's letter, 13/3/73. 

On a review of the evidence we think that the greater part of the misunderstanding has arisen from Captain Bamford's 
having failed to recognize in Captain Lett's memorandum the decision of the Commandant, to whom the matter had been 
referred, and which memo, is only strengthened by all the other memos, which exclude the idea that the matter had been left 
undetermined or that the question had been re-opened, and we regret that Captain Bamford did not at once act on the 
suggestion by giving orders to Gunner Lockyer to attend the Encampment. 

It appears to us that the memo. 4/4/73 has reference not to the Battery Order of 3/2/73 but to the subsequent memo. 
26/3/73 (handed in by Mr. Lockyer), of which no official record exists, and that much confusion has arisen therefrom. 

We think that Mr. Lockyer might fairly assume that he was to obtain permission from the Commandant direct, as no 
hint had been given to him (in that memo.) that the reply should come through Captain Bamford. 

it 
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It appears to us that Captain Bamford has placed himself in this dilemma. The matter has, or has not, been determined 
by the Commandant,. Captain Bamford issued a prohibition on a Bnqade Order, and dismissed a man either while the matter 
about which the dispute arose is still undetermined, and so imperilled justice, or after it had been determined, in which case 
he has acted in opposition to the decision. 

In conclusion, we think that Gunner Lockyer has been removed from the roll of No. 8 Battery, on grounds which 
appear to us, after careful consideration of ilie evidence before see, to be not consonant with equity or reason. 

We have, &c., 

II. W. S. CLARKE, Major, President. 
WILLIAM COOPER, Capt

'  True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. FRANCIS FAHEY, Capt., } Members. 

(No. 84.) . Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 26 May, 1873. 

BielnAna ORDER. 

2. The Officer Commanding Volunteer Artillery Brigade will suspend Captain Bamford, No. 8 Battery, from all military 
duty, pending reference to His Excellency the Governor, regarding his conduct in the matter of the dismissal of Gunner 
Lockyer'—and will also direct the next Senior Officer of that Battery to assume command thereof, together with the charge of 
the arms; clothing, accoutrements, &c. 

By Command, 

TUbS. BAYNES, Capt., 
True copy.—W. B. B. Cnaisrxx, Capt., Major of Brigade. Acting Major of Brigade. 

Lieut,•Colonel Richardson to His Excellency the Governor. 

Brigade Office, 

Your Excellency, 
Sydney, 27 May, 1873. 

I have the honor to submit, for your consideration, the accompanying proceedings of a Court of Inquiry, held to 
investigate the causes which led to the discharge of Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery Brigade, by 
Captain Bamford, by which it appears that in the opinion of the Court Gunner Lockyer was treated in a manner "not conso. 
nant with equity or reason," and I have therefore th recommend that Your Excellency will be pleased to order the restoration 
of Mr. Lockyer's name as Gunner to the roll of No. 8 Battery. 

Believing that Captain Bamford has been guilty of an inconsistent and tyrannical abuse of the powers vested in him by 
the 'Volunteer Act, I have suspended him from military duty, pending reference to Your Excellency, and I would recommend 
that you will be pleased to authorize a Court of Inquiry on his conduct, which will afford him an opportunity of reply. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-Col., 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. Commandant. 

His Excellency the Governor to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Government House, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 30 May, 1873. 

In reply to your letter of the 27th instant, submitting proceedings of a Court of Inquiry respecting the discharge 
of Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery Brigade, I have the honor to inform you that under the circum-
stances I approve of Mr. Lockyer's name being replaced on the roll of No. 8 Battery. 

I also authorize a Court of Inquiry being held, to enable Captain Bamford to explain his conduct in the matter. 
The enclosmes which accompanied your letter are herewith returned. 

I have, &c., 
True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. HERCULES ROBINSON. 

(No. 87.) Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 2 June, 1873. 

ERIADE ORDER. 

2. With reference to the proceedings of the Court of Inquiry, regarding the discharge of Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 
Battery, Volunteer Artillery, His Excellency the Governor is pleased to approve of Mr. Lockyer's name being replaced on the 
roll of No. 8 Battery. 

By Command, 
THOS. BAYNES, Capt., 

True copy.—W, B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. Acting Major of Brigade. 

Captain Bamford to Major Shepherd. 

32, Francis.sticet, 
Enmorc, 23 May, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have the honor, with reference to the Court of Inquiry,  upon Gunner N. Lockyer's dismissal from my Battery, to 

request a copy of the depositions, as I haa not the pri'tilege of hearing them, excepting only Captain Lett's statement that he 
forwarded me a certain memo. (as by order) direct, because you were out of town. 

I have reason to believe that Captain Lett is in error on this point, and should it at any time become material to me I 
trust an opportunity will be afforded me of showing such to be the case. 

I make the above application with a view to ascertain whether there be any other errors in statements made before the 
Court. 

I have, &c., 
J. B. BAMFORD, Capt., 

Corn. No. 8 or P.A.O. Battery. 
Forwarded.—W.W., Major, Left Wing, V.A., 23/5/73. 
Forwarded for consideration of Conunandant. I see no objection to this request being complied with, as it appears 

Captain Bamford was not present during the inquiry.—P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 24/5/73. 
It was Captain Bamford's business to have attended the Court if he desired to be in possession of the evidence adduced 

before it. To comply with this request would be to furnish an inconvenient precedent, and is altogether unusual. The circum- 
stances 
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stances connected with Captain Bamford's action in dismissing Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 Battery, would appear to call for 
further inquiry, which will afford the requisite information, and opportunity of reply. If Captain Bamford requires the date 
of the memo, in question I will cause it to be given.—J.S.R., Lieut.-Col., Corndt., 25/5/73, B.C. 

Captain Bamford was in attendance at the Court of Inquiry, but not permitted to hear the evidence. I regret having 
worded my memo, of 24/5/73, so as to mislead the Commandant.—P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 26/5/73. 

The Acting Major of Brigade will read the evidence in Captain Bamford's presence, when that officer can make any 
notes he pleases.—J.S.R., Lient.-Col., Comdt., 31/5/73. 

A. 
(No. 90.) Brigade Office, Sydney, 

6 June, 1873. 
BEIGADE OjeDnu. 

A COUnT of Inquiry will assemble at the Volunteer Artillery, Brigade Office, at such time as may be appointed by the 
President, to investigate and report upon Captain Bamford's conduct with regard to the discharge of Gunner Lockyer from 
o. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery. 

President: 

Major T. J. JAQUES, Suburban Battalion, Volunteer Rifles. 

Members: 

Major Twos. RrcuAlrns, Sydney Battalion, Volunteer Rifles. 
Major W. l,VILs0N, Volunteer Artillery Brigade. 

The President will notify to this office, without delay, the day and hour fixed for the assembly of the Court, to enabI 
the Commandant to give such instructions as he may consider necessary. 

Captain Bamford to be warned, and all evidence to attend. 
The proceedings of the Court will be conducted with closed doors, and when completed, forwarded under cover by the 

President direct to the Commandant, together with all documents submitted for its guidance. 
Captain Baynes will attend the Court. 

By Command, 
THOS. BAYNES, Capt., 

True copy.—W. B. B. OinusTIS, Capt., Major of Brigade. Acting Major of Brigade. 

Lieut Colonel Richardson 
Battalion Office, 

Major Jaques to 

Sydney, 22 July, 1873. 
Sir, 

I beg to forward herewith the report of the Court of Inquiry, assembled by your order of 6 June, 1873, to 
investigate and report upon the conduct of Captain J. B. Bamford, with regard to the discharge of Gunner Lockyer from No. 
8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery, together with the evidence taken and documents produced before the Court, as also the state-
ment handed in by Captain Bamford, bearing date 7th July, 1873, under the signature of ",J. B. Bamford, Captain, No. 8 
Battery, Volunteer Artillery," received by the Court after the evidence had been closed. 

I have, &c., 
THEO. J. JAQIJES, 

Major, Vol. Rifles, Suburban Battalion, 
True copy.—W. B. B. Cunisria, Capt., Major of Brigade. President of the Court. 

[Enclosures.] 
PUOCEnDINGS of a Court of Inquiry, assembled at Sydney, New South Wales, on the 11th June, 1873, by order of Lieut.. 
Colonel J. S. Richardson, Commandant, bearing date 6th June, 1873, and under the authority of His Excellency Sir 
Hercules G. B. Robinson, K.C.M.G., Governor, and Commander-in-Chief, dated 30th May, 1873, to investigate and 
report upon the conduct of Captain J. B. Baniford, with regard to the discharge of Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 Battery, 
Volunteer Artillery. 

President: 

Major T. J. JAQUF.S, Suburban Battalion, Volunteer Rifles. 

Members - 

Major Twos. lICdilAsiDs, Sydney Battalion, Volunteer Rifles. 
Major W. Wnsor, Volunteer Artillery Brigade. 

THE Board having assembled pursuant to the above order, proceed to read the order for assembly of the Court, in the presence 
of the witnesses then present. The President then took the required declaration, as also the other members of the Court. 
Captain James B. Bamford was called, but not being in attendance the memorandum entered in the Volunteer Artillery 
Order-book, dated 6th June, 1873, was read, showing that Captain Bamford had been duly warned to appear. Captain 
Bamford attended before further proceedings were taken. The order for assembly was again read in his presence. 

Brigade Office, Sydney, 
4 June, 1873. 

Charges preferred against Captain James Bromley Bamford, No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery Brigade. 

1st charge—Conduct to the prejudice of good order and discipline in having,- 

1st. Rejected, or caused to be rejected, Gunner Nicholas Loekyer's name, when given in by Gunner M'Xellar on the 12th 
February, 1873, to attend the Encampment. 

2nd. For prohibiting Gunner Loekyer's attendance at the Encampment. 
3rd. For ordering the arrest of Gunner Lockyer in Camp, and- 
4th. For discharging the said Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery Brigade, under the circumstances set 
forth in the following recapitulation of facts established by the evidence adduced at the Court of Inquiry, held to 
investigate the causes which led to the discharge of Gunner Lockyer, viz. 

That Gunner's Loekyer's name was given in by Gunner M'Kellar on 12th February, 1873. 
That his name was rejected solely and ostensibly because he had not given it in himself. 
That no other reason was then given. 
That neither the Battery Order book nor any other book contains any record or minute connected with the sending 
in of the names for the Encampment, beyond the Battery Order of 3rd February, 1873. 
That such order was understood to mean that no names could be received after 12th February. 
That such order was not understood to mean that members must attend personally to give in their names, for 
Sergeant Williams distinctly proves, and hands in letters in confirmation, to show that he had himself forwarded 
Bombardier Keele's name by letter. This person attended at the Encampment without hinderance. 
That persons were permitted to attend the Encampment who had not complied with the Battery Order in any 
respect. 8. 

331—B 
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That Mr. Lockyer's intention on calling on Captain Bamford was not to apply for permission for the first time, 
but to ascertain why his name, sent in on the proper day, had been rejected. 
That Mr. Lockyer, on the recommendation of the Commandent, forwarded his appeal through Captain Bamford. 
That Captain Lett forwarded the Commandant's decision on Mr. Lockyer's letter on 22nd March. 
That Captain Bamford has not yet supplied Mr. Lockyer with any reply to his communication, though the usual 
course is to forward memoranda, &c., containing replies, to the parties immediately interested. That he has 
acted as if the correspondence were solely between himself and the Commandant, ignoring the person whose 
appeal he forwarded, and in fact has acted as if the matter was entirely out of his hands, as he states in his 
letter 18th April, 1873. 
That Captain Bamford failed to take the hint conveyed in Captain Lett's memo., 22 March, 1873, supported as 
it was by the Commandant's, 2/4/73 and 8/4/73, which appears to the Court clearly to intimate that if a Brigade 
Order can be relaxed the Battery Order (which refers to same subject, and which originated in such Brigade 
Order) should be relaxed also, even if it had not been complied with in any way; and that such Battery Order, if 
carried out literally (with or without Captain Bamford's interpretation of the words "given in"), was tending 
to contravene the intention of the Government who instituted the Encampment as a place of instruction, not of 
indulgence. Captain Bamford, however, explains his meaning of the word "indulgence" in his evidence. 
That the Commandant's memo., 8/4/73, was in Captain Bamford's hands on 10th April, and that Captain Bam-
ford's memo., dated 16th April, should have been marked, as it appeared to the Court it had been, 10th April. 
That on the very same day (the day for starting to the Camp) Serjeant Williams received verbal orders from 
Captain Bamford to place Lockyer under arrest should he appear in Camp, though Lockyer had told Captain 
Bamford previously that he had obtained the Commandant's permission. 
That Gunner Lockyer was placed under arrest on the following morning at the Camp, and was released on 
appeal to the Commandant. 
That he was dismissed from No. 8 Battery on the morning of the 15th April, immediately after the return of the 
troops, before any investigation had taken place as to the cause of his release from arrest, &c. 
That with reference to Lockyer's statement of having obtained the Commandant's permission, a document was 
handed in by Mr. Lockyer, dated 26/3/73, which contains, inter alia, the following words :-" As he has applied 
to the Commandant on the subject, he must await that officer's reply, by which he must be guided." Mr. 
Lockyer states that he understood the intention to mean that he was to apply personally to the Commandant for 
the answer to his letter, Captain Bamford having declined to give way in the matter. 
That Gunner Lockyer was prevented, by a too rigid construction of Battery Order, 3/2/73, from participation in 
what others in the Battery enjoyed in violation of it, and that he was dismissed, not on that Battery Order, but 
in consequence of a memorandum, dated 26/3/73, the existence of which is not even hinted at in all the memoranda 
on Mr. Lockyer's letter, 13/3/73. 

2nd chargo.—Insubordination, in having used threatening language towards Lieutenant-Colonel John Soame Richardson, 
Commandant, his superior officer, in substance and to the effect following, that is to say: If Colonel Richardson interferes 
with Gunner Lockyer's case, he (Captain Bamford) would appeal to Parliament. 

EvroENcv. 

Gunner Lockyer, 
Sergeant Williams, 
Gunner M'Kellar, 
Lieut. Nixon, .No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery Brigade. 
Lieut. Myles, 
Sergt.-major Byrne, 
Qr..mr.-sergt. Fairfax, 

By Command, 
THIOS. BAYNES, Capt., 

True copy..—W. B. B. CHRrSTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. Act. Major of Brigade. 

Captain Bamford being-asked if he had any objection to the members constituting the Board, stated that he had no 
objection to the members, but wished a note to be made that the Court, as constituted, was not a competent Court under the 
Volunteer Act, in his opinion. 

The charges, as set forth, were then read to Captain Bamford. 

ruly Iworn. Captain Baynes, Acting Brigade Major, was called, and asked if he produced any papers in the case. He handed in— 
let. The Brigade Order, marked A; 2nd. The letter to Major Shepherd on the subject of Gunner Lockyer, marked B; 
3rd. Letter from Lockyer to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson of 13th March, 1873, marked C; 4th. Memo, signed by Lieut.-Colonel 
Richardson, of 8/4/73, marked D; 5th. Copy of the Battery Order of 3rd Feb., /73, marked E; 6th. Letter from Captain 
Bamford to the Officer Commanding the Volunteer Artillery, dated 18th April, 1873, marked F; 7th. Letter from Colonel 
Richardson to His Excellency the Governor, dated 18th April, 1873, marked G; 8th. Letter from Gunner Lockyer to Colonel 
Richardson, dated 16th April, 1873, with Enclosure from Sergeant P. Williams, marked H; 9th.. Memo, signed by Captain 
Bamford, of 26th March, 1873, marked J; Letter from Sergeant Williams to the Captain Commanding the P. A. 0. Battery, 
dated 17th May, 1873, marked K;. Letter from Sergeant Williams to Sergeant-Major Byrne, of P. A. 0. Battery, dated 6th 
February, 1873, marked L. 

Captain Bamford objected to the production of these papers, as they had arisen out of another case—which objection 
was overruled, and the papers were handed in. 

Captain Baynes stated that he produced other papers in the case, and stated that such papers were the proceedings of 
the Court of Inquiry held 6 May, 1873, relative to certain charges as to the dismissal of Gunner Lockyer, out of which the 
present case arises. Captain Bamford also objected to the production of these papers, as they were the proceedings of a former 
Court, and requested that the case should be supported by evidence of the witness examined before this Court. Captain Baynes 
stated that the evidence he produced was the evidence of the same witnesses as were to be examined before this Court. Captain 
Bamford stated that he objected to the presence of Captain Lett. Captain Lett stated that he attended by Brigade Order. 
Captain Lett's attendance not being required by the Court, he was relieved from attendance until further called upon to be 
present. The Court having considered the objection raised as to the production of the last-mentioned papers sustained the 
objection, and returned the papers to Captain Baynes. 

Court adjourned at fifteen minutes to 6 p.m. until to.morrow (Thursday, 12th instant), at 4 p.m. 
The Court met at 4'20, and proceeded with the case. 

fluly sworn. . Gunner Nicholas Locicyer called in and examined :—Am a gunner attached to No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery; was 
a member of the Battery during month of March and up to the 15th April, 1873; I made application, through Gunner 
M'Kellar, to have my name placed on the list of those members of the Battery who intended to be present at the Encampment; 
I was afterwards informed that my name was not placed, on the list, and was so informed by Gunner M'Kellar. 

Captain Bamford here stated :—I protest against the introduction at the end of the first charge of matter arising out of, 
and, in my opinion, embodying the substance of, and inferences from the evidence rejected by the Court yesterday, as having 
been given in another case. The Court explained that the written evidence tendered yesterday was not received; but that the 
Court had determined not to receive such written evidence in this case. The Court determined to proceed with the inquiry. 

Gunner .Locicyer further examined —Gunner M'Kellar told me that my name would not be placed on the list, because I did 
not give it in myself; he did not state any other reason for my name not being placed on the list; I called at Captain Bamford's 
office upon the subject, and he told me that as I had not given in my name personally I had forfeited my right to go; it was a 
day or two before I appealed to the Colonel upon the matter that I called upon Captain Bamford; it was before the date 
mentioned for the names to be given in for the Encampment that I asked Gunner M'Kellar to get my name placed on the list; 
I never was told that it was necessary to umako a personal application to have my name inserted; I received the exhibit marked 
I, informing me that the general permission given to join the Camp did not apply to me; the signature attached to the 
exhibit was acknowledged by Captain Bamford; I did not receive any permission from Captain Bamford to attend; I had the 

Colonel's 



103 

11 

Colonel's authority to go; he gave the authority to me verbally; I attended the Encampment with the other members of the 
Battery; I was placed under arrest either on Friday. or Saturday morning—I cannot distinctly say which; I was taken under 
arrest, and marched to Lieutenant Nixon; and Sergeant Williams, who had me in charge, told Lieutenant Nixon, in my hearing, 
that by Captain Bamford's orders I had been placed in arrest for disobeying his (Captain Bamford's) orders; Captain Bamford, 
after he had told me that I could not attend the Encampment, stated to me that my only resource was to apply to the Com-
mandant; I consequently made application to the Commandant; it was not on my first application that I was told to apply to 
the Commandant, but on a subsequent occasion; when II handed Captain Bamford a letter, asking permission to attend, he 
handed me back the letter, and at the same time advised me to apply to the Commandant; Captain Bamford never assigned 
any other reason for my not being allowed to attend the Camp than that I had not made the application personally; I was not 
myself informed upon what charge I was placed under arrest; I was subsequently released from arrest by the Commandant's 
orders; I was told so by Major Shepherd; he told me I was released until an explanation was received from Captain 
Bamford; I did the ordinary duties afterwards, and was not interfered with; I returned with other members of Volunteers 
to Sydney the same day that the Camp was broken up; on the Wednesday following I received a letter, informing me 
that I had been struck off the roll of the Battery by Captain Bamford's orders; the letter with its enclosure, marked H, 
is the letter, or exactly similar to the one I received; the letter I received was signed by Orderly Sergeant Williams ; I am 
not aware of any investigation being made as to my conduct before my release from arrest at the Camp; I was not called upon 
to make any statement or explanation before receiving the notice of my name having been struck off the roll; I have been 
reinstated as a member of the Battery by Brigade Order—a certified copy of the Brigade Order was received by me, certified 
to as being atrue copy by Captain Baynes; it was subsequent to the Court of Inquiry to investigate as to my discharge, that 
I received the Brigade Order for my reinstatement; Captain Bamford never communicated to me the Commandant's decision 
upon my application to be allowed to attend the Encampment; the copy of the Brigade Order for my,  reinstatement was 
enclosed to me under blank envelope: I was present at a parade before the Encampment, when Captain Bamford stated, when 
addressing the Battery, that he would try and get those members who had not sent in their names in time, permission to go 
to the Camp; but that as you Gunner Lockyer intended to fight for it, that he would try and prevent your attending; I 
cannot state as to the exact words, but the words used were to the same effect; this took place while the Battery was at 
parade, and my name was specifically mentioned; I never stated that it was my intention to fight for it; Captain Bamford 
never communicated to me the result of my written application to the Commandant for leave to join the Camp; I cannot say 
whether the Battery Order about sending in names for the Encampment was, that the names were to be "given in" or" sent in" 
when Captain Bamford advised me to apply to the Commandant, he stated it would not be much use my applying to the 
Commandant, as he would send it back to Captain Bamford; after he returned to me my letter applying to have my name 
placed on the list, he Captain Bamford told me the only course I could take was, to apply to the Commandant; I consequently 
made the application through Captain Bamford. 

Question by Capt. Bamford :—Did Captain Bamford assign as a reason for his not allowing Gunner Lockyer to attend 
the Encampment, that as he (Gunner Lockyer) had appealed to the Commandant it would be necessary to await that officer's 
order P—Answer :—Captain Bamford sent a memorandum to that effect to me through the post "that I was to receive my 
reply from the Commandant, and by that reply I should be guided"; I was under the impression that Captain Bamford knew 
that I had the permission to be present ; I told him so myself; I never stated in the hearing of any of the members of the 
Battery, that permission, or no permission, f would go to the Encampment, and chance the consequences; I never used any 
words that would imply that whether I had permission or not I would go to the Encampment; I cannot state whether or not 
Captain Bamford, at the parade alluded to, used the following words : "I do not think under the circumstances Gunner Lockyer 
should have permission from me to go to the Encampment, and I have no power to prevent him" ; when- I communicated to 
Captain Bamford the fact that I had the Commandant's permission to go to. the Encampment, he stated that he would appeal 
to the Parliament if Colonel Richardson interfered in the matter; this occurred on the Wednesday evening before the 
Encampment; this took place at Dawes' Point, between the gate and the guns, at about half-past7 o'clock in the evening; 
Captain Bamford was in uniform at the time; this was not in the presence of the Battery or of any person whatever; I was 
waiting at the gatc at the time to communicate the Commandant's permission to him, Captain Bamford; I understood what 
Captain Bamford stated as a threat; I did not hear Captain Bamford state that the Colonel would not risk the censure of 
Parliament in taking such .a course as direct communication with one of his Gunners; the whole of this conversation took place 
in a very hurried manner, but that did not interfere with what I heard Captain Bamford state; I was not aware that Captain 
Bamford was in communication with the Commandant to obtain his decision as to my going to the Camp. 

NICHOLAS LOOKYER. 
The Court adjourned at 20 minutes past 7 till 7 o'clock p.m. on Wednesday, 18th instant. 

WEDNESDAY, 18 JUNE, 1873. 
Tux Members of the Court, with the exception of Major Richards, met, in pursuance of adjournment, at 7 o'clock p.m. 
In consequence of the absence of Major Richard, the Court adjourned to Friday, the 20th instant, at half-past 4 in the 
afternoon. 

FRIDAY, 20 JUNE, 1873. 
The Court met in pursuance of adjournment, at half-past 4 this afternoon. 
Captain Bamford objected to any officer, excepting the President and Members of the Court, being present, no such 

officers as Judge Advocate, Prosecutor, or conductor of the proceedings being ever present at a Court of Inquiry. I especially 
take exception to the interference exercised by Captain Baynes, apparently in that capacity, with the witnesses. 

The Court overruled the objection. Captain Bamford protested against the documents from Mr. Lockyer's case being 
imported into this case, on the additional ground that a very important letter of his (Captain Bamford's), connected with Mr. 
Lockyer's case, and dated 23rd May last, has not been produced. 

The President of the Board informed Captain Bamford that any objections that he had to make to any of the pro-
ceedings taken up to the present time must now be made, and not at any subsequent period of the inquiry, unless upon subse-
quent matter. 

Captain Bamford asked by what Act or Regulations the course of proceedings will be guided. 
The President informed him that it would be under the Volunteer Act, and Regulations published under that Act, and 

such other laws and regulations as are in force. 
Captain Bamford objects to the second charge as indefinite, failing to state as to time and place, as required by the 

Queen's Regulations, sec. 14, para. 744. Also, because it charges him with an offence towards the Commandant, an officer 
who under the Volunteer Act has no existence whatever. 

The Court determined to proceed with the evidence. 
'Percy Edward Williams, duly sworn :—I am Sergeant in No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery. 
The Court here adjourned for refreshment till half-past 7 o'clock. 
The Court again met at the appointed time. 
Sergeant Williams again called in and stated :—Charges read to witness—I have heard the charges read; I am not aware 

that Gunner Lockyer's name was given in for the Encampment on the 12th of February last; on the 11th February I received 
orders from Captain Bamford to arrest Gunner Lockyer if he should appear at the Encampment, as his being there would be 
contrary to orders; I did not know that Gunner Lockyer was prohibited from attending; I received a Battery Order to send to 
Gunner Lockyer, informing him that he was dismissed from the Battery; I am not aware that Gunner Lockyer's name was 
rejected because he did not give it in himself, or for any other reason; I do not remember any order, other than the Battery Order 
of 3rd February, calling for names for the Encampment.; I understood by this order that no names would be received after 12th 
February; that all names were required to be given in by that date; I understood that names could be given in either personally 
or in writing; I sent in Bombardier Keely's name by letter to the sergeant-major on 6th February, and he attended at the Encamp- 

ment; 
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ment, I am not aware that any persons attended the Encampment who had not complied with the Battery Order; I know 
nothing about Gunner Lockyer's appeal to the Commandant; I do not know whether or not Captain Bamford has given any 
reply to Gunner Lockyer's application of 22nd March, for permission to go to the Encampment; I was orderly-sergeant for 
February and April; I am not aware of any unusual or irregular course having being taken in reference to the correspondence 
in the case of Gunner Lockyer; I do not know anything about any correspondence between the Cornmaadant and Captain 
Bamford concerning the matter; I arrested Gunner Lockyer at the Encampment on Good Friday morning, purs.uant to instruc-
tions received the night before; I knew that he was released about twenty minutes after his arrest, but I did not know by 
whose orders; on April 15th I received the order from Captain Bamford for Gunner Lockyer's dismissal, and forwarded it to 
Gunner Lockyer on same day; I have no knowledge of any investigation having taken place as to the cause of Gunner 
Lockyer's arrest, between the time of his arrest and the 15th April; I am aware of the case having been referred to the Com-
mandant by Major Shepherd at the Encampment on Good Friday morning; I have no knowledge of any investigation as to 
the cause of Gunner Lockyer's release from arrest having taken place between the time of his release and of his dismissal; 
I have heard Captain Bamford express himself to the following effect, viz., "Should Colonel Richardson deal improperly in this 
(Gunner Lockyer's) case, I will bring the affair before Parliament"; this took place in private conversation, on an occasion 
when neither of us were in uniform; I cannot recollect either when or where this conversation too], place. 

By Captain Baniford: To the best of my knowledge I informed Captain Bamford on the morning after arrival in Sydney 
from the Encampment that I had arrested Gunner Lockyer at the Camp in obedience to his orders, also of the case being referred 
by Lieutenant Nixon to Major Shepherd; it was after giving Captain Bamford this information that I received the order from 
him for Gunner Lockyer's dismissal; I heard Gunner Lockyer say that the captain had forbidden him to go to the Encampment, 
but that he would go nevertheless; he did not address these words to me, but to others in: my hearing; I will not be sure that 
he used these exact words, but I am sure that he used words to the same effect; I cannot say whether or not Captain Bamford 
was present on that occasion; to the best of my belief Captain Bamford was not present. 

- PERCY E. WILLIAMS. 
20th June, 1873. 

Gunner Archibald M'Kellar called in and duly sworn :—I have heard the charges read; I am gunner in No. 8 Battery, 
Volunteer Artillery; I gave Gunner Lockyer's name as one to attend the Encampment to the sergeant-major, Byrne; I cannot 
say when exactly, but it was about a week before Good Friday; when I gave it in I was told by Sergeant-major Byrne that it 
was too late; I do not know that Gunner Lockyer was prohibited from attending the Encampment, but I heard Captain Bamford 
say on parade that he could not prevent Gunner Lockyer from going, but so far as he was concerned he would not give his 
consent; when I gave in Gunner Lockyer's name I was told by Sergeant-major Byrne that Lockyer should have appeare 
personally and given in his own name; I was also told that it was too late; I understood by the Battery Order that members 
should attend personally and give in their own names; Gunner Lockyer requested me to give, in his name; I do not know of 
any member attending the Encampment, except Gunner Lockyer, who did not give in his own name; I do not know anything 
about the matter subsequent to giving in Gunner Lockyer's name; I never heard Captain Bamford say that he would appeal to 
Parliament if Colonel Richardson interfered in Gunner Lockyer's case, or use any language to that effect. 

By C'aptain. Bamford: I gave Gunner Lockyer's name in verbally as one wishing to attend the Encampment; I heard 
Gunner .Lockyer say that he would go to the Encampment, but I did not hear him say that he would go with or without 
permission, nor any words to that effect; this was after I told Lockyer that his name was given in too late. 

ARCHD. M'KELLAR. 
20th June, 1873. 

Lieutenant Frederic/c Nixon called in and duly sworn —Charges read to witness—I am Lieutenant in charge of No. 8 
Battery, Volunteer Artillery; I knew nothing of the case of Gunner Lockyer until the 10th April (Good Friday), when, 
shortly after Church Parade, he was brought to me under arrest by Sergeant Williams; I asked what was the charge, and 
Sergeant Williams said that Lockyer was placed under arrest by Captain Bamford for disobedience of orders; I referred the 
matter at once to Major Shepherd, who was on the ground, a short distance from me; Major Shepherd said he would refer the 
matter to Colonel Richardson, who was also on the ground ; I heard shortly afterwards that Lockyer was released from arrest 
by the Commandant, pending a communication from Captain Bamford; Lockyer accordingly returned to duty, and remained 
on duty during the Encampment; I do not know of any subsequent communication having been made by Captain Bamford to 
the Commandant, nor do I know of any investigation into Lockyer's case before his dismissal; I know nothing about the 
circumstances relating to his dismissal, but I knew of his restoration; I never heard Captain Bamford say that if Colonel 
Richardson interfered in Gunner Lockyer's case he would appeal to Parliament, or anything of that sort; I was told by Major 
Shepherd that Gunner Lockyer was released from arrest, pending a communication from Captain Bamford. 

FREDERICK NIXON, 
20th June, 1873. Lieut., 8 Batt., V.A. 

.Edward Byrne called in and duly sworn :--Charges read to witness—I am Sergeant-major of No. 8 Battery, Volun-
teer Artillery ; some three or four days after the time allowed by the Battery Order M'Kellar came to my office and asked 
me to take Lockyer's name for the Encampment ; I told him I had already forwarded all the names, the time 
having expired, and that Lockyer would have to see the captain in the matter; as the name was not given within the 
required time I had no authority to accept it; I took the names on the 12th and forwarded them to the captain on the 
following day; I was detailed for the duty of taking the names ; I conveyed no orders to Lockyer prohibiting him from 
attending the Encampment, but I advised him not to go without permission of the captain; I was present at a drill when 
Captain Bamford stated that Lockyer could not go without the Commandant's permission, as his name had not been sent in in 
time ; I was not at the Encampment; I refused several names that were late ; I understood that the Battery Order of the 12th 
required that each member should attend and give in his name, or send it in in writing; I told M'Kellar that Gunner 
Lockyer's name was too late, but I gave him no other reason for not receiving it; the Battery Order of the 12th is the only 
order that I know of relating to the giving or sending in of names for the Encampment; I never, so far as I can remember, 
saw the Commandant's memo, dated the 8th April, 1873. 

Captain Bamford here stated that the memorandum in question was in his possession on the 10th April, 1873. 
I heard Captain Bamford say in course of conversation in my private office that if he were improperly treated by 

Colonel Richardson, in Gunner Lockyer's matter, he would appeal to Parliament; we were not in uniform when this was said. 
By Captain Bamford: In my office, in private conversation, when I was advising Gunner Lockyer to obtain the 

captain's permission to attend the Encampment, he said he would go, not that he desired very much to go, but he was deter-
mined that Captain Bamford should not do as he liked with him, or words to that effect; Captain Bamford used to commu-
nicate orders on matters of Volunteer duty to me in my office, and when we were in private clothes; I cannot say whether, 
when the allusion to Parliament was made by Captain Bamford, that he was conversing with me in a private way; I am 
rather of opinion that our conversation related to Battery matters I did not consider that anything that was said to me was 
confidential. 

EDWARD BYRNE, 
20th June, 1873. Sergeant-major, No. 8 Battry. 

Court adjourned at 1030 p.m., till Friday, the 27th instant, at 4 p.m. 

FRIDAY, 27 JUNE, 1873. 

The Court met pursuant to adjournment. 
Lient. 2W,ylez duly sworn —Charles Henry Myles, 2nd Lieutenant,' No. 8 Battery, V.A—I do not know anything about 

the name of Gunner Lockyer being rejected for the.Encampment; I know nothing of the circumstances connected with Gunner 
Lockyer being prohibited from attending, nor of any action of Captain Bamford relating to such prohibition; I was not present 
at the Encampment, and therefore knew nothing about Gunner Lockyer's arrest thereat; I know nothing about Gunner Lockyer's 
dismissal from No. S Battery.; I have an indistinct recollection of a Battery Order being read at a parade, relative to names 

being 
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being sent in by a stated date; I certainly understood that names were required to be sent in personally by the time mentioned; 
I am aware that Captain Bamford has expressed his intention of laying the case of Gunner Lockyer before a Member of Parlia-
ment, with a view to get a Select Committee, or something of that kind; this language was used in Captain Bamford's office; 
no other person was present on the occasion; the language was used in an ordinarily conversational manner; I have frequently 
had occasion to see Captain Bamford on private business, and it was on some of these occasions that the language was used; I 
do not believe either Captain Bamford or myself was ever in uniform when they were used; it was subsequent to the Encamp-
ment that Captain Bamford so expressed himself; it was also subsequent to Lockyer'i dismissal. 

CHAS. H. MYLES, 
2nd Lieut., No. 8 Battery, V.A. 

Afred William Rais,fas, Quartermaster-sergeant, No. 8 Battery, V.A., duly sworn and examined as follows :—I was 
present at drill on the night that the serjeant-major took the names for the Encampment; I believe a Battery Order was read; 
IL am not aware of any circumstances relating to the rejection of Gunner Lockyer's prohibition or arrest; I was instructed by 
Captain Bamford to &rike Lockyer's name off the roll, and to take his arms; I was not aware of any inquiry previous to 
receiving the order for his dismissal; I do not know of any member of the Battery being at the encampment who had not 
given in his name; I consider that any member intending to go to the Encampment should have given in his name personally, 
on a certain date, and that that was the only way in which the names could be received; I think that the acceptance or 
rejection of names after this date would depend on the captain's decision; the exhibit marked E is the Battery Order that 
was read at the parade; I am not certain when this Battery Order was read, whether before or after the 12th February; I 
cannot say that no investigation into Lockyer's case took place, but I am not aware of any; in course of conversation with 
Captain Bamford he has stated to me that if Gunner Lockyer should be reinstated he would bring the case before Parliament; 
this was said in private conversation, neither of us being in uniform at the time; this was said more than once by Captain 
Bamford, and on one occasion Lieut. Myles was present; he was not in uniform at the time. 

ALFRED W. FAIRFAX. 

Captain Bamford requested that he might be allowed until Monday, the 7th July next, at 4 p.m., to prepare and hand 
in his statement regarding the charges which have been under the consideration of the Court, which was granted, and the 
Court adjourned until Monday, the 7th July next, at 4 o'clock p.m. accordingly. 

THEO. J. JAQUES, Major, President. 
THOS. RICHARDS, Major. 
WATSON WILSON, V.A. 

True copy.—W. B. B. CineisrIE, Capt, Major of Brigade. 

Captain Bamford to Major Jaques and Members of the Court, 

Gentlemen, 
I regret having been compelled to take exception to the constitution of this Court and to certain of its proceedings, 

because that course subjected me to some little animadversion and the imputation of being obstructive and frivolous. 
I shall therefore beg the indulgence of the Court during a brief space, to avail myself of the privilege laid down in 

Simmons "Practice of Courts-martial" P. 83, viz. :-" The accused may however avail himself of any opportunity to explain 
any particular act or any part of his conduct on which an imputation prejudicial to him may have arisen," trusting that the 
courtesy of the Court will accord such weight to my explanation in their subsequent action regarding this case, as may appear 
to them right and just under the very peculiar circumstances which render the present Court (considered as one of inquiry) 
unique, and without any previous parallel or precedent. 

Ground of the same. 

It is laid down by both Military and Common Law that "Courts of Inquiry" can only be convened by authorities to Exceptions 
whom Her Majesty has delegated the power to call General Courts-martial; and it is obvious that the former without the taken. 
latter power would be useless, because the one is a Court to inquire if an offence has been committed, and if found the other isthe CourL Incompetency of 

to place some suspected person upon his trial for such supposed or found offence. 
The Volunteer Act of this Colony does not go so far; it stops short at the Court of Inquiry, without providing means 

of bringing to trial such suspected person. In the present case the Court (if it be one, as I shall presently contend it is not) 
has assumed the functions of a "Court-martial" having put me upon my trial by direct and formal charges without any 
previous Court of Inquiry, no power being given in the Volunteer Act to any person to file such charges against me, nor do 
they state at whose suit they are so filed, so that I stand in the somewhat peculiar position of being a defendant without a 
plaintiff. Section 24 of the Volunteer Act is the only section authorizing the assembling of a Court of Inquiry, and this only 
authorizes the Officer Commanding Volunteer Force to assemble such Court, but not upon an officer. 

There has been no doubt an intention to give the Governor power to assemble a Court with reference to an officer, but Want of vitality 
such power has been in some way omitted, in Court. 

To create a Court express authority must be given with all necessary details as to the material of the Court, and the 
objects and powers, and when and upon what occasions to be convened; but where are such given to the Governor, to convene 
this Court? The mere reference at the end of section 24 does not give to the Governor this power, but on the contrary seems 
by the expression "assembled by direction of the Governor as aforesaid" to point to such power being given previously; and 
had it been intended that the Governor should assemble a Court with similar powers and objects as the Officer Commanding 
Volunteer Force, it would have stated so, but the words above quoted do not affect that object, for when the attention is 
directed by the words "as aforesaid" to look naturally for the Go'iernor's powers somewhere just above them, no such powers 
are to be found, but instead the powers of the Officer Commanding Volunteer Force. 

As no Court having legal authority can be created otherwise than by special provision of an Act of Parliament, impli-
cation, inference, or logical deduction not being sufficient, I submit therefore that this Court is not properly constituted, and 
has no power to deal with the charges preferred against me. In further support of my view I would beg to point out that it 
is scarcely probable that whilst a whole paragraph is devoted .to confer in minute detail a certain power on the Officer Com-
manding the Volunteer Force, the bestowal of a higher power on a higher officer could have been intended to be effected by a 
few hasty and ambiguons words forming the tail end of the paragraph. Even the marginal note bears testimony to the 
correctness of my interpretation of the 24th paragraph, and the intention of the framer of this Act, for it makes no mention 
whatever of the Governor. 

Brigade Order No. 90, dated 6th June, 1873, summoned this Court as one of "enquiry," and the duties of such a Court Summoned as a 
are thus defined in "Tytler's Military Law," p.  340 :- Courtof Inquiry, 

In conformity to the practice of the Civil Courts of Criminal Judicature, in which no party can be arraigned before and the OOfltruction 
1j 

his Peers for any crime until a previous 'Court of Inquest' has declared that there appears sufficient ground for functions of a 
bringing the accused person to trial, it is undrstood to be consonant with military law and practice that where Court-martial 
blame has been incurred a previous 'Court of Inquiry' takes the matter under consideration, and determines on adopted Instead. 
such evidence as can be brought before it whether there is or is not sufficient cause for bringing particular persons 
to trial for the offence or crime before a General Court-martial." 

It is thus, I think, clear beyond dispute that although Courts of Inquiry may perchance elicit matter for charge or 
indictment, yet they have no power whatever in themselves (nor does the Volunteer Act give them any such power) to deal 
with prosecutions or try charges, as this pseudo Court of Inquiry has done. 

Simmons in his "Practice of Courts-martial" has this passage— 
"The Queen, though restrained in a certain degree from exercising that full control which a despotic commander 

would have in a foreign country by the Mutinly Act, has the discretion of issuing such orders as she pleases for 
the bett.er  discipline and regulation of the Army, provided they are not contrary to that Act or the Common 
Law." 
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I am not subject to the Mutiny Act; but even that cannot contravene the Common Law; yet this Court has assumed 
a power which not even Her Majesty possesses, by overriding both in trying me previous to inquest, and without even so much 
as the name of "Court-martial" to color the fact. 

Simmons, in his "Practice of Courts-martial," p.  175-6, says,— 
"Every General Court-martial is attended by an officer styled the Judge Advocate, who has powers with respect to 
prosecution similar to those of the Attorney General," who is of course a lawyer. But the same authority 
states, at page 83, that prefessional persons are not generally permitted at Courts of Inquiry, so little so that 
(same page) "the accused is allowed no counsel." 

Captain Baynes On these data it is a self-evident fact that this Court (if one of Inquiry) should have caused Captain Baynes (he being permitted to sit in Court o_ no member of it) to withdraw, whereas it permitted him to exercise the functions of Judge Advocate (and something more) 
Icesing to bs one in cross-examining Gunner Lockyer, a witness for the prosecution, as though it had been a Court-martial. 
only of Inquiry, Captain Baynes exceeded the duty of a Judge Advocate by cross-examining his own witnesses, he having only a right 
and to "it ieI tu1  (in case this were a Court-martial) to examine them (a duty in the present instance discharged by the President) leaving the 
and to discharge cross-examination to myself as the accused person. 
(ii such aCourt) It is true this course was not persisted in, Captain Baynes putting no question to Messrs. Williams, Nixon, M'Kellar, 
thefunctions 'e1  Byrne, Myles, or Fairfax, the witnesses who were called subsequently to my protest having been recorded on the proceedings Judge Advocat 
by cross-examin- of the Court; but this could not prevent my case from being subject to prejudice by the previous irregular course pursued in 
ing witnesses for the cross-examination of Locicyer by Captain Baynes. 
the prosecution And now, if the Brigade Order already referred to be trustworthy in designating this Court to be one of Inquiry, and through the 
medium of the ordering it to sit with closed doors, and it having been shown on accepted authorities that a Court of Inquiry can have nothing 
Fresident. to do with "prosecutors or Judge Advocates," "prosecutions or charges," I would respectfully beg to be informed how it 

happened that an officer exercising functions foreign to the nature of a Court of Inquiry, even with open doors, was permitted 
(he being neither President nor Member) to sit in this closed Court of Inquiry? 

I would here crave permission to observe that an essential part of the duty of a Judge Advocate is to "take care that 
the prisoner does not suffer from his want of knowledge of the law or inexperience of Courts; he is bound to take care that 
no illegal evidence does appear, and to see that the prisoner has an opportunity of a fair defence." 

I quote from "Byerley Thomson's Constitution, Administration, and Government, Military and Civil, of the Military 
Forces and Institutions of Great Britain and Ireland," a work compiled from the best Military and Common Law authorities 
at present in force. 

Now, supposing (which I deny) that Captain Baynes was justified in every other point, would he be doing his duty 
towards the accused—would he be taking care that no illegal evidence did appear—while doing his utmost to introduce to the 
attention, and for the guidence of this Court, depositions taken by a different Court on a different subject? 

Attempted Is the introduction of ready-made evidence permissible by the Common Law from case to case, just as may suit a 
importation of deositionsfrom prosecutor's views? I believe not, and the action of Captain Baynes in this instance argues (if nothing culpable) at least 
a Jerent case inexperience as an officer, when contrasted with those portions of a Judge Advocate's duties, which I have underscored. 
into my own. I return my respectful acknowledgments to the President and Members of this Court for having protected me by 

declining to receive those depositions. Still there remains the fact that an illegal act to my prejudice was attempted by thq 
very officer who was bound (if he had any right to act at all) to protect my interests, and see that I had not only fair play but 
the benefit of any doubt that might arise. 

On the point of "introduction .of letters, &c., into my case from a different one" (to which I took exception more than 
Importation into once), I was overruled by the Court; but my conviction is, that the introduction of documents from a different case, containing 
my case of letters, matter between third parties regarding me and my conduct, which I had never read or heard of, and of the purport of which 
&c., from a dif- I still remain in ignorance, was a line of conduct opposed to law and equity. 
crent one, 
important letter Apart, however, from this, and admitting (for the sake of argument only) that the course adopted by the Court was 
of mine being right in the abstract, it surely would be proper that all documents bearing upon the particular subject should be put into 
withheld. Court, and not an err paste selection—in short, all or none. 

So far from this being the case, however, an important letter of my own, dated 23rd May, 1873, was wanting, its 
purport being to inform the Commandant that certain evidence was false in that case from which the remaining documents 
were produced, and acted on by this Court. 

The letter in question contained other matter as well, but the foregoing was of vital importance, because if it have not 
been laid before the Governor, or the sum and substance of it clearly explained to him, he has had, unfortunately for me, to 
decide without this letter a certain case appertaining to a witness in the present case, under the erroneous impression thatfall 
particulars and reliable evidence were before him, when the contrary was the fact. This letter of minenot appearing with the 
others before this Court renders it, I think, probable that the Governor has not had it under his observation either, in which 
case I should come before his view in the light of an offender. I cannot divest my mind of the idea that both my letter and 
the substance of it have not been before the Governor. 

I feel confident (were it otherwise) that I should not at the present moment stand before this Court in a position which 
I trust to be excused for designating a false one.

First charge 
- 

encumbered with I protested against the first charge being gone into, because an attempt was made to bias the Court to an issue 
irrelevant unfavourable to me, by means of evidence taken in a different case, which, condensed, was interpreted by the prosecutor to 
matter, being mean certain things appended to the chatge, and dictated to the Court, by the same person, as established facts. If they were 
the Prosctorsf so indeed, they must necessarily constitute the pith and substance of the very depositions which the Court had previously intercertal'ndeposi- decided not to receive; so practical a contradiction of the Court's views (exhibited in their refusal to receive the depositions 
tions taken by a themselves) as to render it difficult to reconcile with that refusal their subsequent acceptance of them in their new feature as 
different Court "facts," on any other hypothesis than that they were "ordered" to do so which the Court stated was their reason for over- 
different ruling my protest against the appendices to this charge. case.

I have a right to assume that the depositions were declined, because it would have been illegal to have received them 
(as truly it would have been), and respectfully submit that their subsequent reception in disguise was equally so. No Court, 
civil or military, permits a prosecutor in making his charge to append to it a string of assumptions of his own; and by the 
law of evidence (which operates equally in military as in civil cases) witnesses (when they can be produced, as in the present 
instance) must be called to give verbal testimony, evidence abridged and moddied from depositions in a different case being 
illegal, and therefore ought not to be made nsa of in any cony. Referring to my late remark as to the officer acting as Judge 
Advocate (folio 8), I beg to draw the attention of this Court to the Queen's Regulations, sect. 14, para. 771, as to that official's 
duties. B. "He will give his advice on all matters of law, evidence, or procedure, and whether consulted or not, will interfere 
to ensure the due formality and legality of the proceedings," also to show that the law of evidence is the same in a military 
as in a Civil Law Court. I request leave to quote from the Mutiny Act (34 Vie. cap. 9)—" And whereas no man can be fore-
judged of life or limb, or subjected in time of peace to any kind of punishment within this realm by Martial law, or in any 
other manner than by judgment of his Peers, and according to the known and established laws of this realm." 

This charge relieved from illegal matter terminates at the words "Volunteer Artillery Brigade." 
First charge fails In the next place it is pointedly laid down in the Queen's Regulations, sect. 14, para. 745, that charges must be specific 
to ePec1x thed  in dates and places when and where an offence is alleged to have been committed. Now this charge is informal and invalid place where an he time when because defective in both particulars. 
the alleged A portion of the foregoing bbjections applies to the second charge, viz.,—that "time" and "place" are not specified in 
offence was 

as it (as required by,  the Queen's Regulations); and not only is this requirement emphatically laid down in para. 745 of those committedrequired b law. Regulations, but in the Appendix (5) a form is given (9), in which spaces are left blank purposely that dates and places should 
Second charge be duly inserted. In its present defective form, which renders it vague and incapable of satisfactory and conclusive proof or 
vague and disproof, any Military Court or Court of Law would have thrown this charge out. I refer the Court on this point to Queen's 
informal in not Regulations (App. No. 4), Instruction 3, under the head of "Charge," wherein it is prescribed that "No Court-martial should 
containing epecificatin of proceed to trial until they have satisfied themselves of their competence to deal with the charge, both as respects their jurisdic- 
time and place, tion and the precision with which the charge is worded." It thus appears that it is not only the right but the duty of the 
as required by Court to reject inaccurate charges such as these, irrespective of "orders"; indeed, if a Court act unconditionally under a 
Queen's Regula. prosecutor's orders, I contend that its proceedings cannot be impartial, and I was informed by this Court that it was bound to 
not secifying investigate the charges as sent in, because it had been ordered to do so, and moreover my objections were characterized as 

frivolous and obstructive on that account. Objection must also be taken to the absence of all information in this charge as to 
whether 
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whether "uniform" was worn when the alleged offence was said to have been committed, because there is no criterion other whether the offender was in 
than the wearing or not wearing of uniform laid down in the Volunteer Regulations by which to determine when a Volunteer uniform when 
is a soldier and when a civilian. In the Volunteer Regulations, para. 135, it is laid down that "Volunteers shall give the the alleged 
military salute to all commissioned officers of Volunteer Corps in this Colony, and officers of Her Majesty's service, when both offence w:s said to haveen 
are in uniform." Now, to give the military salute is to acknowledge "soldiership," and equally the right to withhold it when 
neither or only one is in uniform indicates the reverse or "citizenship." Hence it results that no conversation or remark 
passing between two Volunteers out of uniform, or on an occasion where only one of thtm wears it, can lawfully be made the 
subject of military inquiry or action in any way. Volunteers o'n becoming so not being required by law to give up any rights 
or privileges they previously possessed as citizens, but remaining possessed of them still—one such right being perfect freedom 
of conversational intercourse and exchange of sentiments and ideas on any topic whatever, no military power being authorized 
by Act of Parliament, regulation, or precedent to interfere in such a case. I submit, therefore, that I am the subject of an 
undue assumption of authority in having been suspended from duty and cited before a Military Court to answer for my conduct 
as a civilian and citizen, the same not falling within the range of military discipline. Before concluding this branch of my 
subject, I refer to a question which I put to this Court at its last but onwsitting, i.e., subsequently to its examination of the 
principal witness for the prosecution (Gunner Lockyer). The question was, as to what Act or Regulations governed the pro-
ceedings of the Court. I presume it appears on the minutes, and that the fact of the Court having to be cleared for consultation 
before a reply could be made, is also recorded in them. The reply ("By the Volunteer Act and such other Regulations as may 
be in force") sufficed, and I have based my arguments upon it; but I submit that the authority regulating the Court's pro. 
ceedings should have been ascertained before it commenced them, not at its second or third meeting, so as to render it doubtful 
whether its previous action and examination of the chief witness for the prosecution had been guided by any definite and 
clearly recognized principle at all, whereby my interests might suffer. The circumstance, although beyond recall, is, I think, 
deserving of consideration. 

I have called no witnesses. I make no defence (neither denying or admitting anything), the only course consistent with 
my objections against this Court's constitution, &c. I therefore propose, with permission of the Court, to doss this statement 
with a few comments on the evidence of Gunner Lockyer (principal witness for the prosecution) and the (so.called) "facts," 
borrowed from his case and appended to the first charge, contrasting the same with the evidence given by other witnesses also 
for the prosecution. I trust I may not be prejudiced at head quarters by this statement, for I feel in duty bound, as an old 
officer of some practical experience in military usages and duties, to waive personal considerations in favour of the interests of 
that Force to which I at present have the honor to belong, and to disclose whatever contrary to those interests has occurred in 
the present case and proceedings, sincerely trusting that attention may thereby be directed to the existing necessity (if the 
Volunteer Force is to continue and become effective) of such an administration of its affairs as will not only provide for its 
military discipline on a legal basis, but protect its civil privileges from aggression, a result not to be attained under the present 
system. 

EVInENCE of Gunner Lockyer, principal witness for the prosecution, compared with that of the other witnesses for the 
same. 

Lockyer, upon oath, states as follows :- The other witnesses upon oath state as follows :- 
1. 

That the only reason assigned for prohibiting his Sergeant-Major E. Byrne and Gunner M'Kellar both state that the 
going to the Encampment was because his name had reason assigned for the same was that his name was sent in too late. 
not been given in personally." Also Lockyer himself admits, in cross-examination, having had 

assigned as a reason (in a written memo, before the Court) that "as 
he had referred himself to the Commandant, he must await that 
officer's decision as to going to Camp." 

That "I told him, in presence of the Battery, I Sergeant Williams swears, on the contrary, that I said "I did not 
would prevent him from going to the Encampment, think I had power to prevent Lockyer from going to Camp, but I did 
because he intended to fight it out." not feel at liberty to give my consent." 

Lockyer also, being cross-examined, admits that the words I used 
may have been to the effect that "I did not think, under the circum-
stances, he ought to have my permission to go to the Encampment; 
but -I had no power to prevent it." 

Lockyer swears positively that he never said he Gunner M'Kellar swore, on the contrary, that he had heard Lockyer 
would go to Camp with or without permission, nor (subsequently to his being informed that his name was too late to be 
any words implying the same thing. received) declare that he "would go to Camp." 

Sergt..Major Byrne stated, on oath, that Lockyer had said "he 
would go to Encampment, not because he particularly wished it, but to 
show Captain Bamford that he was not going to have his own way." 
Sergt. Williams also, on oath, declares that Lockyer said (in his 
hearing) that "he would go to Camp whether he had leave or not," or 
"words to the same effect." 

Lockyer swears positively that I said "I would appeal Capt. Bamford states—" The words are not those I used—the ex- 
to Parliament if the Colonel interfered in his (Lock. pression not mine, but a clever distortion of it, calculated to convey a 
yer's) case." false idea." 

Lockyer states in his evidence, that "on the occasion to which he 
alludes, he was not in uniform." 
Remaining witnesses declare that on the occasions to which they 
allude "neither they nor I wore uniform." 

I here beg to refer the Court to folios 14-15, for my statement as to the second charge, merely, in addition, here 
reminding it that Lockyer represents the expression attributed to me to have been uttered very hurriedly, and it certainly 
appears questionable whether reliance can be placed by this Court on his evidence as to what was said or done in so hurried a 
manner, when it is constantly and flatly contradicted by the sworn testimony of the other following witnesses on his own side 
(as shown above) regarding transactions which were not hurried at all. Had his evidence, given as it was, upon oath, been in 
my humble opinion trustworthy, I should not have ventured to set down my unsworn statement against it, as I have done in 
the foregoing comparison of evidence; but the Court will perhaps concede that under the circumstances I am not wholly 
without reasons for estimating my simple word as quite equal to Gunner Lockyer's oath, especially as I cautioned him on the 
subject in Court. I desire leave now that I am about to quit the subject of the second charge, to recall an incident which 
virtually annuls it, viz. :—I was summoned by the Colonel to an interview on the 18th September, 1871, relative to an appli. 
cation I had sent in to be examined as to my fitness for the rank of captain, when as he was disposed to have me examined as 
first-lieutenant only. (Brigade Order, 6th Sept., 18 1.) 

Points applicable to this second charge were, discussed, and ultimately conceded to me by the Colonel, whose remark as I 
took my leave was, "I have no desire to muzzle any man, but you will of course regard this conversation as strictly confidential." 
The peculiarity of the expression he used may assist him in recalling the details of the interview, which I cannot, of course, 
go into without betraying confidence—and once recalled,to mind, they would exculpate me so far as the second charge is 
concernel—(were I to admit the necessity of a defence). 

The first charge simply amounts to this, viz. :-" That I dismissed Gunner Lockyer for disobedience of my orders." 
The entire evidence on the subject proves him guilty of that disobedience. 
I respectfully submit therefore that my conduct does not merit to be stigmatized as being to the prejudice of, but rather 

to be considered as upholding good order and discipline. 
Moreover, it is in accordance with the Volunteer Act,-section 28, part 3, which runs thus- 
41 commanding officer of a Volunteer Corps (for explanation• of the word 'Corps' see section 61) may discharge 

from the Corps any Volunteer not being a com;nissioued officer of the Corps, and strike his name out of the muster-roll, either 
for disobedience of orders by him, &c., &c., &c' 

So far, therefore, as the dismissal of Gunner Lockyer for disobedience of orders is concerned, let the facts above speak 
for themselves, while I enter into a short account of collateral circumstances. 
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I ordered Gunner Lockyer not to go to Camp without orders. from the Commandant, because he had written to that 
officer on the subject, and was therefore, in my opinion, bound to await his reply. This I fully expected would be in 
writing and through me, the usual and proper course, as pointed out by the Commandant himself in "No. 9 fact" and 
by his Brigade Order, dated 15th_September, 1871 (to which as being still in force, attention was directed in the Sydney 
Morning Herald—" Volunteer Notiees"—of the 17th l'une, 1873). This order directs that applications from non-com-
missioned officers, trumpeters, buglers, gunners, or privates, are to be made through the officers commanding their Batteries 
or Companies." I could not therefore believe that in the very face of his own order (and contrary to the usages of the 
Service) the Commandant had personally given Lockyer his consent for him to go to Camp; and more, I do not believe it now. 
Fact 14 merely mentions that"  Lockyer said so," but it is not in the charges or in these "facts" stated to be a "fact." I think 
had it been a "fact" at all it would surely have been set forth in the "recapitulation," where so many less important matters 
have been recorded; that Lockyer said this thing or that thing can scarcely, I contend, weigh much in time opinions of such as 
are acquainted with the "facts" of this case as opposed to his sworn testimony regarding them. As far as I am concerned, I 
never succeeded in obtaining from the Commandant any reply at all in Gunner Lockyer's case, although I made pointed 
application for one. I received instead memoranda of a .qeaeral character not particular to the case at issue. Indeed it would 
have been next to impossible for me to imagine they could have been intended to apply to Lockyer, whose case was exceptional 
to the generality, and respecting whom I had applied to the Commandant in terms so unmistakeably directed to Lockyer's 
case alone, that they could not, I very respectfully submit, be appropriately answered by any less decisive than themselves. 
Had the Commandant just written plainly "let him go," the matter would have been settled, and all possibility of a misunder-
standing avoided. At this point, I beg to draw the attention of the Court to "facts" 10 and 12. In the first of these Captain 
Lett is stated to have forwarded the Commandant's " decision"; in the other it is termed a "hint" (memo. 221id March). As 
both words refer to the same memorandum, but assuredly differ widely in signification, it would really appear to imply that 
the prosecutor himself practically admitted that no decision but only a hint had been conveyed to me. In support of this 
view that no decision had in fact been come to so late as the 11th April, I find that Sergeant Williams* states in his evidence 
that " Lockyer was released from arrest on that day" not finally but "pending further advice from Captain Bamford." It is 
impossible then (in my opinion) to arrive at any other conclusion than this, that the "further advice" was required to enable 
the Commandant to arrive at a "decision" which had not then (11th April) been formed, or if at any previous moment 
formed, had been between that moment and the 11th April abandoned, and the previous state of indecision again been reverted 
to. This being the case, the remarks contained in "fact" 11 (that Captain Bamford has not yet supplied Mr. Lockyer with 
any reply to his communication) is fully accounted for, inasmuch as I could not by possibility supply Mr. Lockyer with 
the Commandant's reply to a matter regarding which that offl.cer had supplied me with none, and which he had not even 
decided about in his own mind. I thnnk I am warmanted then by the circumstances in attributing the misunderstanding, 
trouble, and annoyance, which have arisen relative to Gunner Lockyer, to a want of some decided reply of particular and 
individual application to that individual's case only—which decided reply I very earnestly requested but never received. And 
at this stage I feel bound to state my belief that there would have been plenty of time for we to have finally succeeded in 
procuring such decided reply, had not some twelve or fourteen days been wasted in consequence of my having been misled by 
the unusual course adopted by Captain and Adjutant Lett in forwarding me the memo, of 22nd March direct in reality, 
though purporting to be "by order." 

I chanced to refer to Major Shepherd on the subject, who denying all knowleilge of the memo. the fallacy became 
clearly apparent, so far as the words " by order" were concerned. I did not for a moment imagine that the Colonel had directed 
Captain Lett to forward that memo, straight to me, because it was a most unusual course; opposed to the Brigade Order 15th 
September, 1871, because it would ignre (as in fact it did ignore) Major Shepherd, through whose hands it should have passed 
to me; and lastly, because it is usual and correct to mark documents from the Colonel "By Command," and not "By Order." 
As an officer who had been accustomed to the sober and unvarying routine of a regular service, I hope I may be held excusable 
for not in the least comprehending the eccentric and most uncalled for action, of Captain Lett in this matter. I use the 
words "uncalled for" advisedly, because I know for a fact that Major Shepherd was in Sydney on the 22nd March, and had 
been for some days. I am aware that my assertion flatly contradicts Captain Lett's evidence, given before Mr. Lockyer's 
Court of Inquiry. I may regret, but cannot help it, for my assertion is the truth, and Captain Lett's evidence is not. One 
proof of this exists in the Volunteer Artillery Staff Attendance Book. Thus it appears tolerably clear that Captain Lett's 
extraordinary course of action as regards the memo, in question was the primary cause of a series of obnoxious occurrences 
not yet terminated, for I at least am a sufferer by it still. To this action of his it is attributable that no decisive answer could 
be obtained in time to prevent the succeeding unpleasant details, so that in effect the want of that decisive answer has produced 
only a secondary influence upon the case—resulting from Captain Lett's primary departure from the proper routine of his duty. 

So great a stress has been laid in these proceedings on my Battery Order of the 3rd February, 1873, as to render it 
imperative on me (so that this Court be not misled as to its real value) to point out that it has nothing whatever to do with 
Gunner Lockyer's dismissal from No. 8 or Prince Alfred's Own Battery. He was dismissed for wilful and premeditated 
disobedience of my written order, dated 26th March, 1873, seven weeks subsequent to the Battery Order in question. 

Fact 18 (appended to 1st charge) concedes this point and therefore marks the irrelevancy of facts 11  2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, 
as not touching the reason of Lockyer's dismissal at all. 

I have to refer with the permission of the Court to fact 13 for a few moments, for it makes a great ado about nothing, 
as I am about to explain. 

The Commandant's memo. 8/4/73 was indeed in my hsnds on Thursday, 10th April, but late in the afternoon, and I 
had no opportunity of replying to it uitil late at night. Now Lockyer started for Camp the same day, thus abruptly termi-
nating the question at the time pending between the Colonel and myself "as to whether he was to go or not," thereby com-
mitting the act of disobedience for which lie was dismissed. The date of my reply therefore being subsequent to Lockyer's 
disobedience of orders, becomes insignificant., being no longer capable of exercising any influence on the case. No matter on 
what date meyer my reply was made, the salient fact remains impregnable, that "Lockyer had been already guilty of dis-
obedience of orders." 

The alteration of the date admits of easy explanation, however, which for the satisfaction of the Court I shall briefly 
give. "My memo, in reply to the Colonel's 8/4/73, was originally dated when it was written late at night on the 10th April. 
Next day was Good Friday ; on Saturday, 12th, on going to deliver the letter I found the Brigade Office closed. I considered 
if I were to forward the letter to Ham Common on Monday it would be unlikely to arrive there before the Commandant had 
left. I consequently decided to retain'the correspondence (since it could no longer affect the matter to which it related) till 
the return of head quarters to Sydney. I did so, altering the date to that of the day on which the letter was delivered (the 
15th or 16th, I do not remember which), but on reflection I deemed it would be more correct that the memo. should 
bear its original date, and so ran my pen across the tail of the 5 or the 6 (whichever it may have been) to i-educe it to 
an "0" again." 

I have but a few words to add in relation to the four instances of this charge and to the alleged "facts" appended to it. 
I shall not detain the Court very long. 

I dismiss the 1st, 2nd, and 3rd instances with this remark: "If my action in dismissing Gunner Lockyer (as set 
forth in the 4th instance of this charge) for disobedience of orders, be in accordance with section 28, Volunteer Act, the 
accessory circumstances before the fact contained in those previous instances cannot constitute an offence; such a thing is 
simply impossible. Assuredly the disobedience was committed, and the evidence of it is conclusive. If therefore the dismissal 
is wrong, consequent on the disobedience, then the Volunteer Act is wrong also, and it becomes a question by whose authority 
can it be made out to be so." 

Now, gentlemen, for a glance at some of the assumptions appended as "facts" to this charge, and I have done. 

Prosecution facts—Fact 1 states— Contrasted with the evidence— 
Gunner Lockyer's name to have been given in on 12th Feb., Gunner M'Kellar swears positively it was not. 

1873, by Gunner M'Kellar. 
Facts 2 and 3. 

Lockyer's name was rejected because he did not give it in Byrne and M'Kellar both swear it was rejected for being 
1einmsef, and no other reason was then given. too late, and that this and no other cause for its rejection 

was assigned at the time. 
Fact 

* Also Limit. Nixon 
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Prosecution Facts—Fact 6. 
Bombardier Keele. 

Fact 7. 

Persons were permitted to attend Encampment who had not 
complied with Battery Order. 

Fact 8. 
"Mr. Lockyer's intention." 

Facts 10 and 12. 

Decision and" "Hint." 

Fact 14. 

"I ordered Lockyer's arrest should he appear in Camp." 

Fact 15. 

Commandant releases Lockyer from arrest. 

Fact 16. 

That Lockyer was dismissed before investigation of the 
cause of his release from arrest. 

Contrasted with the evidence. 

Williams swears his application was sent in in time. 

No evidence to show this. 

I submit it is impossible that a man's "intention" can be 
proved at all. 

Contradict each other. (See folio 22.) The greater part 
of fact 12 is suggestive to the Court of views to favour the 
prosecution. 

Such arrest was the consequence of Lockyer's disobe-
dience of orders, and my order for it consistent with the 
usages of the Service, and with sect. 28 (2) Volunteer Act. 

Nixon and Williams state the fast "pending further 
advice from me." "Being in uniform," I may not comment 
on this action of the Commandant. 

Sergeant Williams swears I did investigate the circum-
stances, and that he informed me of them himself previous 
to my ordering the dismissal of Lockyer. His release from 
arrest did not relieve from liability to punishment for dis-
obedience of orders. 

Fact 18. 

Lockyer excluded by too rigid a construction of Battery No evidence adduced proves such violation of orders to 
Order, 3/2/73, from participation in what others in the Battery have occurred on the part of any one but Lockyer—and 
enjoyed in violation of it. military orders cannot be too literally construed. There is 

no harshness in requiring that an order shall be held to 
mean just what it states. 

I think it is evident that the greater part of these so termed facts turn out (as shown in the foregoing statement) to 
be principally— 

st—Facts which are contradicted by evidence, such as 1, 2, 3. 
2nd—Facts which contradict each other, as 10-12. 
3rd.—Facts which are not supported by evidence, as 7, 8. 
4th—Impossible facts, such as 8. 
In conclusion, I assert this charge lies in a nutshell—Did or did not Gunner Lockyer disobey my orders, and thereby 

incur dismissal under section 28, Volunteer Act? 
Such is the plain question, divested of alien matter, tending to divert the attention from the only point essential to be 

considered. 
I have only further to request that the Court will be good enough to annex this statement to their proceedings. 

I have, &c., 
'J. B. BAMFORD, Capt, 

Sydney, 7th July, 1873. 
Commdg. No. 8 or P.A.O. Battery, V.A. 

Members of the Court of Inquiry to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Battalion Office, 
Sydney, 22 July, 1873. 

Sir, 
We have the honor to report that in compliance Brigade Order No. 90, of 6th June, 1873, convened under the 

authority of His Excellency the Governor, we have held a Court of Inquiry to investigate and report upon the conduct of 
J. B. Bamford, with respect to the discharge of Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery. 

We have examined Gunner Lockyer, Sergeant Williams, Gunner M'KelIar, Lieutenant Nixon, Lieutenant Miles, 
Sergeant-major Byrne, and Qr.-master-sergeant Fairfax, and, after careful consideration of the evidence taken before the Court, 
and of the exhibits produced, as marked from A to L inclusive, and of the written statement handed to the Court by Captain 
Bamford, we find,— 

That Gunner Lockyer's name was not accepted as one of the members of No. 8 Battery tobe present at the Encamp-
ment. 

That Gunner Lockyer's name was not given in or before the 12th February, 1873, in obedience to Battery Order, but 
was subsequently mentioned by Gunner M'Kellar when he was informed that it was then too late. 

That Gunner Lockyer made application through Captain Bamford to Colonel Richardson to be allowed to attend the 
Encampment. - 

That Gunner Lockyer was prohibited by Captain Bamford from attending the Encampment, unless he (Lockyer) 
obtained the Colonel's permission. 

That such prohibition was not withdrawn after Gunner Lockyer had informed Captain Bamford verbally that the 
Colonel had given him (Lockyer) verbal permission to be present at the Encampment. 

That Captain Bamford must have been aware that his prohibition was contrary to the intention of the Government 
to have as many Volunteers as possible at the Encampment, as intimated to him by memo, of 22/3/73, under 
signature of Captain Lett, as Adjutant, supported by subsequent memo, of 2nd April and 8th April, bearing the 
initials of Colonel Richardson, and admitted by Captain Bamford to have been in his possession on the 10th 
April, the date originally attached to Captain Bamford's memorandum thereon. 

That Captain Bamford ordered the arrest of Gunner Lockyer should he appear at the Encampment, and that in 
obedience to such order Gunner Lockyer was placed under arrest at the Camp. 

That Gunner Lockyer was on the same day, shortly after his arrest, released from such arrest by direction of Colonel 
Richardson, and resumed his duties as a member of the Battery, and returned to Sydney with the other Volun-
teers, upon the Encampment being broken up. 

That Gunner Lockyer was subsequently dismissed by Captain Bamford. 
That no investigation as to the cause of his release was made by Captain Bamford, or by his direction previous to 
Gunner Lockyer's dismissal. 

With respect to the Second Charge, we find,— 
That Captain Bamford has on more than one occasion in a conversational manner used words to the effect that he 
would appeal to Parliament if the Colonel acted improperly with respect to Gunner Lockyer. This appears to 
have been said when the parties were not in uniform, with the exception of the occasion when addressing Gunner 
Lockyer upon his (Lockyer's) telling Captain Bamford that he had obtained the Colonel's verbal permission to be 
present at the Encampment. 

331-0 In 
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In noting the above conclusions, the members of the Court have to express their opinion that the difficulties arising out of 
the case have been caused by the irregular manner in which the application by Gunner Lockyer has been dealt with. It appears 
by the documents produced, and by the evidence given, that Gunner Lockyer's name was rejected because it was not furnished 
in time, and that he was told that he could only obtain permission to be present at the Encampment from the Colonel. He 
makes the application through Captain Bamford, the captain of his Company; Captain Bamford endorsed thereon, for the 
information of the Colonel, a memorandum of Gunner Lockyer's inattention to his former duties. The application, instead of 
being forwarded to the Colonel, appears to have been returned to Captain Bamford with an endorsement under signature of 
Captain and Adjutant Lett, by order, stating that the Commandant thinks it desirable that as many men as possible should 
attend the Encampment. The letter of application does not appear to have been laid before the Colonel, and Captain Bamford, 
acting under this impression by a memo, endorsed by him, requests that, as a point of discipline is involved, the letter may be 
laid before the Commandant. This is not complied with, but the letter is again returned to Captain Bamford, who notes 
thereon that it has been again returned to him by mistake. It is then initialled by Majors Shepherd and Wilson, and marked 
as to be forwarded, but Captain and Adjutant Lett returned it to Captain Bamford, who endorses a memo, that it is again been 
returned to him by the Adjutant instead of being forwarded to the Commandant, and requests the Field Officer in charge to 
take steps to have it laid before the Commandant. It then appears to have reached the Commandant, who endorses thereon 
that the memo, by Captain Lett was written after Captain Lett had obtained the Commandant's views thereon, but this does 
not imply a direct permission for Gunner Lockyer to attend the Encampment. The application is again returned to Captain 
Bamford, who appears, from his subsequent memo, endorsed thereon, to have supposed the memo, authorized by the Colonel, 
and placed on the application, to refer to the members of the Battery generally, and asks by memo. of 4th April that the Com-
mandant will give a decision as respects Gunner Lockyer's case individually. A memo, is, on the 10th April, sent to Captain 
Bamford, requesting copy of the Battery Order respecting the giving in of the names for the Encampment, and states that 
Captain Bamford will be held responsible for any action of his which precludes any Volunteer under his command attending 
the Encampment. Captain Bamford forwards the copy, but does not countermand his order respecting Gunner Lockyer's 
arrest, but acts on his own authority in contravention of the wishes expressed by the Commandant, The Court cannot but 
think that had a direct permission been endorsed on Gunner Lockyer's application, instead of a verbal permission being given 
to Gunner Lockyer, the irregularities by Captain Bamford would not have arisen. 

The memo, of Adjutant Lett, if written by direction of the Commandant, should have stated such fact, and should also 
more definitely have stated that the required permission had been given; failing to do so, Captain Bamford treated the matter 
in a general aspect, and having given direct orders to Gunner Lockyer that he must not attend the Camp without the Com-
mandant's permission, he treated the action of Lockyer in being present at the Camp as in direct opposition to his orders ; this 
would probably not have been the action of Captain Bamford if direct permission in reply to Lockyer's application had been 
given, and notified to Captain Bamford, and the subsequent difficulties would have been avoided. 

As to the second charge it is shown by the evidence that Captain Bamford has, on more than one occasion, expressed 
himself to the effect that he would have the matter taken up by some Member of Parliament. This was said to Gunner 
Lockyer in a hurried manner, when he informed Captain Bamford that he (Lockyer) had the Colonel's verbal permission to go 
to the Encampment (see Lockyer's evidence) ; and was also subsequently said in a conversational manner in private offices, and 
when neither of the parties were in uniform, and upon which subject the Membess of the Court beg to refer to Captain Barn-
ford's statement attached to the evidence taken before the Court. 

We have, &c., 
T. J. JAQTTES, Major, President. 
THOS. RICHARDS, Major, 1st S.B.V.R., 1 hiemisers 
W. WILSON, Major, Left Wing, V.A., ) 

Lient.-Col. Richardson to His Excellency the Governor. 
Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 8 August, 1873. 

Your Excellency, 
I have the honor to forward, for your information, the proceedings of a Court of Inquiry, assembled to investigate 

the conduct of Captain Bamford, Commanding No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery Brigade, with reference- 
1st. To his having prohibited the attendance of Gunner Lockyer, of his Battery, at the late Richmond Encampment, 

having placed the said Gunner improperly in arrest, and subsequently dismissed him from the Battery,—no cir-
cumstances existing to warrant his adopting such an extreme measure, 

2nd. For insubordinate conduct, in using threatening language towards myself. 
These matters are specifically set out in the form of charges, and, as given in for the guidance of the Court, are 

attached to its proceedings. 
Your Excellency will .be pleased to bear in mind, that some short time ago a Court of Inquiry was held to examine 

into the circumstances connected with Gunner Lockyer's discharge; but it appearing subsequently (from a communication of 
the 23rd May last, made by Captain Bamford, copy attached), that the Court had denied to Captain Bamford the privilege of 
producing rebutting evidence, and of making a reply to the statements which affected him, your Excellency was pleased to 
direct the assembly of a second Court of Inquiry, thus giving to Captain Bamford an opportunity of explaining and rebutting 
the facts which seemed to affect him. 

The object of each of these Courts being almost identical, I embodied, for reference to the second Court, what appeared 
to be the facts recorded by the first Court., preferring to do this rather than recast the instructions myself. 

With reference to the first instance in the first charge, declared by the Court not proved, I would point out, in justice 
to the first Court, whose expressed opinion, as before stated, led to this instance being brought before the second Court, that the 
evidence as given before the first Court seems to have warranted that Court reporting as it did, Captain Bamford himself also 
states, on the usual declaration, on honour, before that Court, that "he approved of the rejection of Lockyer's name, because he 
Lockyer did not attend in person to give it," 

As to instance 2 of the first charge, the Court find that Gunner Lockyer was prohibited from attending the Camp by 
Captain Bamford, and "that Captain Bamford must have been aware that his prohibition was contrary to the intention of the 
Government to have as many Volunteers as possible at the Encampment, as intimated to him by memo, of 22/3/73, under 
signature of Captain Lett, as Adjutant,—supported by subsequent memo, of 2nd April and 8th April, bearing Colonel Rich-
ardson's initials, and admitted by Captain Bamford to have been in his possession on the 10th April." 

Third instance of first charge—The Court states its opinion, "tha.t Captain Bamford ordered the arrest of Gunner 
Lockyer should he appear at the Encampment, and that in obedience to such order, Gunner Lockyer was placed under arrest 
at the Camp." 

Fourth instance of first charge—The Court states its opinion, "that Gunner Lockyer was subsequently dismissed by 
Captain Bamford, and that no investigation as to the cause of his release from arrest was made by Captain Bamford previous 
to Gunner Lockyer's dismissal." 

The Court do not enter into the recapitulation attached to the fourth instance of the first charge. It therefore appears 
useless for me to do so with your Excellency, though some of the matters there mentioned may be elsewhere referred to, 

With regard to the second charge, the Court finds "that Captain Bamford has, on more than one occasion, in a 
conversational manner, used words to the effect that he would appeal to Parliament if the Colonel acted improperly with 
respect to Gunner Lockyer. This appears to have been said when the parties were not in uniform, with the ea,ception of the 
occasion when addressing Gunner Lockyer, upon his Gunner Lockyer's telling Captain Bamford that he had obtained the 
Colonel's verbal permission to be present at the Encampment." 

Having, I trust, placed clearly before your Excellency the matters laid before the Court in the charges, and the 
opinion of the Court as recorded thereon, I would offer a few remarks on the line of defence adopted by Captain Bamford, and 
the legal exceptionshe has taken." 

Captain Bamford takes exception to the competency of the Court, "that it can only be convened by authorities to 
whom Her Majesty has delegated the power to call Courts-martial." The local Volunteer Act would appear conclusive on 
this point, giving your Excellency, in section 24, full power to assemble such Court. Had there been a doubt, could it be sup-
posed the Legislature would not have taken action when sections 64 to 68 of the Volunteer Regulations were passed P The right 
of the Crown, and the Commander-in-Chief as acting for the Crown, to appoint Courts of Inquiry, has been affirmed in England 
in the case of Home and Lord F. C. Bentiuck. 13. 
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As to "vitality of Court"—Captain Bamford objects that to create a Court, express authority must be given, with 
all necessary details as to the material of the Court, and the objects and powers. As before said, section 24 of the Act gives 
power to create the Court, and clauses 64 to 68 of the Volunteer Regulations, issued by the Governor, with assent of Par-
liament, provide for its objects and powers. He objects that no Court can be held without express provision of an Act of 
Parliament; this one was held by authority of an Act of Parliament, but I may remark, that in England at least half 
the Courts of Inquiry held in the Military Service are held, without special Acts of Parliament, by right of the Crown, as 
before stated, recognized. in 1820, in Home and Lord F. C. Bentinck, by the Court of Exchequer Chamber, and the immemo-
rial custom of the Army, which has never been interfered with by the Civil Courts, and is indeed, in some shape, common to 
the Civil Departments of Her Majesty's Service. . 

Captain Bamford objects "that in this Court of Inquiry the construction and functions of a Court-martial have 
been adopted." But this Court has passed no sentence—merely recorded an opinion as to his conduct; a very usual thing fora 
Military Court of Inquiry to do. In point of fact, the assimilation of its proceedings to those of a Court-martial, which is 
advised by authority, and by writers on Military law, has led to the evidence being all sworn testimony; to Captain Bamford's 
being enabled to cross-examine the witnesses; to his being allowed to object to and obtain the exclusion of depositions tendered 
in evidence against him, and to his being allowed to make a most lengthy and argumentative reply, all which opportunities, 
enjoyed by him, obtained him every facility for the making of his defence. 

Captain Bamford "takes exception to Captain Baynes appearing in Court, and. discharging (in such a Court) the 
functions of a Judge Advocate, by crpss-examining witnesses for the prosecution through the medium of the President. 
Captain Baynes was not acting as a Judge Advocate, though he might with propriety have been so appointed,—Judge Advocates 
in important cases before Courts of Inquiry being not unfrequently appointed. In many cases of Courts of Inquiry it is usual 
for the convening authority to appoint an officer acquainted with the matters to be submitted, or having the custody of records, 
to attend and aid the Court by his special knowledge. In the case of Courts of Inquiry held on matters connected with the 
Departments of the Army, such inquiries could often not be carried out were there not some person to point out the techni-
calities of departmental routine to the Court, and put them on the right road to prosecute their investigations. 

Captain Bainford takes exception to the " attempted importation of depositions from a different case," referring to 
the proceedings of the first Court, which were tendered in evidence by Captain Baynes, and not received by the Court. That 
the Court did not receive this evidence eems no great cause of complaint. 

Captain Bamford objects to the "importation into his case of letters from a different one, and to an important letter 
of his being withheld." The documents alluded to were part of no case, but official documents or letters, and memoranda, all 
written before any case was submitted to a Court of Inquiry—the official records of orders principally. Captain Bamford 
could have called for the production of any letter, but there is no evidence on the record of the Court that he did. As a matter 
of fact, the letter of the 23rd May (copy enclosed), alluded to, was the one which led to the convening of this second Court 
of Inquiry, with the view to give Captain Bamford every facility for replying to the matters brought against him. 

Captain Bamford objects that the "first charge is encumbered with irrelevant matter, being the prosecutor's inter-
pretation of certain depositions taken by a different Court in a different case." If there is irrelevant matter, it is to be 
supposed its want of relevancy would have prevented its doing Captain Bamford any harm. No depositions or extracts from 
such appear to have been admitted in evidence. 

Lastly, Captain Bamford objects to the want of precision and accurate definition of place and time in the charges. 
I think your Excellency on perusing them, and noting the fact that practically the second Court investigated the same set of 
circumstances as the first (excepting of course the second charge), and that there does not appear in Captain Bamford's defence, 
or the manner in which he examined the witnesses, any trace that he in any way suffered from inability to understand the 
precise nature of the facts alleged against him, will find there is no warrant for this assertion; and moreover, he might have 
taken this exception prior to or on the asembly, of the Court, he having been supplied with a copy of the charges previous 
to the assembly of the Court. 

Having now placed before your Excellency the matters regarding which Captain Bamford.'s conduct was impugned, 
the opinions passed by the Court on the matters laid before it, and the legal objections taken by Captain Bamford, I proceed 
to call your Excellency's attention to the following facts :- 

It appears that Captain Bainford assumed the right to prohibit the attendance of the men of his Battery at the 
Encampment, unless they complied with certain conditions he laid down. The Brigade Order, by which officers command.mg 
Corps were directed to send in the names of their men " with the least possible delay," gave no such authority; and to establish 
such a rule on his own authority was, to give orders he had no right to give, and to act contrary to the spirit and intention of 
the Government in forming the Encampment. That his views were erroneous were proved to him by the memo, addressed to 
him by Captain Lett, on 22/3/73, and my memos. of 2/4/73 and 8/4/73. 

Captain Lett's memo. (by order) of 22/3/73, and my memo, of 2/4/73, sent to Captain Bamford, written on the fly-
leaf of the letter containing Gunner Lockyeis appeal, so sent, though the memos.' themselves did not mention Lockyer's name, 
it was clear the memos, were to be held applicable to the particular case of Lockyer, and so indicated my directions on the 
subject. Memoranda of general application are never written on the back of a letter containing appeal on a special case; 
being written on the back of that letter, they could refer to that letter only, though of course they would have also a general 
application to any similar case which might afterwards arise. The farther memo, of 8/4/73, received, as Captain Bamfora 
subsequently acknowledges, on the afternoon of 10/4/73 (instead of 16/4/73, as altered by him), must, had the other two failed 
to do so, have clearly enlightened him as to my wishes, yet, instead of communicating with Gunner Lockyer and the lieutenant 
in charge of the Battery at the Camp, to inform the former of the permission having been given, and the latter that the order 
for arrest was not to be carried out, he kept the memo, in his pocket, taking no action on it. His failing to take any action on 
this memo., and the tone of Captain Bamford's memo., 4/4/73, and his dismissing Gunner Lockyer without any inquiry into 
the latter's release by my order, all appear to me to evidence a spirit of insubordination. Again, had. not Captain Bamford 
been actuated by an insubordinate spirit, he would, on receiving the verbal intimation from Gunner Lockyer that I had given 
him my permission to attend the Encampment (though the intimation was irregularly conveyed), have endeavoured officially, 
or semi-officially, to ascertain whether I had or had not given such permission, and acted accordingly. This course would 
seem to have been incumbent on him, seeing the large amount of work he must have known devolved on me at that time in 
preparing for the Camp (especially as I had virtually no Brigade-Major, Captain Baynes being fully occupied in his own 
department), and the great liklihood that he might not have received a more formal intimation of the leave haying been 
accorded through oversight alone. By his persistence in refusing to be guided by superior authority he sought to counteract 
the efforts of the Government and the expressed. wishes of his military superior. 

I would draw your Excellency's attention to the tone of Captain Bamford's memo., 4/4/73; to the tone of the remarks 
at bottom of rage 16 of the defence; to the attack on Captain Baynes when performing his duty; and thg very offensive 
nature of the remark when Captain Bamford states in his defence that he considers his word better than Gunner Lockyer's 
oath. - 

In reference to Gunner Lockyer's dismissal by Captain Bamford, Captain Bamford himself states, that after the 
application for leave to attend the Camp had been forwarded through him to me, he considered. "the matter out of his hands," 
which is corroborated by his memo, of 26/3/73, and. letter 18 April, 1873, yet he took the matter up again when he chose 
and dismissed the man, and this without inquiry into the facts connected with his release from arrest. He considered the 
matter out of his hands when it was his duty to aid the intentions of the Government as to the attendance of his men at the 
Camp, and this in the face of memos. from superior military authority, but takes it up to perpetrate what, as before expressed 
by me to your Excellency, in letter of the 27th May last, 73/301, I cannot but regard as an inconsistent and tyrannical act of 
abuse of the powers vested in him by the Legislature. It being also obvious that Lockyer having been released from arrest by 
superior authority, it was not competent .for a subordinate to take extreme action, unless under direction of such superior 
authority. It does not even appear that reference was made to Major Shepherd, the Officer Commanding the Volunteer 
Artillery Brigade at the Camp, under whose immediate command the Volunteer Artillery, of which this Battery formed part, 
was. 

With reference to the second charge, I would draw your attention to the fact that the Court state that on one 
occasion, when Captain Bamford used threatening language, as to bringing the matter before Parliament, he was in uniform, 
and addressing a gunner of his Battery. On the other occasion he seems to have been engaged in conversation (with parties 
in plain clothes), discussing my conduct as his superior officer with his subordinate officers and non-commissioned officers. In 
such a position, diicnssing Battery affairs with his Battery subordinates, he must be looked on as the Captain of No. 8 Battery. 

On 
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On the impropriety and insubordinate character of such threats so addressed, I leave your Excellency to judge. Apart from 
this pernicious example of insubordination to those under his immediate command, I feel it incumbent on me to record my 
humble opinion that reference to Parliament on particulat matters affecting discipline should be discouraged until satisfaction 
or redress has been sought through the prescribed channel, as such references encourage resistance to responsible authority, 
turning every defendant into an appellant, and being destructive alike of discipline and the exercise of firm authority. 

I would draw your attention to the fact that Captain Bamford's conduct, as wanting in a due spirit of subordination, 
was the subject of unfavourable comment by the late G-overnor, the Earl of Belinore, which was duly communicated to him 
and further, that his conduct and bearing as an officer seem to lack a proper sense of the respect due to authority. 

Captain Bamford, on page 20 of his defence, states that some conduct, or words of mine, at an interview held with 
him in the year 1871, in presence of Captain Hopkins, Brigade Adjutant, Volunteer Artillery Brigade, would absolve him from 
the second charge. This (on perusing a memo, taken immediately after the interview by Captain Hopkins, and in his hand-
writing, annexed) I conclude means I gave him then a latitude of speech which I refuse him now. I fail to see how an interview of 
1871 can in such a case influence decisions in 1873, and further, I do not admit that the conversation which took place at the 
interview in question can bear the construction which Captain Bamford has attempted to put on it. 

I have, 
JOHN S. 

RICHARDSON  Lt..Col., Commandant 

P.S—The proceedings of first Court of Inquiry are herewith enclosed, in case your Excellency may desire to refer to 
them, together with Captain Lett's explanation regarding certain memoranda alluded to in the proceedings of the Court.'—
J.S.R., Lt.-Col. 

True copy.—W. B. B. CwRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

Notes of a conversation held between the Commandant and Mr. Bamford, P.A.O. Battery, 14 Sept., 1871. 
Tux Commandant considered the tone of Mr. Bamford's letters insubordinate, and consequently deficient of that spirit which 
should actuate officers of the Volunteer Force, and that he expected that support to which he was entitled from all officers 
under his command. 

If Mr. Bamford was prepared to act in accordance with his views, the usual examination for a lieutenancy might be 
waived, and he (Mr. Bamford) might at once be examined for a captaincy, otherwise he must be prepared to undergo a 
probation as a subaltern officer. 

The Commandant also pointed out, that although he expected due support from the officers, they were at liberty to 
appeal to proper authority in case they had any grievance. 

The cases of Captains Wells and MacDonald having been quoted, it was pointed out that these gentlemen were appointed 
under special circumstances—the first of these officers holding a commission at the time in the Force, and well known as a 
good officer; the second having formerly been in the Force, and known to, and favourably brought to notice by, Major 
Shepherd, upon whose sole recommendation he was appointed. 

Mr. Bamford, in the course of this conversation, expressed his regret that he had listened to the advice of Major 
Shepherd and Captain Deane, as by what he had heard and read he could see that they were both in the wrong. 

The Commandant requested that this conversation might be considered as private and confidential, to which Mr. 
Bamford assented, and also, as I considered, concurred in the remarks made. 

HOPKINS, 
True copy.—W. B. B. CHxIsT1, Capt., Major of Brigade. 15/9/71. 

Treasury, N.S,W., 
13 March, 1873. 

Gunner Lockyer to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to lay before your notice the following 
On the last evening on which the names were taken of those who wished to attend the Encampment, I forwarded my 

name by Mr. M'Kellar (gunner), so that, as he was giving in his own, he might give mine also; but on tedering my name he 
Has been for was informed that as I had not attended myself on that particular evening it could not be received. 
,oI;tue an 
ual Having the time at my disposal, and wishing particularly to attend the Encampment, perhaps, under the circumstances, 

absentee.— OU will see no objection to my name being added to the list. 
J.IIB., Cpt. - I have, &c., 

NICHOLAS LOOKYER, 
Gunner, "Prince Alfred's Own" Battery. 

Forwarded for the Commandant's decision. 
Memo.—I have already more than once explained to Gunner Lockyer that I could not, consistently with my own 

Battery Order on the subject, forward his name, now that the date I had fixed in that order for receiving them has passed, and 
I feel surprised he should assign as a reason, for the indulgence he seeks, a fact which, in my opinion, is distinctly against his 
request, viz., non-attendance at drill.—J.B.B., Capt., No. 8, orP.A.O. Battery, V.A., 14/3/73. 

W.W., Major, V.A., 14/3/73. 
The Commandant thinks it desirable that as many men as possible should attend the Encampment. It was necessary 

that an approximate idea of the number who would be likely to attend should be given; hence the Brigade Order requesting 
names to be forwarded by a certain date, but it never was intended to prevent any person from attending simply because his 
name was not submitted in time. It is the duty of Officers Commanding Batteries to endeavour to secure as large a muster 
as possible at the Encampment.—By order, C. Ln,vv, Capt., Adjt., V.A., B.C., 22/3/73.* 

* 1. Why was not memo. of Captain Bamford, 14/3/73, referred to Major Shepherd, instead of having been submitted to 
the Commandant, as shown by memo, of Capt. Lett, 22/3/73 ?—J.S.R., Lt..Col. 

As a point of discipline is involved in this matter, I must request that Gunner Lockyer's letter may be laid before the 
Commandant (to whom it is addressed). The matter is important in its future bearings upon the discipline and subordination 
of my Corps; and I think the Commandant is the proper authority to decide on all cases referred to him.—J.B.B., Capt., 
No. 8 or P.A.O. Bat., V.A., 27/3/73. 

Forwarded to me again by mistake. Intended for the Commandant.—J.B.B., Capt., No. 8, 31/3/73. 
Forwarded.—W.W., Major, V.A., 31/3/73. 
Forwarded.—P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 31/3/73. 
The Adjutant has forwarded this to see again instead of to the Commandant. I beg of the Field Officer in charge of 

the Left Wing to take such measures as will ensure that this letter reaches its destination. The Commandant should have had it 
a fortnight ago by rigbts.—.J.B.B., Capt., No. 8 or P.A.O. Bat., V.A., 1/4/73. 

2. Why were the papers forwarded to Capt. Bamford instead of to the Comdt.? 

The memo. in question was written by Captain Lett after he had ascertained my orders on the subject.—J.S.R., Lt..Col., 
Comdt., B.C., 2/4/73. 

In the particular instance of Gunner Lockyer—will the Commandant please inform me whether he will support my 
authority and the integrity of my Battery Order, or whether that individual's wishes are to supersede them—this being the 
point at issue between him and myself? I had already done my best to ensure a large attendance of No. 8 Battery, previous to 
Capt. Leti's memo., and I expect it will be well represented.—J.B.B., Capt., No. 8, 4/4/73. 
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W.W., Major, Left, Wing, V.A., 5/4/73. 
Forwarded to the Commandant—By order, C. LRTT, Capt., Adj., V.A., B.C., 7/4/73. 
Requested that Major Shepherd will be good enough to call upon the Adjutant (Captain Lett) to give the explanation, 

in writing, required by memos. 1 and 2, as within.—J'.S.R, Lt.-Col., Comdt., 7/8/73.—Urgent. Recd.-8/8/73. 
Captain Lett will give the explanation required with as little delay as possible.—P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 8/8/73. 

Memo.— 
I do myself the honor to state, for the information of the Commandant, and in reply to his queries,— 

It has been the practice, until very recently, for me to open and reply, as by order, to communications addressed to the I No such pructice 
Major Commanding V.A. has 

t.  kuosv1ed'ge,eIsted. 

I considered, however, that Captain Bamford's memo of 14/3/73, on Mr. Lockyer's letter of 13th March, involred a On one occasion 
question of more than ordinary importance, and I therefore thought it best to leave it to be dealt with by the Major Commanding.t nuthoeizedyerbally 

On. the 22nd March, finding that Major Shepherd had not been at the office for some days, I concluded that he was out ruireortir. at- 

of town, and, as the matter was then very urgent, I took the papers to the Commandant, who, being busy preparing for the to,a Y 
Encampment, desired me to write the memo, of that date, which bears my signature. In doing this I acted to the best of my + This is clearly 
judgment in the absence of Major Shepherd, as Captain Bamford desired not that officer's " decision" but the Uommandant'si, 

2. When my memo, was returned to this office on 27th March; I imagined that Captain Bamford had omitted to notice urnler any circum- 
that I had italicised the word "Commandant" (which I had done to show that the reply was not my own), and I therefore t Had Capt. Lett 

referred to the V.A. sent it back to him. It was again transmitted to this office on 31st March, and it appears that Major Shepherd wrote on it the 
word "forwarded." Book he ,vould'have 

By some mistake in the hurry of business I enclosed it to Captain Bamford instead of the Commandant, and the former 
again sent it back with the memo. of 1/4/73. tn,. nd11Mach; it 

I then saw that Captain Bamford was determined to ignore the memo, which I had written by order,§ and I again took ç,oeeto irn'ie ago now 
e to 

the papers to the Commandant, who made a memo, stating that I had acted by his directions, encco,. O 

questi n was not 
CRAS, A. W. LETT, Capt., Adjt., V.A., writteon 11  by order." 

8 August, 1873. 

I exceedingly regret that any difficulty has arisen with Captain Lett, but from his desire some time since to retire from 
the position of Adjutant, on the ground that he had not sufficient time to discharge his duties satisfactorily, no better result 
could be looked for, as pointed out in my correspondence with the Commandant at the time, urging the acceptance of Captain 
Lett's resignation. I have already called the attention of the Commandant to his interference with members of the Force 
under my command, by giving them private audiences on official subjects, and receiving communications from them direct, as 
in the present instance. This no doubt has tended to engender a system of irregularity, out of which the present difficulty has 
arisen, and it is to be hoped will be the cause of putting these matters on a proper basis in future. Had my recommendations 
to the Commandant, generally met with due attention, the present contingency could never have arisen. I beg to refer to the 
marginal notes opposite Captain Lett's memo,—P,L.C,S., Major, Comg. V.A., 8/8/73. 

True copies.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

His Excellency the Governor to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Government House, 
Sydney, 4 September, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have received your letter (73/448) of the 8th ultimo, forwarding the proceedings of two Courts of Inquiry, and 

other papers, in connection with the case of Captain Bamford and Gunner Lockyer, of No. 8 Battery of Volunteer Artillery. 
It appears to me that Captain Bamford has throughout the proceedings in this case shown a want of judgment and 

justice in dealing with his subordinate, and an absence of loyal submission to superior authority, which prove him unfit to be 
entrusted with command. 

1 hare laid all the papers in this case before the Executive Council, who concur in this view, and have advised me that 
Captain Bamford's services, as Commanding Officer of No. 8 Battery, should be dispensed with. 

I have accordingly to request that you will take the necessary steps for giving effect to this decision. 

I have, &c., 
HERCULES ROBINSON. 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

(No. 132.) Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 6 September, 1873. 

BRIGADE ORDER. 

His Excellency the Governor, with the advice of the Executive Council, is pleased to dispense with the further services of 
Captain James Bromley Bamford, officer commanding No. S or "Prince Alfred's Own" Battery, Volunteer Artillery 
Brigade. 

By Command, 

W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 
True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. , Major of Brigade. 

Captain Bamford to Major Shepherd. 

- 32, Franeis.street, Enmore, 
10 August, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to solicit your attention to the following facts 
I dismissed Gunner Nicholas Lockyer from my Battery for, disobedience of orders. 

His Excellency, on Mr. Lockyer's appeal, granted him a Court of Inquiry, with a view to his reinstatement. 

Captain and V. A. Adjutant Lett, on the 25th April, 1873, put in orders for this Court, Captain Cooper as 
President, Members: Lieutenants Masters and Bradley. The last-named officer belonging to No. 9 Battery, 
being presumably biased against me by reason of my asserted claim to precedence of rank for the officers of my 
Battery over those of his, was selected by Captain Lett out of his turn, Lieutenant Talbot whose tour of Court of 
Inquiry duty it properly was by the roster, being passed, over. This irregularity you were good enough to 
remedy. 

When Lieutenant Bradley's name was expunged for that of the proper officer, Captain Lett communicated the cir- 
cumstance to the Commandant, and the Court now properly constituted was countermanded by his directions, on 
the 2nd May, 1873. Captain Lett was my informant on this subject. 
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A fresh Court was then ordered (May 14th, 1873), Major Clarke to be President, in whose stead Captain Lett 
substituted Major Wilson, an officer between whom and my Battery there had then recently been unpleasant 
relations,—a fact likely to have affected me personally had you not caused your original order to be acted upon 
by erasing the name of Major Wilson, and having that of Major Clarke inserted in its stead. 
Captain F. Wells, of No. 9 Battery, to which Lieutenant Bradley belongs, and liable to entertain prejudice against 
me for the, same cause as that officer (which is stated in para. 3), was put in orders by Captain Lett, to sit on the 
same Court, out of his tern, the officer (Captain Fahey) whose proper tour of Court of Inquiry duty it was, 
according to the roster, having been passed over. I brought this irregularity also to your notice in sufficient 
time for it to be remedied, which you accordingly caused to be done, 
Captain Lett's sworn testimony, given before this Court, was not the truth,—a fact made known to you in my 
letter dated 23rd May, 1873, forwarded to the Commandant the day following, and by him replied to on the 
26th of the same month. 
I have reason to surmise that this letter was never brought under His Excellency's notice, although so important 
a document in the case. If it be so, His Excellency reinstated Mr. Lockyer, and thereby stigmatized my conduct 
as an officer, under an erroneous belief that "the truth, and the whole truth," was before him, when he was 
actually possessed neither bf the one nor of the other. 
I place these facts before you without comment. Should you uphold Captain Letts' action towards me I submit; 
if otherwise, the matter is in your hands, and, as my commanding officer, I look to you for justice. 

- I have, &c., 
J. B. BAMFORD, Captain, 

Commanding No. 8, or P.A.O. Battery, V.A. 

Injustice to all parties, and, as it appears to me, the only course open, I beg to recommend, in conformity with the 
18th Article of War, than which I can find no better guide, that a Court be convened to deal with these charges.—P.L.C.S., 
Major, Comdg. V.A., 13/8/73. 

The Major Commanding V.A.B.,—The 18th Article of War is only applicable, as therein specified, to persons subject to 
the Mutiny Act. Volunteer officers, not being so subject, I prefer for the present to confine myself to hearing and judging of 
both sides of the question, after which I may, in the event of considering it necessary to cause the conduct of either Captain 
Bamford or Captain Lett to be investigated, take the step recommended by Major Shepherd. As Major Shepherd's action has 
been referred to, I have to request he will inform me of the circumstances connected with this case, which came under his 
personal knowledge and direction. Major Shepherd should not have permitted Captain Bamford's highly improper statements, 
prejudicial to the honorable action of Major Wilson, Captain Wells, and Lieutenant Bradley, of the Vol. Art. Brigade, to have 
passed unnoticed: and I should be failing in my duty were I not to point this out, as also emphatically to condemn the 
expression of sentiments such as those of Captain Bamford's, feeling also convinced that those officers would have acted 
impartially, and in accordance with the declaration of honor which would have been required of them when sitting - as a 
Court.—J.S.R., Lt.-Col., Commdt., B.C., 15/8/73. 

I made my memo, on the assumption that the expressions of Captain Bamford represented not his own sentiments as 
to Major Wilson, Captain Wells, and Lieutenant Bradley, but as the probable cause why Captain Lett departed from the 
order of the roster, and selected those officers for the Court. The Commandant appears to have arrived at a different conclu-
sion. Will the Commandant therefore kindly consent to withdraw his censure (15/8/73) until it has been ascertained, by 
reference to Captain Bamford (which I have made), what his meaning actually was P I am quite aware that Volunteers are not 
under the Mutiny Act, and merely quoted the Article of War in deference to what I have always understood to be the Com-
mandant's views (in which I heartily concur) that Volunteers should be worked on a parallel with the Regular Forces.—
P.L.C.S., Major, Comdg. V.A., 19/8/73. 

As the matter stands at present I cannot comply with Major Shepherd's suggestion. I, however, have no objection to 
Captain Bamford submitting any explanation he chooses.—J.S.R Lt.-Col., Comdt., B.C., 20/8/73. 

The explanation from Captain Bamford having been forwarded on the 20th instant, I simply return this without 
reference to that officer.—P.L.C.S., Major, Comdg. V.A., 25/8/73. 

Menio.—With reference to Captain Bamford's letter of 10th instant, I request that he will be good enough to inform me 
without delay on what grounds he assumes that Major Wilson, Capt. Wells, or Lieut. Bradley would have failed to discharge 
their duties impartially had they sat on a Court convened to investigate matters in which he was a party concerned P—P.L.C.S., 
Major, Comdg. V.A., 18/8/73. 

In reply to the above, I hasten to disclaim the slighest intention to reflect disparagingly on Major Wilson, Capt. Wells, 
or Lient. Bradley, believing in all good faith that they are strictly honorable gentlemen. .My letter of 10th instant was 
intended to convey that Capt. Lett (in my opinion) must have been actuated by the sentiments which you appear (I grieve to 
think) to have attributed to me in reference to those officers when he appointed them to sit on the Court out of their tour of 
duty,—choice having been made in each case of the only officers of the whole Artillery Force who could by possibility be 
imagined to entertain a prejudice against me. Three such instances consecutively could scarcely have occurred accidentally; 
there must certainly have been "intention," and when I subsequently find Capt. Lett giving evidence prejudically affecting 
me, which evidence is contradicted by facts, I feel justified in believing that intention to have been "my injury," in which 
case it is consistent to suppose that the officers in question were selected as being in Capt. Lett's idea, not mine, more likely 
than others to effect it.—J.B.B., Comdg. No. 8 or P.A.O. Batty., V.A., 19/8/73. " Urgent—sent direct." 

Forwarded for information of Commandant. My assumption proving to be correct, I again respectfully request that the 
Commandant will kindly consent to withdraw his censure.—P.L.C.S., Major, Comdg. V.A., 20/8/73. 

The Major Commanding V.A.B.,—I have again carefully perused Captain Bamford's remarks in letter of 10th instant, 
concerning Major Wilson, Captain Wells, and Lieut. Bradley, V.A.B., and must confess that I see nothing therein which 
would have warranted me in coming to any other conclusion than that contained in my memo. 15/8/73. Further, I consider 
that officer's explanation eminently unsatisfactory; therefore, under these circumstances, I am unable to withdraw any portion 
of my remarks. Major Shepherd will be pleased to furnish me with a report of his action with reference to the detail of 
officers for the Court, alluded to in Captain Bamford's letter of 10th instant.—J.S.R., Lt.-Col., Comdt., B.C., 26/8/73. 

My action consisted in correcting according to roster the details of officers for the Court in question previously made by 
Captain and Adjutant Lett, as described in Captain Bamford's letter, 10th August, 1873.--P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 28/8/73. 

Memo—Major Shepherd's report, as conveyed in "memo.," 28/8/73, concerning his action with reference to the detail 
of officers for the Court of Inquiry, alluded to in Captain Bamford's letter of the 10th instant, not affording the requisite 
information, I have to attach copy of the letter in question, and copy of Major Shepherd's memo., and to request Major 
Shepherd's reply in accordance with the following, viz. 

With reference to paragraph 3, containing statements affecting the roster of officers of the Volunteer Artillery Brigade,- 
Major Shepherd to state whether Lieutenant Bradley was put in orders out of his turn in place of Lieutenant 
Talbot? 
Whether Major Shepherd by order to Captain Lett directed the alteration stated to have been subsequently made; 
that is, directed Lieutenant Bradley's name to be struck out and Lieutenant Talbot's inserted in the detail P If 
so, how this order was conveyed to Captain Lett P 

With reference to paragraph 5,- 
Major Shepherd to state whether he ordered Major Clarke to be detailed as President of the Court of Inquiry 
referred to P 
If so, how was the order conveyed to Captain Lett? 
Is the statement correct that Major Wilson's name was substituted for that of Major Clarke by Captain Lett? 
Did Major Shepherd subsequently order the original detail of Major Clarke, as President, to be carried out? 
If so, to whom, and in what manner was the order conveyed P 

With 
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With reference to paragraph 6,- 
Was Captain Wells put in orders out of his turn in place of Captain Fahey? 
If so, what orders were given by Major Shepherd, and to whom and in what manner conveyed to remedy the 
alleged irregularity? 

J.S.B., Lt.-Col., Corn., 29/8/73. 
True copies.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captain, Major of Brigade. 

Letter from Major Shepherd to Commandant, dated 29th August, 1873, withdrawn. See letter from His Excellency 
the Governor of the 21st November, 1873, and Major Shepherd's of the 27th of the same month.—J.S.R., Lt.-Ool., Corn. 

Captain Christie to Major Shepherd. 
Brigade Office, 

(73/481.) Sydney, 1 September, 1873. 
Sir, 

1. I am directed by the Commandant to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 29th August last, and to state 
in reference thereto that the matters connected with the roster of the Volunteer Artillery being as yet uninvestigated he is 
unable to entertain any such application as you have submitted for his consideration. 

2. With regard to the last paragraph of your letter, I am directed to call your attention to the irregularity of any 
direct application to Mr. Parkes; the proper course to be adopted would be for you to submit any such application through the 
Commandant. 

The Commandant.  observes that his memorandum of the 29th August last, directing a reply to certain questions, 
has not yet been complied with. 

I hay,, &c., 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 

Major of Brigade. 
Trut copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

Major Shepherd to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
(146.) Volunteer Artillery Office, 

Sydney, 2 September, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have the honor, with deference, to remind you that my letter (29th ultimo) is substantially a suggestion that our 
repeated differences should be referred for settlement to the Premier. 

The Volunteer Artillery roster matter is an entirely different thing connected with Captain Bamforci's charges against 
Captain Lett, these two different subjects being (in the first paragraph of your letter (73/481) now before me) complicated 
with each other in a manner which can scarcely, I think, fail to produce confusion and misunderstanding as to the object of my 
letter of 29th ultimo, more particularly as the roster matter is apparently assigned as a reason on your part for objecting to 
entertain my application to Mr. Parkes, I cannot possibly conceive any connection between the two things. 

The third paragraph of your letter 73/481 relates altogether to the matter between Captains Lett and Bamford, as your 
memo., 29th August, proves, whilst the second paragraph of your letter regards my suggestion (29th August), affecting only 
Mr. Parkes, you, and myself. 

I feel myself incompetent to grapple with the combination of distinctly different subjects presented in your letter 73/481, 
as it stands at present, and very respectfully request that you will be pleased to direct the withdrawal of it with a view to the 
treatment of each subject in a separate communication. 

I am very desirous that my suggestion (29th ultimo), touching as it does the Premier of the Colony, should not be con 
fused with irrelevant matter; and as my request made in the previous paragraph is in accordance with Volunteer Regulation, 
section 80 (a), "that not more than one subject be treated in one letter," I confidently anticipate that you will be kind enough 
to grant it. 

I have, &c., 
P. L. C. SHEPHERD, Major, 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captain, Major of Brigade. Commanding Volunteer Artillery. 

Captain Christie to Major Shepherd. 
(73/485.) Brigade Office, Sydney, 

3 September, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2nd instant, referring to my letter of the 1st instant. 
2. I am directed'by the Commandant to request for the third time that an answer may be at once sent to the queries 

addressed to you in memo. of the 29th of August last. 
I have, &c., 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captain, 

Major of Brigade.. 

I return my respectful acknowledgments for the Commandant's kind compliance with my request of 2nd instant, that the 
present subject should be treated thus, as a separate communication. I cannot, at once, as he requests, reply to his memo. (29th 
ultimo), as it involves so many minor details to which I regret not to have leisure to attend immediately, and it did not come 
into my hands before the 2nd instant. My memo., however (28/8/73), informed him a week ago of the only essential fact, viz., 
that Captain Lctt's action and my own are correctly described in Captain Bamford's letter of 10th ultimo.—P.L.C.S., Major, 
Commanding Volunteer Artillery, 5/9/73. 

True copies.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captain, Major of Brigade. 

Major Shepherd to Lieut..Colonel.Richardson. 
(No. 154.) Volunteer Artillery Office, 

Sydney, 9 September, 1873. 
Sir, 

In reply to your memo., 29/8/73, I have the honor to state that the corrections referred to were made under my 
directions; but in minor details, such as these, no record is kept; therefore, to particularize the manner in which each correction 
was made is impossible. 

I am, however, quite clear as to the facts. The present roster was prepared for the special purpose of providing for a 
correct and regular rotation of duty for each officer, and my directions to Captain Lett were that this rotation should be 
strictly carried out. 

I greatly regret that in consequence of the mail leaving on Saturday last, and other important private business, I have 
been unable at an earlier date to send this reply. 

I have, &c., 
P. L. C. SHEPHERD, Major, 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. Oommdg. V.A.  

Lieut. - 
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Lieut.-Colonel Richardson to His Excellency the Governor. 
Brigade Office, 

Sydney, 11 September, 1873. 
Your Excellency, 

I have the honor to bring to your notice the enclosed copies of documents connected with statements made by- 
Captain 

y
Captain Bamford, late of the Volunteer Artillery, having refernce to the detail of officers for the Court of Inquiry ordered 
to investigate his case. 

Your Excellency will see that Captain Bamford admits that the detail of the officers on the occasions he alludes to 
was altered, eventually, in the manner he desired. There is therefore no suspicion that an injustice has been done to Captain 
Bamford. 

Captain Bamford's original letter may, in a general way, be held to contain two statements- 
1st. That the roster of the Volunteer Artillery Brigade had been manipulated. 
2nd. To the fact that certain officers of the Brigade were likely to be influenced against him in the performance of 
their duties as members of Courts of Inquiry. 

Thinking it highly improper that Captain Bamford should assume, as far as I could see, on no grounds whatever, 
that any of the honorable men and officers he has named would be influenced by any unworthy motives in adjudicating on his 
case, I so expressed myself in several memoranda, in which I also stated that I considered Major Shepherd, the Officer Com-
manding Volunteer Artillery Brigade, should not have sent to me without comment a letter of such a character, impeaching 
the honor of officers of his Brigade. This was the action taken on what I have termed in para. 3, the second statement 
contained in Captain Bamford's letter. 

Statement 1, regarding the manipulation of the roster, being of course a very serious one, I felt it my duty on the 
29th August last, to call upon Major Shepherd to render me a specific statement regarding each case of manipulation asserted 
by Captain Bamford to, have taken place. Without some such specific statement, I felt myself unable to take action, and 
Major Shepherd, the Officer Commanding Volunteer Artillery Brigade, having in a general way endorsed Captain Bamford's 
statements was bound to put his charges against his Adjutant—Captain Lett—into some specific shape, not only as an act of 
justice to that officer, but in the performance of his duty as a Commanding Officer, such a course being indicated by the 
customs of the service and Her Majesty's Regulations. The asserted irregularities in the roster of the Volunteer Artillery 
should have been a matter of minute investigation by the Commanding Officer of that Corps, and Major Shepherd should long 
ago, and prior to my queries being addressed to him, have made me a report on the subjects, being, as he states he was, 
cognizant of them. 

As I have before stated, on the 29th August I called on Major Shepherd for a detailed report; not receiving one, I 
again called for a report on the 1st September ; again on the 3rd September. On the 10th September I received a letter from 
Major Shepherd, in which he gives no reply to the specific queries I addressed to him on the 29th August, but reiterates his-
.general statement. 

For the purposes of justice and for purposes of discipline, it is necessary I should have some such report, but the 
officer whose duty it is to furnish me with one, on whom I have repeatedly called, will not do so. Tinder these circumstances. 
I have to address your Excellency, with the view to your pointing out to me what steps I am to adopt. If Commanding 
Officers decline to reply to queries I address to them, it becomes almost impossible for me to carry on the Military business. 

Your Excellency will note in Major Shepherd's letter of the 29th August last, a statement as to there existing between 
him and myself, "constant and animated differences of opinion." Into this statement I do not propose to enter, it being 
foreign to the matter I am now laying before you, but I may state that it will be the subject of, further reference to your 
Excellency. 

Your Excellency will further note (in the same letter of the 29th August last) Major Shepherd's statement as to his. 
reference to Mr. Parkes. Your Excellency is aware that the rules of the Service prescribe that when an inferior officer sends a 
letter out of the usual channel, he is bound to lay a copy before the superior officer, through whom it would go in the usual 
course. Major Shepherd has sent me no, such copy, neither did he even request me to forward any letter to the Governmentr  
which I would most willingly have done, through your Excellency, had I been called upon to do so. 

I have not entered more fully into the matters referred to in the two preceding paragraphs, as they will be the 
subject of other communications. Any reference to the subjects of those two paragraphs is simply made as explanatory of the 
papers enclosed. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lt.-Col., 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. Commandant. 

His Excellency the Governor to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Government House, 
Sydney, 18 September, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, 11th instant, forwarding for my consideration copies of corres-

pondence arising out of the complaint advanced by Captain Bamford against certain proceedings adopted by Captain and 
Adjutant Lett in connection with the inquiry recently instituted into the case of Gunner Lockyer. / 

The charges against Captain Lett in Captain Bamford's letter of the 10th August are clear and specific. He asserts 
that Captain Lett selected two officers out of their turn to serve upon Courts of Inquiry, passing over in each case those who 
should have been named in accordance with the roster, and further, that Captain Lett substituted Major Wilson's name as 
President of the Court ordered on 14th May, 1873, for that of Major Clarke, who had been detailed for that duty by the 
Officer Commanding Volunteer Artillery. 

Major Shepherd, the officer Commanding Volunteer Artillery, has endorsed Captain Bamford's charges against Captain 
and Adjutant Lett. It appears to me, therefore, that Major Shepherd should be directed to adopt the course which he might 
with propriety have followed in the first instance, namely, to place Captain Bamford's letter of the 10th August before his 
Adjutant, Captain Lett, for any explanation he may desire to offer to the charges which are therein advanced against him. 

As regards the second point referred to by you in connection with Captain Bamford's original letter, it does not appear 
to me to be necessary, under existing circumstances, to pursue that branch of the subject further. It is true that the disclaimer 
contained in Captain Bamford's memo, of the 19th August is apparently inconsistent with his conduct, in objecting to the 
original constitution of the Courts of Inquiry, as well as with the terms made use of by him in his letter of the 10th August, 
but I apprehend that if Captain Bamford thought that certain officers were prejudiced against him he was entitled to object to,  
their sitting in judgment upon him, more especially if they were, as he maintains, selected for that duty out of their turn. 

I have, &c., 
HERCULES ROBINSON. 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade.. 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 19 September, 1873. 

MEIIO. 
A certified copy of the letter written on the 10th August last, by Captain Bamford, late of the Volunteer Artillery 

Brigade, is forwarded herewith. The officer commanding the Volunteer Artillery Brigade will be good enough to hand this 
copy over to Captain and Adjutant Lett, and at the same time call upon that officer to make an explanatory statement regarding 
the matters affecting him. On receipt thereof, the officer commanding the Volunteer Artillery Brigade will forward the same 
for the information of the Commandant. - 

By Command, 
CHRISTIE, Capt., 

Major of Brigade. 
True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

(73/501.) 

Captain 
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Captain and Adjutant Lett to Major Shepherd. 

Sydney, 27 September, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of certified copy of a letter dated 10th August last, addressed to you by 
Captain Bamford, late of No. 8 Battery, V. A. Brigade, containing certain allegations against me, to which I will reply as 
briefly as possible for the information of the Commandant. 

1. Captain Bamford charges me with having, on 25th April last, in detailing a Court of Inquiry, "selected" Lieutenant 
Bradley as a member of the Court out of his turn, because that officer was "presumably biased "against him, and that I "passed 
over" Lieutenant Talbot, whose tour of duty it was. 

As to one of these two charges, I admit that I did pass over Lieutenant Talbot, but as to the other, I deny that I 
"selected" Lieutenant Bradley for any such purpose as that suggested by the charge. Having passed over Lieutenant Talbot, 
the next officer for duty was Lieutenant Bradley. The passing over "of Lieutenant Talbot" was a blunder on my part, which 
was pointed out at the time by you, and ws immediately rectified before any action had been taken on the Brigade Order. 

I can only now (as I believe Fdid before) express my regret for the omission of Mr. Talbot's name, and I most solemnly 
declare that the idea of purposely passing him over for the sake of "selecting" any officer with a "bias" against Captain 
Bamford, never entered my brain. 

2. It is asserted that as soon as Lieutenant Bradley's name had been expunged and that of Lieutenant Talbot had been 
substituted, I "communicated the circumstance" to the Commandant, and the Court now properly constituted was then coun- 
termanded. 

This charge can bear but one construction, viz. :—That having failed in paelcissg a Court to the detriment of Captain 
Bamford, I induced the Commandant to order the Court to be countermanded, thereby implying collusion on the part of the 
Commandant with me ma grossly improper act. 

In answer to this, I will state the circumstances connected with my interview with the Commandant. Late in the day 1 Thi, is substantially correct, 
on which the Court had been ordered to assemble, Captain Cooper, the President, found that it would be impossible for him except that to the best of my 

to attend. He accordingly requested Captain Beverley to take his place.' I saw Captain Beverley at the Brigade Office about Beverley to take my place on 
half-past 3 o'clock in the afternoon, and I told him that as I doubted the legality of his acting as Captain Cooper's deputy, ferred to, urgent private busi-
and solely at his request, without the authority of a Brigade Order, I would consult the Acting Major of Brigade on the subject.2 
I did so, and Captain Baynes referred me to the Commandant, who agreed with my view of the matter, and recommended that 

W GB C 
the assembly of the Court should be postponed.3 14-10-73. 

Correct- the assembly of the Court should be postponed.3 14-10-73. - 
I then mentioned (without giving names) to the Commandant that a captain and two subalterns had been detailed to 

b 
hold the inquiry, whereupon Colonel Richardson said that as the conduct of a captain was in question, it was proper that the this matter, and believe Capt. 
Court should be composed of officers of at least equal rank ' L t 3t5tmst is  

' ° 

A memo. was accordingly forwarded to you, and by your direction I issued Brigade Orders countermanding the Court, 
and appointing a new one.5 

, 4Correct.-.-3.5.R., Lt.-Col., 

3. I am charged with having in the detail of the new Court so ordered substituted the name of Major Wilson for that of 
Major Clarke, "because the former had recently had some unpleasant relations with Captain Bamford's Battery." follows: "Order new detail; 

It is now almost impossible to remember every trivial circumstance connected with the disagreeable business, but Ima Crer, 

think I am correct in stating that Major Clarke was first named as President. That officer met me shortly afterwards, and siy reaoon 
aca'

fr aamitsg Major 

objected to being called upon to act, as it ws not his tour of duty.6 I returned to the office, and referring to the roster found 
that it was Major Wilson's turn. I accordingly substituted his name, as was proper. When the order was sent to Major soohLn dsvith thester. 
Wilson he spoke to you, and expressed a wish to be relieved from the duty of presiding at the Inquiry,7 and I presume his 
reasons were satisfactory, as you directed me to restore Major Clarke's name to the order.8 

00 
I do not know where Captain Bamford obtained his information about this matter, for I believe the order in which think), on which oceusion'he 

Major Clarke's name first appeared was never circulated. mformed me about my name 

It is also stated that I selected Captain Wells out of his turn,"passing over Captain Fahey, because Captain Wells hd 1 p l0U Y he 11 ast 
was prejudiced against Captain Bamford. Court )hat on charges against 

The fact is I did not "pass over" Captain Fahey. I entered his name in the Brigade Order appointing the Court; and ford's Batter),Ithught that 
just after I had done so I met him and informed him that he had been detailed He objected very strongly, and said he would it wasc daiy lm 1y p 
protest against being appointed; and, as he informed me, he afterwards saw the Commandant, and repeated his objection. He tested; nothing more..—M. A. 
again saw me, and at his urgent request I made out a new order, inserting the name of the officer ext on the list, who Cr-.,r Ma)oe, 3-10-73. 

'n  

happened to be Captain Wells.9 7 CaPt..Lett's statement is 

Captain Bamford evidently makes use of this circumstance solely for the purpose of doing me an injury; and as evidence - 

of how little he desired to have Captain Fahey on the Court, I am permitted by Captain Cooper to state that when the Court, 
Major expressed of which he was President, was appointed, Captain Bamford called upon him—knowing that his health was precarious, and wish to have n O  

that it was possible he might not be able to attend—and begged as a personal favour that he would allow nothing to interferefirst  
with the matter 

r 'e s 
with his attendance; because if he could not preside it would fail to Captain Fahey's turn, and he (Captain Bamford) had a to restore lajo

rtral 
r darice's 

name was iven without any great objection to him.'° farther obfeetiosa on the 
4. Captain Bamford's assertion with regard to my sworn testimony is malicious and untrue. par"  Major the substituti.Mfllj:~d 

Wilson's name was without 

To sum up my reply to these charges— refseome,--P.L,C.S. 

The omission of Mr. Talbot's name was a blunder, and was rectified the moment attention was drawn to it. 5 Capt Lett'ostm atrentis 

I did not select Lieutenant Bradley because he was "biased" against Captain Bamford. I did not know, as a matter Sonar, 

of fact, that Captain Bamford and he were not "bosom friends." 
is This statementis quits 

4. Major Wilson was nominated President of the Court of Inquiry because it was his t ur n for that duty, not because or.—J,co. C., Capt., 
he has had any unpleasantness with Captain Bamford's Battery. 

5. Captain Wells was appointed in place of Captain Fahey because the latter strongly objected to being a member of 
the Court. 

6. The evidence given by me to the Court was true in substance, and whether it were true or not it could not affect 
the inquiry. 

I think I have in the foregoing statement shown clearly that I was not guilty of any wilful malfeasance in connection 
with the detailing of the Court. 

As to the appointment of Captain Wells in place of Captain Fahey, I respectfully submit that, as in the CivilCourt, it 
is usual to allow any juryman to "stand aside," who states that he has a prejudice in a case, so I was, by analogy, perfectly 
justified in leaving out Captain Fahey at his own urgent request. 

If it was correct in principle to substitute the name of Major Clarke for that of Major Wilson, at the desire of the latter, 
where was the wrong in appointing Captain Wells instead of an officer who objected to act? 

However, as of the last Court appointed, neither Major Wilson nor Captain Wells were members, and as Major Clarke, 
and Captains Cooper and Fahey were the officers who adjudicated on the matter at issue, I fail to see why an attempt has been 
made, after the conclusion of the sitting of the Court, to attribute base motives to me, and indirectly to insinuate malice and 
"bias," against Captain Bamford, on the part of other officers of the Volunteer Artillery Brigade. 

I may fairly ask now, in what way has Captain Bamford been injured by my action? If he could have been injured, 
the charge is, I think, too serious as against the other officers of the Force to be passed over by them without some expression 
of opinion on their part. 

As the whole tenor of Captain Bamford's communication tends to convey the impression that I was wilfully acting 
wrongfully in my official capacity for the purpose of doing him an injury, it may not be out of place to ask you to state 
whether I have not always expressed the most kindly feelings towards him, and more, that I have acted in the same spirit. 

I have, Sic., 
CHAS. A. W. LETT, Capt., 

Adjutant, V.A. 

331—D Forwarded 
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Forwarded for information of Commandant.—P.L.C.S., Major, Commdg. V.A., 29/9/73. 
Returned to the Officer Commanding V.A.B. for the purpose of having Captain Lett's statement verified or otherwise 

by the officers whose names appear in the margin. The various matters on which information is desired are bracketed, and it 
is requested that the officers may note their remarks in margin of Captain Lett's communication, and immediately following 
their respective names. I have also to request that Major Shepherd will append any remarks he may see fit, after perusal of 
Captain Lett's explanation, in order that the whole case may be in a position to be decided.—J.S.R., Lt.-Col., Comdt., 1/10173 

The undermentioned officers will be good enough to make their remarki in conformity with the Commandant's 
memo. 

Major Wilson. 
Major Clarke. 
Captain Cooper. 

Beverley. 

P.L.C.S., Major, Comdg. V.A., 3/10/73. 
True copy—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

Captain Lett having asked me to state "whether he has not always expressed the most kindly feelings towards Captain 
Bamford," I have no hesitation in stating that up to the time of Captain Bamford's drawing attention to the irregularities in 
connection with the detail of the Court in which he was interested, Captain Lett had frequently, in private conversations with 
me, expressed himself as entertaining most kindly feelings towards him; but at this juncture Captain Lett expressed himself 
to the following effect :-" That Bamford had made a mistake in interfering with him; that no man had ever bested him yet; 
and he would find that he (Bamford) would not do so." Captain Lett also led me to understand that the reason he had passed 
over Captain Fahey was that he did not consider him competent to act on the Court. 

The foregoing expressions having been used in a non-official manner, I should have preferred not referring in any way to 
them, but Captain Lett having asked me to make a statement in reference to some of them, I consider I should have been 
wanting in my duty had I stopped short. 

I may also mention that I have applied to Captain Bamford to state particulars as to how he obtained the information 
referred to in page 5 of Captain Lett's letter, and will, on receipt, forward his reply.—P.L.C.S., Major, Comdg. V.A., 20/10/73. 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

Memo—Will Captain Bamford be good enough to state particulars as to how he became aware of the substitution of 
Major Wilson for Major Clarke as President of a Court ordered (May 14th, 1873), as set forth in paragraph 5 of his letter, 
dated 10th August last P—P. L. C. SHEPHERD, Major, Commdg. Vol. Art., 17/10/73. 

By the order book.—J.B.B., 24/10/73. 
Forwarded for information of Commandant.—P.L.C.S., Major, Commdg. V.A., 24/10/73. 

True copies.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

Lieut.-Colonel Richardson to His Excellency the Governor. 

(73..615.) Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 12 November, 1873. 

Your Excellency, 
In accordance with your instructions with reference to the charges made against Captain and Adjutant Lett, 

Volunteer Artillery Brigade, by Mr. Bamford, late a captain in that Brigade, which charges are indorsed by Major Shepherd, 
his commanding officer, I have the honor -to forward herewith Captain Lett's explanation with memos, thereon by other 
officers. A copy of Mr. Bamford's letter is now in the hands of your Excellency, having been forwarded by me on the 11th 
September last with other correspondence. 

Mr. Bamford's first statement is that Lieutenant Talbot was passed over when Captain and Adjutant Lett made the 
detail of a Court of Inquiry, and the name of Lieutenant Bradley substituted. It would appear Captain and Adjutant Lett 
did pass over Lieutenant Talbot (as he admits himself, though he states by error); Lieutenant Bradley appears to have been 
the next officer on the roster, and his being detailed would therefore seem to have been consequent on the passing over of 
Lieutenant Talbot. 

The next statement made by Mr. Bamford is, that the Court in question, when at last properly constituted, was 
countermanded by the Commandant (on communication with Captain and Adjutant Lett). The Court seems not to have been 
at that time properly constituted, subaltern officers having been placed on it to investigate matters bearing on the conduct of a 
captain, which is against Her Majesty's Regulations. The Court seems to have been countermanded by Major Shepherd's 
order, in consequence of a reference made by Captain and Adjutant Lett on a matter connected with the detail, first to the 
Acting Major of Brigade and then (by the latter's action in referring him) to the Commandant, who explained to Captain 
Lett the improper constitution of the Court, the detail of which was then altered by Major Shepherd. 

The next statement is that Major Wilson's name was substituted by Captain Lett for that of Major Clarke. Major 
Clarke appears to have been originally named by Major Shepherd, out of his turn, as President of the Court, and on its being 
represented to Captain and Adjutant Lett by Major Clarke that it was not his (Major Clarke's) tour of duty, Captain and 
Adjutant Lett detailed Major Wilson, who appears to have been the officer who should have been detailed in the first instance. 
Major Shepherd, however, subsequently directed Major Clarke to be placed in orders, which was done, and he acted as President 
of the Court. 

As to the substitution of Captain Wells for Captain Fahey on this second Court, of which Major Clarke was 
President, Captain Lett's explanatory statement, confirmed by a.memo, of Captain Fahey's, would show that the latter officer 
was in the first instance detailed by Captain and Adjutant Lett, but on Captain Fahey's making strong objections to acting on 
it, Captain Lett detailed the next officer on the roster, who was Captain Wells. 

Your Excellency will observe there have been irregularities in the ordering of the details of these Courts, the roster 
not having been adhered to in the msnner customary in the Regular Service, either by Major Shepherd or his Adjutant. 

It would appear that Major Shepher4 has no regular hours of attendance at his orderly-room, which may, to a 
certain extent, explain the want of harmonioui action between him and his adjutant (Captain Lett). 

S. In allusion to paragraphs 7 and 8 of Mr. Bamford's letter, I beg to enclose copies and extracts from correspondence 
which will again bring to your Excellency's notice the action I then took with reference to the letter mentioned in the above 
noted paragraphs. 

I cannot but think it a matter of regret, that Major Shepherd, indorsing as he does Mr. Bamford's veiy serious 
charges against Captain Lett, did not recognize it as his duty to at once cause inquiry to be made into the irregularities, of 
which it appears he was cognizant, instead of waiting for upwards of three months before he apparently took any action, and 
then only when a subordinate's letter compelled him to do so. - 

In conclusion, I have to inform your Excellency that on reconsideration I have decided merely to draw your 
attention to Major Shepherd's letters of the 29th August and 2nd September last (alluded to in concluding paragraphs of my 
letter of the 11th September last, No. 73,501), and respectfully to await any decision or instructions your Excellency may see 
fit to give. 

I have, &., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-Col., 

Commandant. 

[Enclosures.] 
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[Enclosures.] 

Letter from Captain Lett, 27/9/73. 
Major Shepherd's Minute, 29/9/73. 
Commandant's Minute, 1/10/73. 
Minute of Major Shepherd, 3/10/73. 
Do. do. 20/10/73. 

Memo, from Major Shepherd to Mr. Bamford, 
17/10/73. 

Reply, 24/10/73. 
Minute of Major Shejherd, 24/10/73. 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. 

Copy of Captain Bamford's letter (23/5/73), 
ing minutes thereon 
From Major Wilson, 23/5/73. 

Major Shepherd, 24/5/73. 
Commandant, 25/5/73. 
Major Shepherd, 26/5/73. 
Commandant, 31/5/73. 

Letter to Governor, 27/5/73 (No. 73/501.) 
Extract from Commandant's letter (par. 3.) 

with follow- 

8/8/73. 

Captain Bamford to Major Shepherd. 
32, Francis-street, 

- Enmore, 23 May, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have the honor, with reference to the Court of Inquiry upon Gunner N. Lockyer's dismissal from my Battery, to 
request a copy of the depositions, as I had not the privilege of hearing them (except only. Capt. Lett's statement that he 
forwarded me a certain memo, "as by order" direct), because you were out of town. 

I have reason to believe that Captain Lett is in error on this point, and should it at any time become material to me, I 
trust an opportunity will be afforded me of showing such to be the case. 

I make the above application with a view to ascertain whether there be any other errors in statements made before the 
Court. 

I have, &c., 
J. B. BAMFOIRD, Captain. 

Commanding No. 8, or P.A.O. Bat., V.A. 

Fowarded.—W. W., Major, Left Wing, V.A., 23/5/73. 

Forwarded for consideration of Commandant. I see no objection to this request being complied with, as it appears 
Captain Bamford was not present during the Inquiry.--P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 2415/73. 

It was Captain Bamford's business to have attended the Court if he desired to be in possession of the evidence adduced 
before it. To comply with this request would be to furnish an inconvenient precedent, and. is altogether unusual. The 
circumstances connected with Captain Bamford's action in dismissing Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 Battery would appear to 
call for further inquiry, which will afford the requisite information and opportunity of reply. If Captain Bamford requires 
the date of the memo, in question I will cause it to be given.—J.S.IR, Lieut.'Col., Corn., B.C., 25/5/73. 

Captain Bamford was in attendance at the Court of Inquiry, but not permitted to hear the evidence. I regret having 
worded my memo, of 24/5/73, so as to mislead the Commandant.—P.L.C.S., Major, Corn. V.A., 26/5/73. 

The Acting Major of Brigade will read the evidence in Captain Bamford's presence, when that officer can make any 
notes he pleases.—J.S.R., Lieut.-Col., Corn., 31/5/73. 

True copies.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captain, Major of Brigade. 

Lieut.-Colonel Richardson to His Excellency the Governor. 

(73.301.) Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 27 May, 1873. 

Your Excellency, 
I have the honor to submit for your consideration the accompanying proceedings of a Court of Inquiry, held to 

investigate the causes which led to the discharge of Gunner Lockyer from No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery Brigade, by 
Captain Bamford, by which it appears that in the opinion of the Court Gunner Lockyer was treated in a manner "not con-
sonant with equity or reason;" and I have therefore to recommend that your Excellency will be pleased to order the restora-
tioft of Mr. Lockyer's name as a Gunner to the roll of No. 8 Battery. 

Believing that Captain Bamford has been guilty of an inconsistent and tyrannical abuse of the powers vested in him by 
the Volunteer Act, I have suspended him from military duty, pending refernce to your Excellency; and I would recommend 
that you will be pleased to authorize a Court of Inquiry on his conduct, which will afford him an opportunity of reply. 

I have, dcc., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lieut.-Colonel, 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captain, Major of Brigade. Commandant. 

ExuRAcv from Colonel Richardson's letter to His Excellency the Governor, No. 73-448, dated 8th August, 1873. 
113. Your Excellency will be pleased to bear in mind, that some short time ago a Court of Inquiry was held to examine 

into the circumstances connected with Gunner Lockyer's discharge; but it appearing subsequently (from a communication of 
the 23rd May last, made by Captain Bamford, copy attached), that the Court had denied to Captain Bamford the privilege of 
producing rebutting evidence, and of making a reply to the statements which affected him, your Excellency was pleased to 
direct the assembly of a second Court of Inquiry, thus giving to Captain Bamford an opportunity of explaining and rebutting 
the facts which seemed to affect him." 

True extract.—W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captain, Major of Brigade. 

His 
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His Excellency the Governor to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Government House, 
Sydney, 21 November, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 12th instant, forwarding Captain Lett's reply to the charges 

advanced against him by Mr. Bamford, late a Captain in the Volunteer Artillery Brigade, in a letter dated the 10th August 
last. - 

I am of opinion that Captain Lett has satisfactorily refuted the imputation of malevolently exercising the authority of 
his office with a view to Captain Bamford's injury in a case which was under official investigation; and Mr. Bamford being 
now no longer in the service, any further proceedings in this matter appear to me to be unnecessary. 

But I cannot pass over in silence Major Shepherd's letter to you of the 29th August last, and which is attached to the 
papers in this case, which you have forwarded for my perusal. The tenor of the letter in question is so insubordinate and 
improper that I trust Major Shepherd will see the propriety of at once withdrawing it when he is informed of the view which 
I take of his communication. 

I have, &c., - 
HERCULES ROBINSON. 

True copy.—W. B. B. CHEIsrIE, Captain, Major of Brigade. 

Captain Christie to Major Shepherd. 

(73.633) Brigade Office, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 24 November, 1873. 

I have the honor, by direction of the Commandant, to forward for your information the accompanying copy of a 
letter from His Excellency the Governor, having reference to certain charges preferred against Captain Lett by Mr. Bamford, 
late a captain in the Brigade under your command; and with reference to the second paragraph to request you will be 
pleased to inform Captain Lett of His Excellency's decision. 

I have, &c., 
W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Capt., 

True copy.—W. B. B. CUTISTIE, Capt., Major of Brigade. Major of Brigade. 

Major Shepherd to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Volunteer Artillery Office, 
Sydney, 27 November, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, 73/633, 24th November, 1873, forwarding copy of letter 

from His Excellency, 21st November, 1873. 
I have duly informed Captain Lett as directed. 
My letter of 29th August last was penned in all good faith for the welfare of the Volunteer Artillery Force; but I 

withdraw it, as a matter of course, at His Excellency's desire. 
I have, &c., 

P. L. C. SHEPHERD, Major, 
True copy.—W. B. B. Cilaisrix, Capt., Major of Brigade. Commg., Vol. Art. 

Lieut.-Colonel Richardson to His Excellency the Governor. 

(73.642.) Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 28 November, 1873. 

Your Excellency, 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 21st initant, having reference to the charges 

preferred against Captain Lett by Mr. Bamford, late a Captain in the Volunteer Artillery Brigade; and with regard to the 

27 Nov. 1573 concluding paragraph thereof, to forward the accompanying communication from Major Shepherd, withdrawing his letter of 
the 29th August last. 

I have, &e., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, Lt.-Col., 

True copy.—W. B. B. Cnaisxrs, Capt., Major of -Brigade. Comdt. 

No. 2. 

MINUTE OP His EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR. 

MINUTE for the Executive Coundil.—The case of Capt. Bamford and Gunner Lockyer. 

THE facts of this case, divested of all irrelevant matter, appear to be simply as follows :— 

On the 23rd January, 1873, Colonel Richardson issued a Brigade Order, calling on the officers 
Commanding Volunteer Corps to furnih, with as little delay as possible, returns showing the names of 
the officers, non-commissioned officers, and men of each Corps who were willing to attend the Camp of 
Instruction proposed to be formed in the following Easter holidays, from the 10th to 14th April. 

On the 3rd February, Capt. Bamford, Commanding No. 8 Battery, V.A., issued a Battery Order 
calling on members of the Battery who intended going into Camp to give in their names to the Battery 
Sergeant-major on or before the 12th February. 

It appears that Gunner Lockyer sent in his namethrough Gunner M'Kellar; but the evidence is 
conflicting as to whether his name was given in on or after the 12th February. His name at all events 
was rejected, and the evidence is again conflicting as to whether this was in consequence of his not having 
given in his name personally on the 12th, or whether it was in consequence of his name not having been 
given in by M'Kellar until after that date. 

Shortly afterwards, Gunner Lockyer wrote to Captain Bamford asking that his name might be 
forwarded, but Capt. Bamford refused to receive it, stating that Gunner Lockyer's only resource was to 
apply to the Commandant. 

On the 12th March, after Major Wilson's parade on that day, Gunner Lockyer, as an act of 
courtesy, informed Capt. Bamford that he intended to appeal to the Commandant; Capt. Bamford replied 
that if he did so he would be attempting to overrule his authority. On 
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On the 13th March, Gunner Lockyer wrote to the Commandant, asking that his name might be added 
to the list of those who intended to attend the Encampment, sending his letter through Capt. Bamford, 
who endorsed on it a minute dated 14th March, giving as his reason for having refused to forward 
Lockyer's name that it had not been given in by the date fixed in the Battery Order. Capt. Bamford 
noted also on Lockyer's letter that he had been for some time an habitual absentee from drill. 

On .the 22nd March, after the Commandant's parade on that day, Capt. Bamford gave a general 
invitation to the whole Battery to attend the Camp, irrespective of the point as to whether their names 
had or had not been sent in in time. He made however an.exception in the case of Lockyer, who was told 
that having applied to the Commandant he must await that officer's decision on the subject. 

On the 22nd March, Mr. Lockyer's letter of the 13th to the Commandant, with Capt. Bamford's 
endorsement on it of the 14th, was returned to Capt. Bamford by Capt. Lett, the Adjutant of the Volun-
teer Artillery, with the following minute endorsed on it 

"The Commandant thinks that as many men as possible should attend the Encampment. It was necessary that 
an approximate idea of the number who would be likely to attend should be given; hence the Brigade Order requesting 
names to be forwarded by a certain date, but it was never intended to prevent any person from attending simply 
because his name was not submitted in time. It is the duty of officers Commanding Batteries to endeavour to secure 
as large a muster as possible at the Encampment.—By order, C. LETT, Capt., Adjt., V.A., 22/3/73." 

Notwithstanding this expression of .  the Commandant's opinion, endorsed on Gunner Lockyer's 
letter, Captain Bamford, on the 26th March, issued the following memo. 

" Memo. 26/3/73.—Gunner N. Lockyer is informed that the permission granted to members of the Battery 
generally to join the Encampment does not apply to him. As he has appled to the Commandant on the subject 
he must await that officer's reply, by which he must be guided.—J. B. BsiuvoxD,' Capt., Comg. No. 8 Battery, V.A." 

On the following day (the 27th March) Captain Bamford returned Mr. Lockyer's letter, with its 
endorsements, to Captain Lett, requesting that it might be laid before the Commandant, assuming that 
this had not been done, and that Captain Lett's minute of the 22nd was unauthorized. 

A week was then lost, during which the letter was being passed backwards and forwards between 
Captain Bamford, Majors Wilson and Shepherd, and Captain Lett, until, on the 2nd April, the authenticity 
of Captain Lett's minute of 22nd March, was established beyond dispute by Colonel Richardson endorsing 
on the letter in his own handwriting 

"The memo, in question was written by Captain Lett after he had ascertained my views on the subject.—J.S.R., 
Lt.-Col., 2/4/73." 

Captain Bamford then put forward a new objection, that the Commandant's views, embodied in 
Captain Lett's minute of the 22nd March, and endorsed upon Gunner Lockyer's letter, did not decide 
Gunner Lockyer's case, and on this plea he again on the 4th March returned Gunner Lockyer's letter 
with its various endorsements to the Commandant with the following minute written on it 

"In this particular instance of Gunner Lockyer will the Commandant please to inform me whether he will 
support my authority and the authority of my Battery Order, or whether that individual's wishes are to supersede 
them—this being the point at issue between him and myself. I had already done my best to ensure a large 
attendance of No. 8 previous to Captain Lett's memo., and I expect it will be well represented.—J.B.B., Captain, 
No. 8, 4/4/3." 

On the 8th April the letter was returned to Captain Bamford by Colonel Richardson, with the 
following minute attached to it 

Requested copy of the Battery Order referred to. I shall hold Captain Bamford responsible for any action of 
his which precludes any Volunteer under his command attending the Encampment. —J.S.R., Lt.-Ool., 8/4/73." 

This minute appears to have reached Captain Bamford on the 10th April, the day his Battery left 
Sydney for the Camp, and was replied to by him the same day forwarding a copy of the Battery Order of 
the 3rd February, called for, and observing that" Gunner Lockyer was far from deserving that an excep-
tion should be made in his favour." 

In the meanwhile it appears from Gunner Lockyer's evidence that understanding from the last 
paragraph of Captain Bamford's memo, of 26th March that he was to apply to the Commandant for a 
reply to his appeal of the 13th March, he waited on that officer, and on showing him Captain Bamford's 
memo, of the 26th March the Commandant gave him verbal authority to attend the Camp. Of this Gun-
ner Lockyer informed Captain Bamford at a meeting of the Battery, at Dawes' Point, on the 9th April, 
and asked for his decision whether he should go or not. Captain Bamford replied that he would not 
say yes or no; what Gunner Lockyer did would be on his own responsibility; at •the same time Captain 
Bamford threatened that he would appeal to Parliament if Colonel Richardson interfered. 

On the following day (the 10th April) the Battery left for the Camp. On that day, as has been shown, 
Captain Bamford was not only aware of the verbal authority given by the Commandant to Gunner Lockyer 
to attend the Camp, but he was also in possession of Captain Lett's minute of the 22nd March, on Mr. 
Lockyer's letter, and of the subsequent minutes of the Commandant on the same subject, dated 2nd and 
8th April. Notwithstanding all these clear indications of the views of the Commandant, Captain Bamford 
not only did withdraw his memo, to Gunner Lockyer of the 26th March, but instructed Sergeant Williams 
on leaving that he was to place Gunner Lockyer under arrest for disobedience of orders if he attended the 
Camp. Gunner Lockyer accompamed the Battery to the Camp on the 10th, and on the 11th was arrested 
by Sergeant Williams under Captain Bamford's orders. On reference to the Commandant, however, he 
was at once released and allowed to return to duty. 

On the 14th or 15th the Battery returned to Sydney, and on the latter day, without any inquiry 
whatever, Captain Bamford, who does not appear himself to have attended the Camp, issued a Battery 
Order, striking Gunner Lockyer's name off the roll of the Battery for "wilful and premeditated disobedience 
of big lawful command." 

The foregoing is, I believe, an accurate narrative of the transactions in connection with this case in 
the order in which they occurred, and on an impartial review of them it appears to me impossible to arrive 
at any other conclusion than one unfavourable to Captain Bamford. 

In the first place it was ill-judged of him to take a stand with such persistence upon the 12th 
February, as a date beyond which no names would be received. The object of calling for returns might 

have 
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have been perceived, namely, to ascertain in sufficient time, to make the necessary preparations, the num-
ber likely to attend the Encampment. It appears to me immaterial whether Gunner Lockyer's name was 
refused because he did not give it in personally on the 12th, or because it was not given in till some days 
later by M'Kellar. He, at all events, intimated his desire to attend by letter to Captain Bamford soon 
afterwards, and as the Encampment was not to take place for nearly two months Captain Bamford might 
well have added his name to the return, if it had not then been sent in to head quarters, or if it had already 
gone forward he might have sent the name in on a supplementary list. In refusing to do so he acted 
unwisely, for he was making a stand upon a point which was objectless and untenable, as he himself sub-
sequently proved by the general invitation which he gave to the Battery five weeks later, on the 22nd 
March. 

In the next place, Captain Bamford acted unreasonably in informing Lockyer, as he did on the 12th 
March, that he would view an appeal to the Commandant as an attempt to over-rule his authority, seeing that 
he had himself suggested that course to Gunner Lockyer as his only resource when refusing to receive 
his name. This appeal, nevertheless, appears to have been Lockyer's real offence, and not non-attendance 
at drill, or any other shortcoming; and it alone appears to have influenced Captain Bamford through all 
the subsequent proceedings. Indeed this is admitted by Captain Bamford in his evidence before the first 
Court of Inquiry, when he said—" If Lockyer had not referred to the Colonel he would have been glad 
to see him at the Camp." 

Again, the special exclusion of Gunner Lockyer from the general invitation to attend the Camp, 
given to the whole Battery after parade on the 22nd March, on the ground that he had applied to the 
Commandant, was ilijudged and unjust. Gunner Lockyer had appealed because Captain Bamford had 
refused him in the middle of February, a permission which, five weeks later, Captain Bamford was pre-
pared to grant to all others sifnilarly circumstanced. The general invitation was an admission that the 
previous individual refusal was unreasonable, and to seek to punish Lockyer for appealing against an 
admittedly wrong decision was neither wise no just. It is probable that Captain Bamford thought that 
Lockyer, who appears to have been an inefficient Volunteer, had no real desire to attend the Camp, but 
was merely following up the matter with a view of fighting the point with his commanding officer. Still 
the grounds for the original refusal were admittedly insufficient, and it was therefore certain to be over-
ruled on appeal to higher authority. The wise and dignified course therefore for Captain Bamford to have 
pursued would have been to have made no exception to the general invitation given to the Battery on 
the 22nd March, and thus, without special allusion to Gunner Lockyer's name, that person's complaint 
would have been disposed of by the decision of the commanding officer himself on the general question, 
without waiting for the result of the appeal to higher authority in the individual case. instead, however, 
of availing himself of such an opening for getting out of the difficulty without discredit to his authority, 
Captain Bamford made it almost a personal question between Gunner Lockyer and himself, whether the 
former should or should not be allowed to attend the Camp, thus placing himself before the whole Battery 
in a false position, from which it was subsequently impossible to escape without lossof dignity to himself,  
except by the continued capricious exercise of authority towards a subordinate. 

This mistake was soon followed by others of a more serious character. The receipt of Captain Lett's 
minute of 22nd March could have left little real doubt in Captain Bamford's mind as to the view taken by 
superior authority of the insufficiency of the grounds advanced by him for refusing to allow Lockyer to attend 
the Camp; and it must have shown him further that such refusal was in contravention of the policy of the 
Government. Nevertheless, Captain Bamford proceeded on the 26th to repeat in a written memo, the pro-
hibition to attend the Camp which he had previously communicated verbally to Lockyer on the 22nd; and 
on the following day (the 27th) he returned Mr. Lockyer's letter to Captain Lett, requesting that it 
might be placed before the Commandant for his decision. Assuming that the minute upon the letter had not 
been authorized by the Commandant, I can see no reasonable grounds for such an assumption. The minute 
began, "The Commandant thinks" and was signed by order. When however this objection was disposed of 
by Colonel Richardson's memo. of the 2nd April, Captain Bamford then raised another; that Gunner 
Lockyer's particular case was not disposed of—Captain Lett's minute. Now, considering that the matter 
referred to the Commandant was embodied in a letter addressed to him by Mr. Lockyer—that Captain 
Bamford had, in forwarding that letter, endorsed on it as the reason for refusing to forward Lockyer's name, 
that it had not been received in time—and that the Commandant had returned Lockyer's letter with the 
expression of his opinion endorsed on it "that it was never intended to prevent any person from attending, 
simply because his name was not submitted in time."—it appears to me that the plea that the reply of the 
Commandant did not decide Lockyer's case is simply absurd. In short I can only conclude that Captain 
Bamford's endorsements on Mr. Lockyer's letter, subsequent to Captain Lett's minute of the 22nd March, 
were mere pretexts for delay, so as to enable hm to postpone withdrawing his prohibition to Mr. Lockyer 
to attend the Camp until the Battery had left, and thus either prevent his attending, or be able to dismiss 
him for disobedience in the event of his being present. 

It appears to me that Captain Bamford was guilty of grave impropriety in issuing his written pro-
hibition to Gunner Lockyer, on the 26th March, after the i'eceipt of Captain Lett's memo, of the 22nd, 
and whatever uncertainty he may possibly have felt at that time as to the authenticity of that memo. he 
can have had no doubt whatever on the 10th April, when the Battery left for the Camp, as to the opinion 
entertained by the Commandant as to his treatment of Gunner Lockyer. With the Commandant's 
minutes of the 2nd and 8th April before him, and the communication made to him by Gunner Lockyer on 
the 9th, he must have known on the 10th April, beyond all doubt, that it was the Commandant's opinion 
that Gunner Lockyer should be allowed to attend the Camp. Nevertheless, he allowed the Battery to 
leave without withdrawing his prohibition of the 26th March, and farther instructed Sergeant Williams to 
arrest Lockyer, if he appeared at the Camp, for disobedience of orders. Throughout these proceedings 
Captain Bamford appears to me to have acted capriciously and vindictively towards his subordinate, and 
in opposition to the clearly expressed opinions of his superior officer, of which he was thoroughly cogni-
zant. The subsequent summary dismissal of Gunner Lockyer, without any inquiry, and without affording 
him any opportunity for defence, was a further flagrant abuse, by Captain Bamford, of Jhe authority vested 
in him as commaiding officer. 

The second charge against Captain Bamford, of using threatening language towards Colonel 
Richardson, his superior officer, appears to have been fully established. From a military point of view 
it is doubtless a proceeding of a very unsoldierlike and insubordinate character for an officer to threaten, 

in 
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in the presence of a subordinate, to take ulterior proceedings against his superior officer, if he should 
think it necessary to differ with him in opinion; but Volunteers have here so often been allowed, without 
reproof, and with perfect impunity, to seek a remedy for adverse military decisions in Parliamentary 
interference, that it is scarcely to be wondered at that Captain Bamford should have announced his 
intention of adopting a similar course. What is more surprising is that Captain Bamford should have 
failed to perceive the inconsistency of his conduct. He was censuring his own subordinate for not 
silently acquiescing in an admittedly unreasonable decision of his commanding officer, and at the same 
time announcing his own determination to appeal to Parliament against his own immediate superior, if 
that officer should fail to support him in the untenable position which he had taken up. 

Upon a review of Captain Bamford's conduct from first to last in this case it appears to me that 
he has shown a want of judgment and justice in dealing with his subordinate, and an absence of loyal 
submission to superior authority, which together prove him to be unfit to be entrusted with the command 
of a Battery, and I am of opinion that his services in that capacity should be dispensed with. 

HERCULES ROBINSON. 
25th August, 1873. - 

No. 3. 

MINUTE OF TiiR ExEcuTrvE COUNCIL. 
(Mm. 73-111.) 1 September, 1873. 
His Excellency the Governor lays before the Council a Minute Paper which he has prepared on the case 
of Captain Bamford and Gunner ILockyer, of No. 8 Battery, Volunteer Artillery, setting forth the history 
of the case, and the conclusions arrived at by His Excellency. 

2. The Council having carefully considered the Minute Paper referred to, concur in the views 
expressed by His Excellency, and advise that Captain Bamford's services as Commanding Officer of No.-5 
Battery of Volunteer Artillery be dispensed with. 

ALEX. C. BUDGE, 
Clerk of the Council. 

Approved. —H.R, 4/9/73. 

[1&. 3d.] 
Sydney: Thomas Richards, Go,ernment Printer.-1874. 
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1873. 

LEGISLATrVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

J. B. BAMFORD. 
(PETITIOIOF.) 

Ordered by the Legi8lative Asrembly to be printed, 14 October, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 
The Petition of the undersigned, James Bromley Bamford, lately Captain Commanding "No. 8," 
or "Prince Alfred's Own" Battery, Volunteer Arti1lery,— 

BESPCTFULLY SuowETii :- 

That your Petitioner has been dismissed the Volunteer Service on a charge of insubordina-
tion, which is not borne out by the eviderce. 

That your Petitioner subsequently ascertained that part of the evidence was false, and pointed the 
same out to the Commandant, but no action has been taken to expunge it. 

That the alleged act of insubordination, for which your Petitioner was dismissed, arose from the 
irregularity and indecision of your Petitioner's superiors. 

That irregularities have been permitted in connection with your Petitioner's case contrary to usage 
and exist]ng orders. 

That the foregoing statements are capable of proof should your Honorable House see fit to grant 
your Petitioner opportunity of bringing it forward. 

Your Petitioner therefore humbly prays that your Petitioner may receive such relief in the matter 
of this Petition as to your Honorable House may seem fit. 

And your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. - 
Dated this seventh day of October, in the year of our Lord, one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-three. 

J. B. BAMFORO. 

138— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

WILLIAM DEANE. 
(PETITION OF.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assemblzy to be printed, 12 .Màrcli, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 
The Petition of the undersigned, William Deane, lately Captain Commanding No. 2 Battery, Volunteer 

Artillery,— 
'SBowaTn :-. 

That your Petitioner has been dismissed the Volunteer Service of New South Wales without a hearing 
or trial, ostensibly because the then Governor of the Colony, Lord Belmore, held that there was no power to try a 
Volunteer Officer. 

That your Petitioner, upon becoming acquainted ,with this circumstance, immediately submitted to be tried 
by any tribunal the Volunteer authorities might appoint, which request was refused. 

That your Petitioner having learned (notwithstanding there has been no change in the law) that the present 
Governor had caused a Volunteer Officer to be tried, thereupon applied to be tried likewise, but this request was 
also refused. 

That your Petitioner will bring forward, if opportunity be granted by your Honorable House, evidence to 
shew that he was not guilty of any act of insubordination., and that your Petitioner was, in fact, dismissed without 
trial or hearing, for fear of his exposing irregularities on the part of Volunteer authorities. 

That some of these irregularities your Petitioner did endeavour to bring forward, but Lord Belmore refused 
to permit an investigation. 

That your Petitioner, being doubtful of the correctness of making appeal to your Honorable House, referred 
his case to Her Majesty the Queen, who has, by notifying that she cannot interfere with the action of the Volunteer 
authorities here, clearly indicated that your Honorable House is the only proper tribunal for redress against so 
manifest an unconstitutional and illegal exercise of authority as punishment without trial, expressly forbidden 
even by the Mutiny Act, the most arbitrary of British laws (see "The latest Mutiny Act"): "And whereas no man 
"can be forejudged of life or limb or subjected in time of peace to any kind of punishment within this realm by 
"Martial law or in any other manner than by judgment of his peers and according to the known and established 
"laws of the realm." 

Your Petitioner therefore humbly prays that he may receive such relief in the matter as to your 
Honorable House may seem meet. 

And your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. 
Dated this fifth day of March, in the year of our Lord onethousand eight hundred and seventy-four. 

WILLIAM DEANE. 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

GOTTLBTJRN \TOLUNTEER RIFLE CORPS. 
(MSSAGE IN IEPLY TO ADDItESS.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 19 December, 1873. 

HERCULES ROBINSON, Message No. 17. 
Governor. 

The Governor has received the Address of the Legislative Assembly, embodying a resolution 

agreed to by the House on the 14th October, to the following effect :-" That the Report of the Select 

Committee on the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps be now tdopted," and transmitting to him a copy of 
the Report referred to. 

The tenth and concluding section of the Report adopted by the Legislative Assembly is as follows 

"Your Committee are of opinion that immediate steps should be taken to remove Captain Rossi from the 

position of Captain of the Goulburn Corps, Volunteer Rifles." The Governor desires to point out that 
provision is made •by the "Volunteer Force Regulation Act of 1867" for calling into existence Courts of 
Inquiry "to inquire into any matter relative to any Corps or to any Volunteer or non-commissioned officer 
of the permanent staff belonging thereto";  and the 24th section distinctly states that nothing therein 
contained "shall authorize any inquiry with reference to an officer otherwise than by 'a Court assembled 
bydirection of the Governor as aforesaid and composed exclusively of officers of the Volunteer Force." 

The intention of the Legislature, as expressed in law, is clearly that anyinquiry into the conduct of a 
Volunteer, officer should be conducted by a Court composed of Volunteer officers. - 

The Governor has carefully read and considered all the papers in the' case of Captain Rossi, and he 

has embodied his conclusions in a Minute submitted to his Responsible Advisers. Acting with their 

advice, and on his own behalf as Commander-in-Chief, the Governor is prepared to take the necessary 

steps immediately, in the manner prescribed by ]aw, to arrive at a just decision upon the serious representa-

tions which have been brought under his notice in relation to Captain Rossi and the "frequent disagreements 
in the Goulburn Volunteer Corps." 

Government House, 

'dney, 18tJ December, 1873. 

E3d.] 319— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

GOTJLBTIRN VOLUNTEER CORPS. 
(DECISION OF GOVERNMENT IN CASE OF CAPTAIN ROSSI.) 

Ordered by the Leqislative Assembly to be printed, 14 .Tanuary, 1874. 

PROCEEDINGS of the Executive Council on the 18th December, 1873, with respect 
to the case of Captain .  Rossi, of the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles. 

Minute No. 73/61. 

His Excellency the Governor lays be.fore the Council the papers relating to the case 
of Captain Rossi, of the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles, which recently formed 
the subject of inquiry by a Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly, together 
with a Minute embodying His Excellency's views on the subject. His Excellency 
also lays before the Council a Minute Paper by the Honorable the Oolonial Secretary, 
concurring in the views expressed by His Excellency in the Minute referred to, and 
recommending that a Message be transmitted to the Legislative Assembly, informing 
the House of the conclusion arrived at, and the course which His Excellency is 
advised to take. 

2. The Council concur in the course herein proposed to be adopted, and 
accordingly advise that a Message, in the terms herein set forth, be transmitted to 
the Legislative Assembly. 

A. C BUDGE, 
Clerk of the Ex. Council. 

Approved—H.R., 19/12/73. 

300—A MINUTE 
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MINUTE BY THE GOVERNOR FOR THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL. 

I HAVE to lay before the Executive Council the accompanying papers in Captain 
Rossi's case, viz. 

Correspondence and Minutes of Military Court of Inquiry with 
reference to Capt. Rossi's management of the Goulburn Corps of 
Volunteer Rifles. 

Address from the Legislative Assembly, transmitting a copy of the 
Report of the Select Committee on the disagreements in the Goulburn 
Volunteer Corps, together with the Resolution of the House adopting 
the Report. 

Letter from Capt. Rossi addressed to myself as Commander-in-Chief, 
calling in question the proceedings of the Select Committee, and 
praying that his case may be dealt with in accordance with the rules 
of the Service. 

The facts of this case appear to be as follows :- 

At a public meeting held at Goulburn, on the 30th September, 1872, 
presided over by the Mayor, and attended, ,  it is stated, by over 500 persons, the 
following resolutions were carried unanimously 

That the frequent and serious disagreements occurring between the Captain and the members of 
the Goulburn Company of Volunteers are calculated materially to impair the efficiency of 
that body, and eventually to lead to its disbandment. This meeting, therefore, resolves that 
a respectful application be mad to His Excellency the Governor for the appointment of a 
special Commission to inquire into the cause of such disagreements, and into the general 
management of the affairs of the Company. 

That a committee, consisting of Messrs. William Davies, lohn Walsh, and W. H. Riley, with Mr. 
W. M. Russell as secretary, be appointed to prepare the application mentioned in the 
foregoing resolution, and to sign the same on behalf of this meeting. 

On the 2nd October, the committee so appointed transmitted to me a 
memorial embodying the above resolutions, and specifying a series of instances in 
which it was alleged that Captain Rossi was to blame for the disagreements which 
had arisen in the Corps. The memorial explained the reasons why the public 
meeting had refrained from asking for a Military Court of Inquiry, as provided in 
the Volunteer Regulations, and concluded by praying that a special Commission 
might be appointed to inquire into the causes of disagreement between the Captain 
and members of the Goulburn Company of Volunteers. 

A compliance with the request for a Commission was not possible. It was 
obvious, notwithstanding the general terms employed in the prayer, that the memorial 
was directed against Captain Rossi—the propriety of whose conduct in his capacity 
as Commanding Officer was in a number of specified instances called in question— 

and 
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and the 24th clause of the Volunteer Act of 1867 prescribes :-" Nothing herein 
contained shall authorize any inquiry with reference to an officer otherwise than by 
a Court assembled by direction of the Governor as aforesaid and composed exclu-
sively of officers of the Volunteer Force." 

A Court of Inquiry, however, composed of Major Raymond as President, and 
Captains Baynes and Wells as Members, was at once appointed by me to investigate 
the charges against Captain Rossi embodied in the memorial, and was directed to 
assemble for that purpose at Goulburn on the 14th November, 1872. 

Shortly before the date appointed for the investigation, Captain Rossi applied 
for a postponement, on the ground that he had not been allowed sufficient time to 
prepare, and the request being considered reasonable was' complied with. 

Through some inadvertence the action taken by the Government so far, upon 
the memorial, was not communicated formally by official letter to the committee. 
It was, however, I believe, generally known in Goulburn towards the end of November, 
that an Inquiry had been ordered by Government, and that it was to be by a Miilary 
Court instead of by a Commission, as had been applied for. The fact, if I do 
not mistake, was announced and commented on uiafavourably in the Goulburn 
papers, about the end of November or early in December; and I myself, during my 
official visit to Goulburn late in November, stated to several persons the decision 
which the Government had come to in the matter. It is difficult to believe, there-
fore, that the committee were unaware of the action which the Government had 
taken upon their representation; nevertheless, upon the plea that their communica-
tion had not been officially replied to or acknowledged, the committee resigned their 
trust, on the 12th December, and announced their resignation in the Goulburn 
papers. I cannot help thinking, and the subsequent course of events confirms 
the impression, that the committee were mainly influenced in resigning by the fact 
that the Government had decided on a Military Court of Inquiry instead of a Com-
mission. 

Upon the 7th December—some days before the committee resigned—Captain 
Rossi addressed the following letter to the Commandant :- 

Rossiville, Goulburn, 
- 7 December, 1872. 

Having reference to the several charges or complaints made against me by a committee 
appointed at a public meeting, held at Goulburn, as represented by a memorial addressed to His Excel-
lency the Governor, I find in the copy of that memorial which had been forwarded to me from Brigade 
Office, the following paragraph :-" But while your memorialists have felt it necessary to instance these 
cases to your Excellency, they would equally rely upon the frequent recurrence of minor causes of disa-
greement between Captain Rossi and individual members of the Company." 

I desire to point out the necessity that the committee should be requested to state specifically 
what are these "minor causes of disagreement," &c. It is most important and essential that this should 
be done, and that I may be informed thereof; for it is manifest, if these other charges be now suppressed, 
no determination of the Court of Inquiry would be considered conclusive, as the committee assert that 
they equally rely upon these unexpressed complaints as those named in their list. 

I am sure it will be regarded as but due to me and fair, that the committee be required, after what 
they have advanced, to describe definitely their grievance. I respectfully ask that the committee be 
called upon to do this. 

I have, &c., 
LIEUT-COL. RICHARDSoN, F. B. L. BOSSI, 

&c., .&c., &c. Capt. G. V. C. Rifles. 

This 
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This was communicated by the Colonial Secretary to Mr. Russell, the secre-
tary of the committee, on the 16th December, and on the 28th December Mr. 
Russell addressed to the Colonial Secretary the following reply :— 

The Honorable the Colonial Secretary, Goulburn, 28 December, 1872. 

Sir, 
In reply to your letter of the 16th instant, requesting to be furnished with particulars of 

minor causes of complaint in reference to the management of the Goulburn Company of Volunteers, I 
have the honor to state that I am unable to call the committee together to consider the subject of your 
letter, inasmuch as after waiting ten weeks without receiving a reply to their memorial or an acknowledg-
ment of its having been received, they formally resigned their trust, and advertised their resignation in 
the Goulburn newspapers of the 14th instant,—two days previous to the date of your letter. 

I have, &c., 
W. N. RUSSELL. 

On the 21st January, 1873, Colonel Richardson reported that the Court of 
Inquiry appointed to investigate the complaints advanced in the memorial, and which 
had been postponed in November, had been directed to assemble at Goulburn on the 
6th February, and requested that Messrs. Davies, Walsh, Riley, and Russell, the 
gentlemen who had signed the memorial, might. be  so apprised. Mr. Russell, the 
secretary, was communicated with accordingly by the Colonial Secretary on the 23rd 
January. 

On the 1st February, Colonel Richardson reported that Captain Rossi being 
engaged with public duties in connection with the Quarter Sessions and District 
Court, at Goulburn, in the early part of February, the Court of Inquiry had been 
postponed till the 17th February, and Mr. Russell was so informed by the Colonial 
Secretary on the 5th February, 187.3. 

On the 7th February, Mr. Teece, .the Member for Goulburn, moved in the 
Legislative Assembly, pursuant to notice :— 

That a Select Committee, with power to send for persons and papers, be appointed to inquire 
into and report upon the frequent disagreements in the Goulburn Volunteer Corps. 
That such Committee consist of Mr. Lord, Mr. Forster, Mr. Baker, Mr. Single, Mr. Garrett. 

Mr. De Salis, Mr. Wearne, Mr. W. C. Browne, Mr. Lucas, and the Mover. 

and the motion being unopposed the question was put and passed. 

It will be observed that this motion was made a fortnight after the letter of the 
Colonial Secretary to the memorialists, informing them that the Military Inquiry 
had been fixed for the 6th February. It is therefore, I think, to be regretted that, 
as the Government was proceeding in this matter in the manner prescribed by the 
Volunteer Act, a motion proposing a contemporaneous inquiry into the same matter, 
in a manner not contemplated by the Volunteer Act, should have been allowed to 
pass unopposed as a "formal motion." In fairness, however, to the Government, 
it must be observed that the terms of the motion were so general that they did not 
necessarily involve inquiry into the conduct of any particular officer. 

When the Court of Inquiry assembled at Goulburn on the 17th February, 
the complainants, who, as I have shown, had been duly apprised of the meeting, 
failed to attend. A member of the Court then waited on Mr. W. Davies, one of 
the memorialists, and asked him to attend. He did so at the next sitting, and 

See evidence informed the Court "that he did not propose to go on with the charges, as he was 

b
of Mr. Davies 
efore C summoned to give evidence before a Parliamentary Committee, and as that was the 
mittce. higher Court he would not answer any questions there." He added that he preferred 

to attend the Committee. 
It 
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It is impossible in view of these proceedings to arrive at any other conclusion 
than that Captain Rossi's accusers were acting from the first on a settled plan and pur-
pose in this matter, and that having failed to obtain the Commission which they had 
asked for, they desired to frustrate the inquiry prescribed by law, and to substitute 
for it a tribunal of their own selection. 

In the absence of all prosecutors, the proceedings of the Court were limited 
to the examination of Captain Rossi's witnesses, and to the reception from that 
officer of a written reply to the memorial. The minutes of the proceedings  of the 
Court were forwarded to me on the 8th April, and the opinion of the Court was in 
effect to exonerate Captain Rossi from the charges which had been urged against 
him. 

In the meanwhile the Parliamentary inquiry was also taking place. At the 
first meeting of the Committee, on the 14th February, it was decided that Messrs. 
Davies and Riley (two of the members of the committee, who had signed the 
memorial) and Mr. Martyr (a member of the Company who had been dismissed 
by Captain Rossi, and whose case had been referred to in the memorial) should be 
summoned as the first witnesses to give evidence on the next day of meeting, the 
20th February. 

On the day appointed these gentlemen were examined, the memorial was 
handed in, and the witnesses questioned upon the various charges against Captain 
Rossi embodied in it. Whatever may have been the intention of the House in 
passing the somewhat indefinite order appointing the Committee, the first day's 
proceedings placed the character of the Inquiry beyond all doubt, and showed that 
it was simply an inquiry into the conduct of Captain Rossi, based upon the charges 
advanced against him in the memorial. This is obvious from the questions put to 
the three first witnesses by the Committee. 

Mr. Davis was asked,- 
40. Mr. Lucas.] What is the general feeling in the City of Goulburn as to Captain Rossi's conduct, and 
the conduct of the Volunteers? 

lJfr. Lucas.] And the feeling all through was against the imperious conduct of Captain Rossi P 
Mr. Lucas.] Will you state your own opinion? 
JJfr. Lucas.] Is it your opinion that if Captain Rossi remains in his present position the disbandment 

of the Force will be the result? 
Mr. Lucas.] What is the general complaint against Captain Rossi? 

62. Chairmam.] What is your opinion of Captain Rossi's fitness to command? 

Mr. Riley was asked,- 
110. Uhairman.] What is your opinion of Captain Rossi as a Commander? 

Mr. Lucas.] You have a good opportunity of knowing the feeling at Goulburn in this matter? 
Mr. Lucas.] What do you believe public feeling then to be with reference to the case between Captain 

Rossi and the Volunteer Corps? 
141. Mr. Lucas.] From your own knowledge of the circumstances, what is your opinion of the dispute 
between Capt. Rossi and the Volunteers—who is in fault? 
146. JWi. Lucas.] If Mr. Rossi should continue in his present pdsitiou do you think the Volunteers will 
increase, or the respect of the citizens of Goulburn be retained? 

Mr. George Martyr was asked, 
213. Jfr. Lucas.] What is the general complaint againt Capt. Rossi as a commissioned officer? 
216. Mr. Lucas.] Whatis the general feeling amongst the Volunteers now? 
218. lWi.. Lucas.] Do you think that the Goulburn Volunteers are likely to improve under the present 
officer? 

At 
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At the commencement of the proceedings on the following day-21st February 
--Captain Rossi, who had been summoned for that meeting, was called in and 

See Mr. informed by the Chairman that "from information received he might be affected by 
Teece s letter 
of 26th Feb- the evidence of other witnesses, and that the Committee were of opinion he should 
mary, p. 55 of 
report. have an opportunity of hearing the testimony affecting him before he was called on 

to give evidence." The Committee accordingly "had decided to take all evidence 
See proceed- 
ings bearing upon the frequent disagreements in the GouThurn Volunteer Corps, and then 

afford him an opportunity of replying to such evidence." 
February, p. 5 
of report. 

Such an intimation, viewed in connection with the character of the first day's 
proceedings, could have had but one meaning, namely, that Captain Rossi was on his 
trial, and had better reserve his defence till the prosecution had closed. It was so 
accepted by Captain Rossi, who accordingly addressed the Chairman by letter on 
the 25th February, asking that he might be allowed to be present during the 
examination of witnesses, and be permitted to put questions to them. This applica-
tion was taken into consideration at the next meeting of the Committee on the 26th 
February, and Captain Rossi informed that his request could not be acceded to, 
"as his name was not mentioned in the order of the House, and he was no more a 

See Mr. 
letter party to the inquiry than any of the persons called, or to be called as witnesses." 

of 26th Feb- 
ruary, p.  55. He was further informed that " if he felt himself aggrieved, and desired to appear 

before the Committee to examine or cross-examine witnesses, he should have 
petitioned the House for that purpose." 

On the 27th February Captain Rossi wrote to the Chairman protesting against 
the decision of the Committee in not allowing him to attend and examine witnesses, 
and asking that the correspondence on the subject might be printed as part of the 
proceedings of the Committee, which application on motion by Mr. Wearne was 
agreed to. 

Subsequently, Captain Rossi adopted the suggestion of the Chairman, and 
petitioned the House to be heard in person or by counsel before the Committee and 
to cross-examine witnesses. The Petition was referred by the House to the Committee 
and taken into consideration at a meeting held on the 6th March, when it was decided 
to postpone the consideration of it till next meeting. 

At the next meeting, on the 12th March, the proceedings of the Committee 
are reported in the Minutes, as follows 

Chairman read a letter from Mr. J. S. Paris, apologizing for not having attended to give evidence 
when summoned, and stating that if counsel be allowed to Captain Rossi he should apply for same 
privilege; also, a telegram from Messrs. Davies, Walsh, and Riley, as follows :—" If counsel heard, Com-
mittee cannot witness Rossi's demeanour, and we shall also apply, others may follow." 

Committee resumed deliberations upon Captain Rossi's petition to be heard by counsel, at the same 
time taking letter from Mr. Paris, and telegram from Messrs. Davies, Walsh, and Riley into consideration. 

.Re8olved (Mr. Baker) :—That having had under consideration the application of Captain Rossi and 
other persons connected with the Goulburn Volunteer Corps for permission to be heard before this Com-
mittee in person, or by counsel, and to cross-examine witnesses, it is the opinion of the Committee that 
it is not expedient to grant the application so made. 

Captain Rossi called in and informed of the decision of the Committee. 

On 
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On the 20th March, Captain Rossi handed to the Chairman the following 
letter :— 

Sydney, 20 March, 1873. 
To the Chairman of the Committee "On the Goulburn Volunteer Corps",— 

Sir, 
The witnesses for whom I had applied, especially Messrs. Davies and Riley, not having 

appeared in accordance with my request, made to your Honorable Committee, I respectfully decline to 
proceed, as those two gentlemen have made unsupported mis-statements and charges against me of which 
they have no personal knowledge, I am bound to consider them as accusers. TheiI presence is necessary 
to the proceedings. 

I may, perhaps, be permitted to remind your Honorable Committee that it had been promised me 
that I should have what witnesses I desired. 

I have, &c., 
P. R. L. ROSSI, 

Captain, G. V. Rifles. 

Captain Rossi explained that he did not propose to cross-examine these witnesses se.ePae27 of 

but to bring them forward as his own witnesses in support of certain facts; and he 
reminded the Committee that a promise had been made to him that he should have 
what witnesses he required. Two of the Members of the Committee (Messrs. 
Wearne and Lucas) appear to have considered that Captain Rossi's request was not 
unreasonable, but the conversation which took place on the subject was suppressed, 
and eventually Captain Rossi was informed that CC  the Committee had already 
decided to recall no witnesses that had up to that time been examined by the 
Committee." 

At the meeting on the 2nd April, Captain Rossi requested that the conversation 
which had taken place at the meeting on the 20th March might be reported. The 
Committee decided not to grant the request. 

On the 3rd April, when Captain Rossi was called in for examination, he 
produced a written statement of his case, which he alleged was necessary to make his 
position intelligible to the Committee, and requested permission to read it—adding 
that when he had got his statement in he would answer any number of questions. 
The consideration of this proposal was postponed to the 9th April, when the 
Committee deliberated upon it and decided :— 

That the letter handed in this day by Captain Rossi be returned to him, and the substance of 
the following resolution communicated to him :—That the Committee decline to entertain 
any written statement from Captain Rossi, a witness summoned by this Committee, until 
he has given his evidence verbally before it, when any statements Captain Rossi may choose 
to make will, if deemed proper, appear as Appendices to his evidence. 

On the faith of this intimation Captain Rossi submitted himself to the 
Committee for examination on the 9th and 10th of April, during the whole of which 
days he appears to have been under examination without apparently having concluded 
his evidence at the close. The meetings of the Committee called for the 15th, 16th, See p. 48 of 

• 

and 17th April each lapsed in the absence of a quorum, and when the Committee 
evidence. 

next assembled, on the 21st April, the" Clerk submitted a letter from Captain Rossi, P. Oof pro-

inquiring when he should be further examined, and courting. the fullest inquiry." ceedings. 
 

The Committee do not appear to have considered this letter, but proceeded to read 
the Draft Report, which was submitted by the Chairman. The Report was amended 
and agreed to, with the exception of the last paragraph, and the further consideration 
of it then pOstponed to .the following day. 

At 

L1 
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At the meeting of the Committee next day the following is the official record 
of the proceedings :— 

Tiaday, 22 April, 1873. 

Members present :— 

Mr. Tecce in the Chair. 

Mr. Single, i Mr. Wearne. 

The Committee considered Captain Rossi's letter, submitted yesterday, and instrieted the Clerk to 

reply, stating that, as the examination of witnesses had closed, and the Committee been summoned to 

consider Report, they could not re-open his examination. 

Letter to Captain Rossi accordingly. 

Clause 12 read and aqreed to. 

Motion made (Mr. Wearne), and Question,—" That the Report, as amended, be the Report of this 
Committee"—put and passed. 

Chairman to report to the House. 

The 12th clause of the Report above referred to was as follows :- 

12. Your Committee are therefore of opinion that immediate steps should be taken to remove 

Captain Rossi from the position of Captain of the G-oulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles. 

Thus it will be seen that the Committee recommended the summary dismissal 

of an officer against whom no formal charges had been advanced—who had been 
refused permission to confront and cross-examine his accusers—who had been 
informed by the Chairman, in writing, "that he was no more a party to the inquiry 
than any of the persons called, or to be called, as witnesses"—who had not been 
allowed to call his own witnesses—and who, by the precipitate termination of the 

inquiry, had been debarred from submitting his written defence, 'which he had been 

distinctly assured by the Committee he should be allowed an opportunity of doing 
so soon as he had given his verbal evidence. 

The Report of the Committee was adopted by the Legislative Assembly, on the 
14th October last, by a majority of 26 to 9—the Members of the Government 
opposing the adoption in debate, and voting against the motion in the Division 
which followed. An Address was subsequently agreed to as a "formal motion" 
transmitting the Report and the Resolution adopting it, and this was presented to 
me by the Speaker on the 4th instant. 

On the 29th October, Captain Rossi addressed to me a letter in my capacity 
as Commander-in-Chief, protesting against the action of the Select Committee, and 

asking that he might be allowed a full opportunity of defence, alleging that he had 
not so far been permitted to explain himself. He concludes by praying that he may 
be dealt with according to the rules of the Service. 

These are the simple facts of the case as detailed in the very voluminous 
papers now laid before the Executive Council for their c.onsideration. I am very 
reluctant to express any opinion as to the propriety of any proceedings which the 
Legislative Assembly may in its discretion think proper to adopt; but when the 

Report of a Select Committee is transmitted to me by the House, with a view to 
my exercising, in conformity with its recommendations, the powers entrusted to 
me by the Volunteer.  Act as the Queen's Representative I feel bound to inquire 
whether the action expected from me is just, and in unison with the provisions 
of the law prescribed by Parliament for my guidance. Looking at the proceedings 
of the Select Committee from this point of view, I cannot resist the conviction 
that Captain Rossi has not been fairly dealt with in this matter. The Committee 
appear to me to have placed themselves in a dilemma, from which I can see no 

escape. Captain Rossi was either on his trial or he was not. If he was on 
his 
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his trial, he should have been allowed the privileges of an accused person; if he was 
not on his trial, he should not have been found guilty and recommended for imme-
diate dismissal. In other words, if he was on his trial he should have been allowed 
to be present during the inquiry, to cross-examine his accusers, to call his own 
witnesses, and to submit his defence in any manner within the limits of propriety 
which he may have thought best for his own vindication. If Captain Rossi was not 
on his trial, the Committee should in their Report have stopped short of the final 
paragraph recommending his summary dismissal, and have contented themselves 
with calling attention to the evidence laid before them as to the cause of the con-
stant disagreements in the Goulburn Volunteer Corps, and recommended the subject 
to the serious and immediate consideration of the Executive Government. But 
it appears to me impossible to review the proceedings of the Committee and 
the terms of their Report without arriving at the conclusion that, notwith-
standing the somewhat indefinite wording of the Order of the House appointing 
the Committee, Captain Rossi was virtually upon his trial, and that the 
inquiry from first to last was one "with reference to an officer "—a proceeding 
which the Volunteer Act indicates should not take place "otherwise than by a Court 
assembled by direction of the Governor * and composed exclusively of officers 

Sec. 24. 
of the Volunteer Force." I enclose the opinion which I have received from the 
Attorney General on this subject, in which he states that the Act so clearly points 
out the nature of the Court of Inquiry that the Governor should decline to act on 
the recommendation of any other tribunal. 

Having expressed my view that the course adopted by the Select Committee 
in this instance was wanting in that generous indulgence which is usually extended 
to accused persons, and at variance with the provisions of the Act, which prescribes 
by implication the course to be adopted in such cases, I need scarcely enlarge on 
any general considerations as to the violation of sound constitutional principles 
involved in such proceedings on the part of the Assembly; but I may perhaps be 
permitted to observe in this confidential paper, intended only for the perusal of the 
Cabinet, that the Select Committee of the House appear in this matter to have 
exceeded the authority conferred on them by the Order of the House, and that the 
House itself, by the adoption of the Report, appears to have assumed a purely execu-
tive function which a legislative body cannot with propriety discharge. The conduct 
of subordinate officials should be controlled through the legitimate pressure which 
the House can at all times bring to bear upon the responsible advisers of the Crown; 
but the direct assumption by the House of the management of administrative or 
judicial details is a proceeding at variance with those great leading principles, as 
regards the division and balance of political functions and powers, which are essential 
to good government under a Parliamentary system, and, in its application to military 
matters, such a course must inevitably prove fatal to the discipline and efficiency of 
any defensive force. It has been well observed by a great constitutional authority 
that "the accumulation of legislative, executive, and judiciary powers in the same "Federalist." 

hands, whether one, a few, or many, and whether hereditary, self-appointed, or 
elective, may be justly pronounced the very definition of tyranny." 

The question remains what course should be followed in the present instance. 
I have carefully perused every paper in the case; and whilst I think that Captain 
Rossi has received but a scant measure of justice at the hands of the Select 
Committee, and that the recommendation of the Report is in contravention of the 
intention of the Legislature, as defined by the Volunteer Act, I cannot at the same 

300—B time 
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time resist the conviction that there must be some foundation for the strong repre-
sentations which have been urged from so many quarters as to Captain Rossi's unfit-
ness, from manner and temper and other infirmities, for the command of a body of 
Volunteers. At the same time it must be remembered, as urged by Captain Rossi, 
that he has not yet been allowed a full opportunity of explanation and defence, 
and before conviction he must in common fairness be given such opportunity. What 
I propose to do, therefore, is, to reappoint a Military Court, such as is prescribed by 
the Volunteer Act (the members of which I will myself select) for the thorough 
investigation of this case in view of the light recently thrown upon. it by the evidence 
taken before the Select Committee. When Captain Rossi has laid before such 
tribunal his defence I shall then be in a position, which I am not at present, to decide 
with fairness and without any violation of the law, whether the public interests will 
best be advanced by Captain Rossi's services being dispensed ivith or retained. 

HERCULES ROBINSON. 
aovernment Hoise, Sydney, 

151h December, 1873. 

Crown 
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Crown Law Office, 
Thursday afternoon, 

11/12/73. 
Mv DEAR Sir. HERCULES, 

I have carefully considerea the points suggested by you this morning 
in our conversation about Captain Rossi's case. The main question is involved in 
some difficulty, by reason of the peculiar wording of the concluding part of section 
24 of the Volunteer Act. 1 have looked into the only opinions of Sir James 
Martin and Sir Wm. Manning upon questions at all similar to this that I can 
find in the office, but they do not help me. The cases which have occurred 
are the cases of a non-commissioned officer,—one Calder, and of Captain Deane. 
Calder's case, being that of a non-commissioned officer, furnishes no guide; nor is 
Deane's case of much use. Deane was dismissed by the Governor (Lord Behnore) 
with the advice of the ExecutWe Council, without inquiry under the Act, such inquiry 
being manifestly unnecessary, inasmuch as Deane's offence was insubordination at 
once brought clearly under the Governor's notice. I enclose you a copy of the Par-
liamentary paper in Deane's case, and have side-marked Lord IBelmore's minute of 
23 August, 1871. 

There seems• to be no case in point which can be regarded as a precedent. 
I am of opinion- 

1st. That the appointment of officers is vested by the 9th section of the 
Volunteer Act in the Governor, which word means, there being nothing 
in the context or subject matter inconsistent therewith, the Governor 
with the advice of the Executive Council. The Act itself does not in 
terms vest the power of dismissal in the Governor, but the Acts-
shortening Act, 16 Vict., No. 1, makes the power of dismissal an 
incident to the power of appointment. Therefore, the Governor with 
the advice, &c., may dismiss. 

2nd. That it is not illegal for the Governor, with the advice, &c., to dismiss 
arbitrarily, i.e., without inquiry, or without assigning any cause; 
but it is in the last degree improbable that any Executive Council 
would tender, or that a Governor would act upon, any such advice. 
There is, however, I think, clearly no absolute necessity for an 
"inquiry"; and if I am right in thinking that an arbitrary dismissal 
would be legal, it could not be said that if the Governor and Executive 
Council were to act upon the Report of the Select Committee (or, 
indeed, upon information obtained through any other channel), and to 
dismiss Captain Rossi, such dismissal was illegal. 

3rd. But if an "inquiry" is to be the means of adjudication., then, although 
the Act does not expressly state that no inquiry should be otherwise 
resorted to than as indicated in section 24, viz., "by a Court assembled 
by direction of the Governor (with advice, &c.), and composed 
exclusively of officers of the Volunteer Force"—in other words, 
composed exclusively of the peers of the officer whose conduct is the 
subject of inquiry—yet, I think the Act so clearly points out the nature 
of the Court of inquiry that the Governor should decline to act upon 

the 
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the recommendation of any other tribunal. In this particular 
case, the reason for so declining is strengthened by the fact that a 
Court of Inquiry under the Act appears to have been in the first 
instance appointed, and the proceedings before it abandoned by the 
parties complaining against Captain Rossi, with a view to the substi-
tution by those partes of a totally different tribunal—a tribunal 
certainly not contemplated by the Act. (See Capt. Rossi's letter of 
date 27 Feb., 1873, at p. 55—Appendix—of the Report.) 

I remain, &c., &c., &c., 
&c., &c., &c., 

(Signed)• J. GEO. LONG INNES. 
His EXCELLENCY 

SIR HERCULES ROBINSON, 
K.C.M.G., 

&c., &c., &c. 

P.S.---Phe Under Secretary tells me there is no opinion of Sir W. Manning 
in the office upon the distinction between the Governor's position as Commander-in-
Chief, as distinguished from his position as Governor, "with the advice of the 
Executive Coundil." I have not adverted to it, because I think that the question 
does not arise in this case; but that the Governor's powers are in this matter to be 
exercised with such advice.—J. G.L.I. 

MINUTE 
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MINUTE PAPER FOR THE EXECUTIVE CoUNcIL. 

Colonial Secretary's Office. 
Sydney, 18 December, 1873. 

MINISTERS having considered the case of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps, as 
presented by the Report of the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly, and 
adopted by Resolution of the House on the 14th October, and also the Papers 
relating thereto, together with the Minute of His Excellency the Governor, dated 
the 15th instant, on the case,—are of opinion that, under the provisions of the 
"Volunteer Force Regulation Act," Captain Rossi cannot be removed from his 
position as Captain of the Goulburn Volunteer Corps in the manner recommended 
in the Report. 

I therefore recommend that the accompanying Message by His Excellency 
be sent to the Legislative Assembly, informing the House of the conclusion arrived 
at, and of the course which His Excellency is advised to take. 

HENRY PARKES. 

HERCULES ROBINSON, Message No. 17. 
Governor. 

The Governor has received the Address of the Legislative Assembly, 
embodying a Resolution agreed to by the House on the 14th October, to the following 
effect :—" That the Report of the Select Committee on the Goulburn Volunteer 
Rifle Corps be now adopted," and transmitting to him a copy of the Report 
referred to. 

The tenth and concluding section of the Report adopted by the Legislative 
Assembly is as follows :—" Your Committee are of opinion that immediate steps 
should be taken to remove Captain Rossi from the position of Captain of the Goul-
burn Corps, Volunteer Rifles." The Governor desires to point out that provision is 
made by the "Volunteer Force Regulation Act of 1867" for calliiig into existence 
Courts of Inquiry "to inquire into any matter relative to any Corps or to any 
Volunteer or non-commissioned officer of the permanent staff belonging thereto"; 
and the 24th section distinctly states that nothing therein contained "shall authorize 
any inquiry with reference to an officer otherwise than by a Court assembled by 
direction of the Governor as aforesaid and composed exclusively of officers of the 
Volunteer Force." The intention of the Legislature, as expressed in law, is clearly 
that any inquiry into the conduct of a Volunteer officer should be conducted by a 
Court composed of Volunteer officers. 

The Governor has carefully read and considered all the papers in the case of 
Captain Rossi, and he has embodied his conclusions in a Minute submitted to his 
Responsible Advisers. Acting with their advice, and on his own behalf as Corn-
mander-in-Ohief, the Governor is prepared to take the necessary steps immediately, 
in the manner prescribed by law, to arrive at a just decision upon the serious repre-
sentations which have been brought under his notice in relation to Captain Rossi 
and, the "frequent disagreements in the Goulburn Volunteer Corps." 
Government House, 
Sydney, 18th December, 1873. 

[le.] 300—C 
Sydney: Thomas Eichard,, Government 1'rinter.-1874 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

GOTJLBTJRN VOLTJNTEER CORPS: 
(CASE OF CAPTAIN ROSSI.) 

FINDING 

OF THE 

COURT OF INQUIRY APPOINTED ON 24 DECEMBER, 1873, 

TO INVESTIGATE AND RECORD AN OPINION UPON 
CERTAIN MATTERS CONNECTED WITH THE CONDUCT OF CAPTAIN ROSSI, 

COMMANDING THE G-OULBURN CORPS OF VOLUNTEER RIFLES: 

TOGETHER WITH 

THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL-MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN 
BY THE COURT-AND OTHER PAPERS RELATING TO THE CASE. 

ORDERED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY TO BE PRINTED, 

13 Febriary, 1874. 

SYDNEY: THOMAS RICHARDS, GOYERNMNT PRINTER. 

1874. 
[4.s. Gd.] 321-i 
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No. 194. Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 24 December, 1873. 

BRIGADE ORDER. 

By direction of His Excellency the Governor, a Court of Inquiry will assemble at Goulburn, at 10 a.m. 
on Tuesday next, the 30th December, to investigate and record an opinion upon certain matters connected 
with the conduct of Captain Rossi, commanding the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles. 

Fresiclen,t. 

Major P. L. C. SHEPHERD, Vol. Art. 

Members. 

Major J. H. GOODLET, S.B.V.R. 

Major Tnos. RICHARDS, S.B.V.R 

Captain Bossi to be warned, and all evidence to attend. 

True copy. 
W. B. B. CHRIsTrE, Capt., 

Major of Brigade. 

By Command, 
W. B. B CHRISTIE, Capt., 

Major of Brigade. 

MEMOR&NDUM. Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 29 December, 1873. 

ISTRUCTIOXS for the Court of Inquiry detailed in Brigade Order of 24 December, 1873 :- 

The Court will investigate the case of Captain Bossi, commanding the Goulburn Corps of 
Volunteer Rifles, and receive his defence. 

It will inquire into the matters set out in a Memorial to His Excellency the Governor, undated, 
marked—" Supposed to be dated 3rd Oct., 1872," in pencil, in left-hand corner—and matters contained 
in printed papers thereto attached; also, into matters set out in a second Memorial to His Excellency the 
Governor, dated 12th Oct., 1872, with printed documents attached. 

8. It will submit its opinion as to the merits of the ease, and as to whether the Goulburn Corps is 
likely to be benefited or not by Captain Rossi's further association with it. 

It will sit as an open Court. 

The attendance of a shorthand writer has been sanctioned, to facilitate the taking of evidence. 
It will be necessary that the gentleman performing this duty be sworn to take down the evidence correctly. 

JOHN RICHARDSON, 

Lt.-Col., Commandant. 
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MEMORIALS REFERRED TO IN BRIGADE ORDER OF 20T11 DECEMBER, 1873. 

To His Excellency Six HERCULES GEORGE ROBERT ROBINSON, Knight Commander of the Most Distin-
guished Order of Saint Michael and Saint George, Governor and Commander-in-Chief of the Colony 
of New South Wales and its Dependencies, and Vice-Admiral of the same. 

The respectful Memorial of William Davies, John Walsh, William Russell Riley, and William 
Murray Russell,— 

SHOWETu - 

That at a meeting held at Goulburn, on 30th September, presided over by the Mayor, and 
attended by between five hundred and six hundred persons, the following resolutions were carried 
unanimously 

That the frequent and serious disagreements occurring between the captain and the members of 
the Goulburn Company of Volunteers are calculated materially to impair the efficiency of 
that body, and eventually to lead to its disbandment. This meeting, therefore, resolves that a 
respectful application be made to His Excellency the Governor for the appointment of a 
special Commission to inquire into the cause of such disagreements, and into the general 
management of the affairs of the Company. 

That a committee, consisting of Messrs. William Davies, John Walsh, and W. B. Riley, with 
Mr. W. M. Russell as secretary, be appointed to prepare the application mentioned in the 
foregoing resolution, and to sign the same on behalf of this meeting. 

Your Excellency's memorialists beg to explain that the meeting purposely refrained from asking for 
a Court of Inquiry, as provided in the Volunteer Regulations, because, in the matter of the disagreements 
complained of; the conduct of the Lieutenant-Colonel Commanding is blamed as well as the conduct of 
Captain Rossi, while the Court of Inquiry is "a Board of which the Ocer commanding the Volunteer 
Force may make use to assist him in arriving at a correct conclusion on any subject"—such subject in 
the present instance being in part his own conduct. 

Your memorialists are aware that it may be asked why the Volunteers themselves have not 
appealed to your Excellency. The reply they have given is, that the rules or supposed rules of discipline 
are so stringently enforced as to justify the belief that any of their number initiating the matter would 
be dismissed from the Force; hence it is that the public have taken up the question. 

Your memorialists respectfully beg to refer your Excellency to the annexed leading article from the 
Goulburn. Herald, to the newspaper reports of the public meeting, and to the correspondence between 
Captain Rossi and John W. Chisholm, Esq., J.P., also attached. 

Your Excellency's memorialists beg to instance the following cases of disagreement that have arisen 
in the Goulburn Company 

Assault, by Captain Rossi, on Corporal Fuller in the ranks. 
Assault, by Captain Rossi, on Sergeant Mawson. 
Resignation of two different committees. 
Resignation of all the corporals save one. 
Dismissal, on apparently trivial grounds, of Privates Chambers and Morris. 
Appointment as sergeant of Private Hayley—a mere youth—over the heads of men of mature 

age, which appointment was therefore most distasteful to the Company. 
The order to Private Robertson when in plain clothes to give the military salute, in contravention 

of Regulation 88, and the severe censure passed upon him by Colonel Richardson for non-
compliance, without Private Robertson being allowed to reply. 

The dissolution of the Rifle Association, owing to the refusal by Captain Rossi of the use of the 
targets, notwithstanding that the rules of the Association had been sanctioned by himself. 

The public reprimand of Corporal (now Private) Clarke, for saying, at a non-military meeting, 
that the captain had committed an error of judgment in bringing about the dissolution of 
the Association. 

The dismissal unheard of Private and Secretary Martyr, whose case is now before your Excellency, 
on petition from the party aggrieved. 

Summoning Mr. Martyr before the Police Court for not returning his arms and accoutrements, 
notwithstanding its being known that the appeal. to your Excellency was pending. 

Disputes between the members of the Band and the bandmaster, and the retention of the latter 
in his situation, notwithstanding a unanimous vote of the committee dispensing with his 
services. 

Attempts, supported by threats, to get members of the Band—many of them boys—to sign a 
document which your memorialists are informed is an acknowledgment that they had been 
guilty of falsehood in their complaints against the bandmaster. 

Increasing the weekly subscription to a higher rate than in any other Company, without taking 
a regular vote, and refusing recruits the right to vote, notwithstanding that they were 
called upon to pay the increased rate. 

Dismissal of Private Paris, who, believing the increased rate to be illegally imposed, refused to 
pay more than the former subscription. 

Several Police Office cases between Captain Rossi and members of the Company, some arising 
out of nonpayment of the increased rate of subscription. 

Imperfect and unsatisfactory manner of keeping the Company accounts. 
But while your memorialists have felt it necessary to instance these cases to your Excellency, they 

would equally rely upon the frequent recurrence of minor causes of disagreement between Captain Rossi 
and individual members of the Company. 

Your Excellency's memorialists submit that, instead of the captain being regarded by the members 
of the Company with confidence, a feeling of positive • aversion has grown up, which must materially 

impair 
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impair the usefulness of the Corps, and, by diminishing the number of efficient members, will probably 
eventually lead to its disbandment. As evidence of the probability of this, they would mention, that 
scarcely a fourth of the original members now remain in the Company. 

Your Excellency's memorialists respectfully submit that, as several of the principal matters of com-
plaint—especially the very grave one of condemning men unheard—have been expressly sanctioned by the 
Lieutenant-Colonel Commanding, the confidence of the whole Volunteer Force of the Colony must be 
materially shaken as to the wisdom, impartiality, and gentlemanly feeling with which it is managed. 

Your memorialists further submit that the apparent intention of the Lieutenant-Colonel Com-
manding, and of Captain Rossi, is to ignore and destroy the citizen character of the Volunteer Force, to 
disregard the fact that the privates are frequently in the same social position as the captains, and to reduce 
them to the same position of inferiority to their officers, not only in the ranks but elsewhere, that is the 
case in regiments of the line; and that this course, if persisted in, must eventually be fatal to the 
popularity of volunteering, and cause the men who hereafter join to be only those who will be actuated 
by no higher motive than a desire to secure land orders which they may convert into money. From men 
actuated by such a consideration as this, the desired subserviency may be expected; and, with the elimi-
nation from the Volunteer ranks of all noble devotion to Country and all spirit of self-respect, such 
disputes as those that have occurred in the Goulburn Company may possibly cease. But your memorialists 
respectfully submit that the character of the Force will be lowered, its efficiency in time of danger lessened, 
and the objects for which the Volunteer movement was originated fail to be attained. 

Your Excellency's memorialists therefore respectfully pray that, in consideration of the statements 
here made, your Excellency will be pleased to appoint a special Commission to inquire into the causes of 
disagreement between the captain and members of the Goulburn Company of Volunteers. 

And your memorialists, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

WILLIAM DAVIES. 
Supposed to be dated 3rd Oct., 1872. JOHN WALSH. 

W. R. RILEY. 
W. M. RUSSELL. 

To His Excellency Sin HERCULES ROBERT ROBINSON, Knight Commander of the Most Distinguished 
Order of St. Michael and St. George, Governor and Commander-in-Chief of New South Wales and 
its Dependencies, and Vice-Admiral of the same. 

MAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY :— 

Referring to the Memorial addressed to your Excellency on the 3rd installt, drawing atten-
tion to certain disagreements existing in the Goulburn Company of Volunteer Rifles, we have the honor 
again to address your Excellency, and to enclose to you a report, taken from the Goulburn paper, of 
certain proceedings at the Police Court, Goulburn, on Monday last. 

In forwarding this, we do so simply for the purpose of strengthening the Memorial previously sent, 
by showing conclusively that these disagreements are still in existence, without any probability of their 
ceasing under the present management of the Cothpany. 

We beg to subscribe ourselves, 
Your Excellency's most obedient Servants, 

Goulburn, 12th October, 1872. WILLIAM DAVIES. 
W. B. RILEY. 
JOHN WALSH. 
W. M. RUSSELL. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Richardson, with reference to previous papers relating to this matter.—B.C. 
12th Nov., /72. For U.S., W.G. Very urgent. 

[Raclosure.] 

SMALL DEBTS COURT. 

MONDAY, OcToBER 7. 
(Before the Police Magistrate and Messrs. De Lauret and Sheppard.) 

SEvERAL undefended cases in the Small Debts Court were thsposed of, after which the following defended cases were gone into 
Rossi v. King—This was an action brought by plaintiff, as Captain of the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles, against 

defendant, a member of the Company and also of the Band, to recover the sum of £10 upon a bond entered into by defendant,. 
in that amount to attend at certain practices and perform certain duties as bandsman, in consideration of receiving instruction 
in music and being provided with instruments and uniform. 

Mr. Betts appeared for the plaintiff, and Mr. Gannon for defendant. 
Mr. Gannon, at the commencement of the case, objected that the Court had no jurisdiction, as at present it was not pro-

perly constituted for the trial of any cases. The sixth clause of the Small Debts Act provided that a bailiff should be appointed. 
Such an officer was necessary for the service of subpmnas. He had made inquiry, and found there was no bailiff at present, and 
they had no power to go on without. Suppose, for instance, that a witness were guilty of contempt, and the Court were to pass 
any sentence upon him, there was no officer to carry it out. The police had no power to interfere, as the Act made special 
provision, and provided its own officer. 

The Police Magistrate said the defect might be remedied, and the Bench thereupon appointed Constable Lloyd to act 
as bailiff for the day. 

Mr. Betts, in opening the case, explained its nature, and contended that the verdict must be for the full amount of the 
bond or for nothing. He then tendered the bond in evidence, and called 

Mr. G. Martyr, who stated that the signature to the bond was that of defendant. 
To Mr. Gannoo: I was secretary to the Company; fines have been inificted on members of the Band. 
Mr. Gannon here said he had given Mr. Betts notice to produce all documents in the case, which he had not done. 
Mr. Betts stated he had not received any such notice; and Mr. Gannon said it had been left at his office. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Gannon asked Mr. Betts to produce the Band rules, also the book showing the fines incurred. 
Mr. Betts replied: We produce nothing. 
Mr. Gannon remarked: If you had not a dishonest case you would not be afraid to produce everything. 
Captain Rossi hereupon got up excitedly and claimed the protection of the Court. 
Mr. Gannon objected to Mr. Rossi speaking at all when he prosecuted by an attorney, and pointed out that no difference 

should be made between Captain Rossi and any other suitor. 
Some words ensued, Captain Rossi speaking at the top of his voice, and the Bench at last ruling that he ought not to 

interfere. 
Mr. Gannon then proposed to ask Mr. Martyr: Did you hear Captain Rossi tell defendant that if he were about to 

leave the district the bond would not be enforced? 
Mr. Betts objected to the question; but the objection was overruled. 
Witness: I did hear Captain Rossi tell defendant that if he had to leave the district the bond would not be enforced; 

I was told the same when my conjoined; White, a bandsman, left the Band and district, and has not been prosecuted, nor 
has Hayley, nor Oharley the drummer; there was an investigation by the committee in reference to the bandmaster, at which 
members of the Band gave evidence; defendant was examined. 

Band? 
Mr. Gannon: Did the committee after hearing the evidence decide that the bandmaster was incompetent to teach the 

Mr. Betts objected to the question, as the evidence, having been taken in writing, should be produced. 
Mr. Gannon: You have the documents? 
Captain Rossi: I have not; witness has them. 
Mr. Martyr: I have not; Captain Rossi sñust know that to be the case. 
The question was allowed. 
Witness continued to Mr. Gannon: The committee towards the end of July decided that Mr. Deane's services should 

be dispensed with after August 1st; defendant gave evidence, and was cross-examined by Mr. Deane; it was on receipt of a 
document signed by members of the Band that the inquiry was held. 

To Mr. Betts: No reason was assigned for the bandmaster's dismissal; I am not aware that other members of the 
Band who left the district applied for leave; I don't remember Mr. Dean applying to be heard before the committee decided; 
you were present, and must be aware that there was a good deal of excitement; some members of the Band are boys, but there 
are men in the Band also, and it was upon their making certain charges that the inquiry was held; my son signed the letter 
making charges against the bandmaster; he did it without my knowledge; I never spoke to him about it, nor did I speak to 
him about the evidence he could give; he is quite competent to judge for himself. 

Bdward Deane deposed: Defendant was a member of the Band; the last time he attended for practice was on the 6th 
June, and he has not played in the Band since; he was absent on the 9th July; I never received any explanation why he was 
absent; he played the first corsiet, which is the.leading instrument in the Band; he never gave inc notice of his intention to 
leave; I remember an inquiry into certain charges against me some time ago ; some boys belonging to the Band were 
examined; some of them were fourteen years of age and under; I recollect Mr. Betts making a protest against any decision 
being arrived at without my being allowed to make my statement; I never had an opportunity of doing so; I have had no 
notice that my services were to be dispensed with; I have not had much opportunity of teaching a brass Band collectively; I 
can teach every instrument separately; it is a common thing for a bandmaster not to take an instrument in his hand. 

To Mr. Occasion: It is the first brass Band, such as the Goulburn Volunteer Band, that I have taught; the charges 
made against me were by the bandsmen; I received a copy of the complaint, was present when the inquiry was going on, and 
had an opportunity of cross.examining the witnesses; defendant was examined; I heard that he had left the district; I 
recollect Bandsman White leaving the Band, also Hayley and Charley; I don't know that they were prosecuted; during the 
last six months I can name at least 160 absences a month; Captain Rossi may have told me that the committee wished to 
dispense with my services. 

To the Bench: I gave defendant private lessons to enable him to take the position of first cornet player; he played 
remarkably well considering the time he was in the Band. 

To Mr. Betts: There never was a time when I could not instruct defendant beyond a certain point; subsequently to the 
charges being made against me, one of the bandsmen asked me to set some music for him and defendant to play at a concert. 

Andrew Sproule, sergeant of the Band, deposed :—In July I asked defendant why he absented himself from the Band: 
he replied, he supposed he would be fined; afterwards he told me he was going Bathurst, and sent me his instrument and 
clothing. 

To Mr. Gannon: I accepted the clothing and instrument; I was one of the committee investigati1g certain charges 
against the bandmaster; some of the Band were examined; the committee, and I as one of them, recommended that his 
services should be dispensed with, but not upon the evidence taken; I could play before I joined the Band, and as well as most 
amateurs; I have heard complaints of Mr. Deane outside these charges ; the recommendation of the committee has not been 
carried out, although Captain Rossi was present at the meeting when the resolution was passed. 

To Mr. Betts: If I were leaving the district I should get leave or give notice; the recommendation of the committee 
was not carried out because Captain Rossi would not act upon it unless the committee signed a legal document indemnifying 
him against any consequences. 

To the Bench : Defendant has always been fined when he failed to attend at practice; he is also a member of the Com. 
pany; the Band meet three times a week for practice; I have not seen defendant at practice the last three months, but I have 
not been there much lately myself; I don't recollect telling defendant that he was fined on 9th July. 

F. R. L. .Rossi deposed : I remember defendant signing the bond; I don't recollect telling him at the time what has 
been stated to.day; I may have done so; but I never led defendant to understand, even by an infinitesimal point, that he could 
leave without giving notice ; at the same time I do not wish to impugn what has been stated; White left without notice, and 
joined the Permanent Force, but was reprimanded by the Commandant for leaving as he did ; Hayley's father sent a written 
application to be relieved from the bond; I know defendant has been absent from the Band; he had not given me notice of his 
intention of leaving the district. 

This was the plaintiff's case. 
Mr. Gannon said the case must fall through. A plaintiff coming into Court was bound to prove all that he alleged. 

In this case no such proof was given as could warrant the Bench in giving a verdict for the plaintiff. Defendant was a member 
not only of the Band but of the Company also; and under the 30th section of the Volunteer Act the maximum penalty that 
could be enforced against a Volunteer for any breach of rule was £5, consequently this bond was ultra aires, as Captain Rossi 
had no power to inflict a penalty of £10, and as he claimed here to be acting as Captain of the G-oulburn Volunteer Rifles, he 
was clearly out of Court. Defendant was a Volunteer, and the Volunteer Act gave him certain rights. He further disputed 
the right of Captain Rossi to have a Band at all; there was nothing to show that he had such authority. No rules were pro. 
duced, nor was there any evidence of consent from the Commandant for him to have a Band. The bond itself was very strict, 
and should be read as much for one side as the other. It was plain from the evidence that if defendant left the district he was 
clear of the bond; he had left the district, but first of all gave up his uniform and instrument to the proper authority. Mr. 
Betts had tried to show that the bond was forfeited through defendant's absences from practice, but it was proved that he had 
been fined for being absent, and no one could be punished twice for the one offence. He contended that proper instruction was 
not provided—not instruction fit for a full brass Band. As to the penalty, he disputed the idea that it must be £10 or nothing. 
It might be law in the District Court, but was not so in a Court of Equity. The penalty must be equivalent to damages proved 
to have been sustained. Now, what damages could the Band sustain because a man left after asking permission of the band. 
sergeant instead of that of the captain, while the captain had allowed three others to go away who asked him? No damages 
whatever had been proved. 
reply. Mr. Betts rose to reply; but Mr. Gannon objected that, as he had called no witnesses, the other side had no right of 

Mr. Betts argued that he could reply on points of law. 
The Bench leaning towards Mr. Betts's view, Mr. Gannon said if such were the ruling he should call witnesses. 
After some argument, Mr. Gannon asked the Bench to decide the question. 
Mr. Betts said the right had been repeatedly conceded to Mr. Gannon. 
Mr. Gannon: I have been stopped in the same way. 

Both 
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Both advocates then agreed that the decision of the Bench on the point should be taken as determining the future 
practice of the Court. 

The Bench held that the case had better stop at that point. 
Messrs. BeUs and Gannon: Then this decision will guide the future practice of the Court. 
The Police Magistrate, in giving the decision of the Bench, said they did not recognize the technical objections raised 

by the advocate for the defence, and that they held the bond to be perfectly good; but they must deal with the case on its 
whole merits. It had been distinctly stated that the defendant was told that if he left the district the bond would not be 
enforced; and although Captain Rossi did not recollect this, he could not give it a distinct contradiction. The verdict must 
therefore be for the defendant. 

The verdict was received with marked signs of approbation from the bystanders. 
The Court then adjourned till 230. 

GOULBIJRN POLICE COURT. 
MONDAY, Ocronan 7. 

(Before the Police Magistrate, and Messrs. De Lauret and. Sheppard.) 

Two adjourned summons cases, in which Captain Rossi, of the Goulburn Volunteers, sued Private Martyr for detention 
of arms and accoutrements, and of minute.book, &c., were, by consent, postponed till the 25th instant. 

THE GOULDURN VOLUNTEERS—MORE POLICE CouNT CASES.—By our report of the proceedings in the Small Debts Court it 
will be seen that on Monday last Captain Rossi sued Mr. Thomas King for £10, the amount of a bond entered into by defendant, 
by which he bound himself to pay the sum mentioned in the event of his not complying with the condition that he should 
attend regularly at the practices, &c., of the Band. It seems that Mr. King had been absent on some occasions, for each of 
which he had been fined; but believing that, as a journeyman, he could obtain better employment at Bathurst, he decided to 
leave Goulburn altogether, and accordingly he delivered up his uniform and the instrument he played to the Band-sergeant. 
He then left Goulburn; and Captain Rossi took out a summons against him, which was served upon him at Bathurst. A 
witness called for the plaintiff proved that the defendant when signing the bond was told that the penalty would not be sought 
to be enforced if he left the district. Several other matters cropped up during the hearing of the case, such as the fact that 
the bandmaster had been complained against by the members of the Band, and his services discontinued by unanimous vote of 
the committee, though the captain had notwithstanding chosen to retain him in his position; that the defendant was one of 
those who had given evidence adverse to the bandmaster; and that other members of the Band who had left had not been 
prosecuted. The following legal points were raised by the defendant's counsel :—First, that the defendant being a member of 
the Volunteer Force, no higher penalty than that provided in the 30th section of the Volunteer Act, namely £5, could be 
imposed; second, that it had not been proved in evidence that the captain had received the sanction of the officer commanding 
the Force to form a Band, and that without this sanction he had not the power to do so; third, that the defendant was induced 
to sign the bond by the representation that the penalty would not be enforced if he left the district; fourth, that the defendant 
was not supplied with competent musical instruction as member of a Band, it being shown that this was the first brass Band 
taught by the present bandmaster, and that the committee, whose representative the present plaintiff was, had themselves 
entertained complaints against the bandmaster, and unanimously agreed to dispense with his services; fifth, that the defendant 
had been punished for his absence from practice by being fined, and that no one can be punished twice for the one offence; 
and sixth, that in a Court of Equity only the damage actually sustained could be awarded, and that in this case no such actual 
damage had been proved. The Bench disregarded the technical objections, but gave a verdict for the defendant on the ground 
that when signing the bond he had been told that the penalty would not be enforced if he left the district. The decision of 
the Bench was received with applause by a Court more than usually crowded. During one part of the hearing of the case, the 
defendant's counsel having called for the production of certain documents, which were refused by the other side, characterized 
the prosecution as a dishonest one, whereupon Captain Rossi, though represented by an attorney, insisted on strongly protesting 
against the use of such an expression, and a short scene occurred, in which he had the principal part of the talk to himself. It 
may be mentioned that Mr. King is but a journeyman tradesman; and as going to Bathurst and returning have somewhat 
impoverished him, the penalty of £10 would have been a most serious loss to him, tantamount almost to ruin. Two other 
cases against Private and Secretary Martyr, who has lately been discharged from the Company by Captain Rossi, and who has 
appealed to His Excellency the Governor, and who was charged by the captain with refusing to deliver up his arms and 
accoutrements, and also with refusing to deliver up the minute-book, were postponed to the 25th instant. 
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FINDING IN THE CASE OF CAPTAIN ROSSI, 
GOTTLBTTRN VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

FIRST REPORT. 
THE Instructions to the Court of Inquiry appointed by His Excellency the Governor 
to investigate this case, are contained in the f6llowing Memorandum from the 
Brigade Office : — 

MEMORANDUM. Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 29 December, 1873. 

INSTRUCTIONS for the Court of Inquiry detailed in Brigade Order of 24 December, 1873 

The Court will investigate the case of Captain Rossi, Commanding the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer :Rifies, 
and receive his defence. 

It will inquire into the matters set out in a Memorial to His Excellency the Governor, undated, marked—
"Supposed to be dated 3rd Oct., 1872," in pencil, in left-hand corner—and matters contained in printed papers 
thereto attached; also, into matters set out in a second Memorial to His Excellency the Governor, dated 12th Oct., 
1872, with printed documents attached. 

It will submit its opinion as to the merits of the case, and as to whether the Goulburn Corps is likely to be-
benefited or not by Captain Rossi's further association with it. 

It will sit as an open Court. 

The attendance of a short-hand writer has been sanctioned, to facilitate the taking of evidence. It will be-
necessary that the gentleman performing this duty be sworn to take down the evidence correctly. 

JOHN RICHARDSON, 
Lt.-Col., Commandant. 

The charges set forth in the Memorial referred to are as follows : — 
Assault, by Captain Rossi on Corporal Fuller in the ranks. 
Assault, by Captain Rossi on Sergeant Mawson. - 
Resignation of two different committees. 

Resignation of all the corporals save one. 

Dismissal, on apparently trivial grounds, of Privates Chamlers and Morris. 

Appointment as sergeant of Private Hayley—a mere youth—over the heads of men of mature age, which 
appointment was therefore most distasteful to the Company. 

The order to Private Robinson when in plain clothes to give the military salute, in contravention of Regu-
lation 88, and the severe censure passed upon him by Colonel Richardson for non-compliance, without 
Private Robertson being allowed to reply. 

The dissolution of the Rifle Association, owing to the refusal by Captain Rossi of the use of the targets, 
notwithstanding that the rules of the Association had been sanctioned by himself. - 

The public reprimand of Corporal (now Private) Clarke, for saying, at a non-military meeting, that theCaptain 
had committed an error of judgment in bringing about the dissolution of the Association. 

The dismissal, unheard, of Private and Secretary Martyr, whose case is now before your Excellency, on petition 
from the party aggrieved. 

Summoning Mr. Martyr before the Police Court for not returning his arms and acicoutrements, notwithstanding 
its being known that the appeal to your Excellency was pending. 

Disputes between the members of the Band and the bandmaster, and the retention of the latter in his situation, 
notwithstanding a unanimous vote of the committee dispensing with his services. 

Attempts, supported by threats, to get members of the Band—many of them boys—to sign a document which 
your memoriahists are informed is an acknowledgment that they had been guilty of falsehood in their 
complaints against the bandmaster. 

Increasing the weekly subscriptions to a higher rate than in any other Company, without taking a regular vote, 
and refusing recruits the right to vote, notwithstanding that they were called upon to pay the increased rate. 

Dismissal of Private Paris, who, believing the increased rate to be illegally imposed, refused to pay more than 
the former subscription. 

Several Police Office cases between Captain Rossi and members of the Company, some arising out of non-
payment of the increased rate of subscription. 

Imperfect and unsatisfactory manner of keeping the Company accounts. 

The Court commenced its sittings at Goulburn on Tuesday, 30th December, 
1873, and concluded them on Tuesday, 6th January instant. 

Thirty-five witnesses were heard on oath, who were examined and cross- 
examined by Mr. Davies on behalf of the Memorialists, and by Captain Rossi in 
defence. 

321-B 
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The whole of the evidence was taken aown by a shorthand writer, but the 
greater portion of it has not yet been transcribed, owing to the protracted sittings 
of the Court, and consequently no opportunity has been afforded for its perusal. 
A detailed report upon the various charges is therefore at present impossible; but 
the Court feels itself in a position to express a general opinion upon the merits of the 
case, and deems it desirable to do so without further delay, in view of the public 
interest attaching to the Inquiry. 

With regard, then, to the charges contained in the Memorials,—The Court 
considers some of them to be of an unimportant character; and others to relate 
to cases which have been dealt with by Captain Rossi in strict accordance with 
his duty as Commanding Officer of the Corps; while in all they find that his 
action has been sustained either by advice or instructions from the Commandant. 
There are, however, certain cases of dismissal which will receive the further con-
sideration of the Court as soon as the Evidence is ready for perusal. 

If the investigation had been confined to the charges stated, there would have 
been no grounds for a Finding seriously adverse to Captain Rossi, but the third 
clause of the Instructions before quoted gave, a wider and more general scope to the 
Inquiry; and the Court desires to state distinctly that the conclusions at which it 
has arrived under this portion of its Instructions, are in the main based upon 
reasons eparate from any consideration of the specific charges referred to. 

In pursuance of this general instruction, the Court proposed for its own con-
sideration the following questions :- 

Is it true, as generally alleged, that the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer 
Rifles is in a state of disaffection and hostility towards Captain Rossi, 
as the Commanding Officer? 
If so, has Captain Rossi's management of the Corps led or contributed 
to this state of affairs? 
If such a state of disaffection and hostility does exist, is there any 
probability of its being allayed so long as Captain Rossi remains Com-
manding Officer? 
What is the state of public feeling in Goulburn in reference to the 
affairs of the Corps? 

After a most anxious consideration of these several questions, the Court has 
arrived at the conclusion that a very considerable number of the oldest and most 
influential members of the Corps are decidedly hostile and disaffected towards Captain 
Rossi; and that from a want of tact and prudence he has himself largely contributed 
to bringing about this result. By an over-rigid application of military rule and a 
habit of dealing inflexibly with. supposed breaches of etiquette—practices which might 
be correct enough in the government of a purely military body, but which are 
wholly inapplicable to a Volunteer Corps—Captain Rossi has caused occurrences of 
quite a trivial character to become sources of chronic irritation amongst the members 
of the Corps, and to be magnified, ultimately, into public grievances. In this way 
he has impaired his influence with the Corps, and lost the sympathy and support 
of the inhabitants of Goulburn. It is necessary to remark, that the evidence elicited 
and adduced by Captain Rossi in his defence confirmed the Court in these views more 
than anything that was proved, or even urged, against him by his accusers. 

For 
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For these reasons, the Court has unanimously arrived at the conclusion that 
neither the Goulburn Corps nor any one connected with it is likely to be benefited 
by the retention of Captain Rossi as Commanding Officer, and is of opinion that he 
should be relieved of the Command and allowed to retire. 

While, however, the Court is of opinion that this course is the only one that 
would be expedient in the circumstances of the Corps and the state of public feeling 
in Goulburn regarding it, it is also of opinion that Captain Rossi is entitled to great 
consideration. It is manifest that by many he is held in good esteem, and there is 
abundant .proof that as an Officer he is zealous almost to enthusiasm—not unmixed 
with the most kindly thoughtfulness towards many members of the Corps. 

The Court is of opinion, finally, that whatever steps may be taken in the 
matter, nothing should be done with the intention of inificting punishment upon 
Captain Rossi, but rather that he should meet with that generous consideration 
which should be accorded to one who has laboured hard and earnestly in the effort 
to discharge an onerous public duty, and of whom the worst that can be said is, 
that he has worked "not wisely, but too well." 

P. L. C. SHEPHERD, 
Major, President. 

JOHN H. GOODLET, 
Major, Corn. Sub. Battln. Members. 

THOS. RICHARDS, 
Major, 1st S.B.V.R. 

SECOND REPORT. 
SINCE sending in their general opinion on the 13th ultimo, the Members of the 
Court have perused the evidence, books, and documents before them; and, having 
given all the circumstances of the case their most careful consideration, have arrived 
at the following opinions upon the several charges set forth in the Memorial, 
namely 

1. Assault by Captain Rossi on Corporal Ruller in the ranks. 

The alleged assault, was not committed in the ranks. It was indiscreet on 
the part of Captain Rossi to lay his hand, however lightly, on Corporal Fuller; 
but, under the circumstances disclosed, his doing so c,ould scarcely, by the most 
strained construction, be termed an assault. The charge is unimportani. 

2. Assault by Captain Rossi on &rgeant ]Jfawson. 

Captain Rossi was not justified in laying his hand on Sergeant Mawson; but 
the Court regards the charge as frivolous. 

3. Resignation of two different Committees. 

Captain Rossi's action in regard to these circumstances was correct; but the 
quarrel might have been avoided by the exercise of tact on his part.. 

4. 



15(3 

12 

4. Resignation of all the Corporals save one. 

Captain Rossi is fully exonerated. Having the sole control in the appointment 
of non-commissioned officers, he had a perfect right to make any arrangements or 
establish any tests he considered proper in order to satisfy himself of the efficiency 
of the candidates. 

5. Dismissal on apparently trivial grounds of Privates Uhanibers and Morris. 

Privates Chambers and Morris were decidedly wrong; but the Court is of 
opinion that a severe reprimand would have been a more fitting punishment than 
dismissal. 
0. Appointment as Sergeant of Private Hayley—a more youth—over the heads of men of mature age, which 

appointment was therefore most distasteful to the Company. 

There are no grounds for complaint, and Captain Rossi appears to have acted 
with perfect fairness. 

The order to Private Robertson, when in plain clothes, to give the military salute, in contravention of Requ 
lation 88, and the severe censure passed upon him by Colonel Richardson for non-compliance, without 
Private Robertson being allowed to rply. 

Captain Rossi took up an untenable position, and was wrong in demanding a 
salute from a member of the Company while such member was out of uniform. 

The dissolution of the Rifle Association, owinq to the refusal by Captain Rossi of the use of the Targets, 
notwithstanding that the Rules of the Association had been sanctioned by himsef 

Captain Rossi had a right to forbid the use of the Targets; but he might 
have avoided all difficulty by exercising his undoubted authority with more con-
sideration towards the Association. 

The public reprimand of Corporal (now Private) Clarke, for salJinq, at a non-military meeting, that the 
Captain had committed an error of judgment in bringing about the dissolution of the Rjjle Association. 

The reprimand of Corporal Clarke in this instance was unjustifiable. 

The dismissal unheard of Private and Secretary Martyr, whose case is now before your Excellency, on 
Pet ition from the party aggrieved. 

Private Martyr was dismissed for protesting against the alteration, by Captain 
Rossi, of the Minutes in an irregular and informal way, and for characterizing such 
altering as "tampering with the Minutes." Private Martyr, as Secretary, was 
responsible for the correctness of the Minutes, and, in objecting to their being 
altered without the formal consent of the Committee, he did nothing more than was 
required of him by virtue .of his office. The word "tampering" may be regarded 
as an unnecessarily strong term, and it would have been wise of Mr. Martyr to have 
withdrawn it when the opportunity of doing so was afforded him; but, nevertheless, 
the Court is of opinion that, under the circumstances, its use did not furnish 
sufficient reason for dismissing him without previous inquiry. 

Summoning 3.&. Martyr before the Police Court for not returning his arms and accoutrements, notwith-
standing its being known that the appeal to your Rxcellency was pending. 

Captain Rossi, as custodian of the Government property used by the Corps, 
was right in taking all necessary steps for securing the return of Private Martyr's 
arms and accoutrements. 

Disputes between the members of the Band and the Bandmaster, and the retention of the latter in his 
situation notwithstanding a unanimous vote of the Committee dispensing with his services. 

Captain Rossi, being personally responsible, was quite justified in protecting 
himself against legal liability. 
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Attempts, supported by threats, to get members of the Band—ma'ny of them boys—to sign a document 
which your Memorialists are informed is an acknowledgment that they had been guilty of falsehood in 
their complaints against the Bandmaster. 

Captain Rossi appears to have been actuated by motives of kindness in this 
matter. 

Increasing the weekly subscription to a hiqher rate than in any other Gompany, without taking a regular 
vote, and refusing Becrz&its the riqht to vote, notwithstanding that they were called upon to pay the increased 
rate. 

Captain Rossi was not to blame in this matter, although there seems to have 
been some slight irregularity in putting the Resolution to the vote at the second 
meeting. 

Dismissal of Private Paris, who, believing the increased rate to be illegally imposed, refused to pay more 
than the former subscription. 

Private Paris's conduct was ill-advised and improper, but, under the circum-
stances, a severe reprimand and caution in the first instance would have been 
sufficient. 

Several Police Office cases between Captain Rossi and members of. the Company, some arising out of non-
payment of the increased rate of subscription. 

Captain Rossi simply performed his duty in instituting proceedings in these 
cases, and in regard to the Company subscriptions he was set in motion by the 
Committee. 

Imperfect and unsatisfactory manner of keeping the Company accounts. 

The Court fails to see that any blame attaches to Captain Rossi in regard to 
this matter. 

With this, its final opinion, the Court begs to transmit Minutes of Proceedings, 
together with Evidence taken, and all papers and documents handed in, during the 
course of the Inquiry. 

P. L. C. SHEPHERD, 
Major, V.A., President. 

JOHN H. GOODLET, 
Major, • Com. Sub. Battln. 

Members. 
THOS. RICHARDS,  

Major, 1st S.B.V.R. 

Volunteer Artifiery Office, 
2 February, 1874. 
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GOULBIJIRN VOLUNTEER CORPS: 
(CASE OP CAPTAIN ROSSI.) 

His EXCELLENCY THE GovERNOR to Liutir.- COLONEL RICHARDSON. 
Government House, 

Sydney, 4 February, 1874. 
Sin, 

I have carefully considered the papers (herewith returned) in connection with the Court of 
Inquiry recently appointed to investigate the frequent disagreements in the Goulburn Volunteer Corps, 
and I concur in the general conclusions embodied in the Report. 

It appears to me that the best course to adopt in the first instance will be to forward a copy of the 
Report to Captain Rossi; as I feel sure that, on perusing it, his zeal for the Service will at once lead him to 
relinquish voluntarily a position which I am of opinion he can now no longer retain with advantage to the 
public or credit to himse]f. 

I have also to request that you will convey to the President and Members of the Court my sense 
of the able and efficient manner in which they have conducted the Inquiry entrusted to them. 

I have, &c., 
HERCULES ROBINSON. 

CAPTAIN Rossi to His EXCELLENCY THE GovERNoR. 

To His Excellency SIR HERCULES Gnonau ROBERT ROBINSON, Knight Commander of the Most 
Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and Saint George, Governor and Commander-in-Chief of the 
Colony of New South Wales and its Dependencies, and Vice-Admiral of the same. 

Youn EXCELLENCY, 
With reference to the communication addressed to Lieutenant-Colonel Richardson, in which 

your Excellency is pleased to suggest that I should relinquish voluntarily my position as Captain of the 
Goulburn Volunteer IRifie Corps, I beg most respectfully to say that I feel I cannot at present, with 
justice to myself, act upon your Excellency's suggestion; and I beg most respectfully to lay before your 
Excellency the reasons which appear to justify me in arriving at this conclusion. 

The Court of Inquiry which assembled in. Oozslbumn on the 30th December was, as I was informed by 
letter from the Brigade Office, dated 25th December, 1873, "to investigate and record an opinion upon 
certain matters connected with the conduct of Captain Rossi, commanding the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer 
Rifles." This letter was accompanied by a Brigade Order, which was in precisely the same terms; and the 
letter itself went on to say, "I am directed to forward to you copies of two Memorials in which the matters 
laid to your charge are set out," &c. I annex copies of these two letters, and by them your Excellency 
will observe that I was clearly and distinctly called upon to meet the charges set out in the Memorials referred 
to, and, inferentially, nothing else. I accordingly prepared and conducted my defence solely and exclusively 
to refute these charges, believing that the Report of the Court of Inquiry would be based upon whatever 
opinion they might form of my conduct in refeience to these matters. Turning, then, to the Report of the 
Court, I respectfully ask your Excellency to say whether I have not on the whole succeeded in justifying 
my conduct upon the matters laid to my charge. I submit that the Court have decided substantially in 
my favour in nearly every one of the eighteen charges mentioned in the two Memorials; for they report 
that "the Court consider some of them to be of an unimportant character, and others to relate to cases 
which have been dealt with by Captain Rossi in strict accordance with his duty as Commanding Officer of 
the Corps," while in all they find, "that his action has been sustained either by advice or instructions 
from the Commandant." The Court, hovever, draw attention to certain cases of dismissal, namely, those 
of Chambers and Morris, Martyr and Paris. As to the dismissal of Chambers and Morris, the Court state 
that these gentlemen ere decidedly wrong, but that a severe reprimand would have been suffiéient. Upon 
this I beg to point out, as the evidence shows, that a Court of Inquiry was specially appointed to and did 
inquire into the conduct of Chambers and Morris; and such Court, after hearing the evidence of the 
accused, reported to the Commandant, who thereupon directed their dismissal, which recommendation 
was carried into effect. So the dismissal can scarcely have been said to be my act at all. As to 
the case of Mr. Martyr, the Court is of opinion that his conduct did not furnish sufficient reason 
for his dismissal without previous inquiry. Here, again, I acted as advised by the Commandant, whose 
written opinion upon the ease, conveyed to me through Major Hale, was in the following words :- 
If I were in Captain Rossi's place, I should dismiss the Volunteer referred to from the Corps, for insub My letter, with - 
ordinate conduct.—J.R., Comdt., 20/8/72." And not only so, but a Court of Inquiry, also specially hereto 

appointed to take evidence in this matter, decided the dismissal was proper, whereupon your Excellency 
decided that Mr. Martyr could not be reinstated. The 
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The only other case of dismissal is that of Paris, as to whom the Court say that his "conduct was 
ill-advised and improper," but under the circumstances a severe reprimand would have been sufficient in 
the first instance. As mentioned in my defence, Private Paris was insubordinate from the time he joined 
the Corps; and when I referred the matter of his dismissal to the Commandant, through Major Brown, he - 
decided that, under the circumstances, I had acted rightly. The only other charge upon which the Court 
say that I was not justified is No. 9, as to which the Court is of opinion that the reprimand of Corporal 
Clarke was not justifiable. I again refer to the evidence and documents, by which it will appear that I 
was directed by the Commandant to "caution" Corporal Clarke, which, as I implied, was to be 4one on 
parade, more especially as his condemnation of my conduct was in public and was published in the papers. 

Upon the above four charges, therefore, in which the Court to some extent attach blame to my 
conduct, I beg to ask your Excellency to be so good as to examine the evidence and papers, when I venture 
to hope that your Excellency will arrive at the conclusion that there are not grounds to condemn me, 
even upon the four charges named. Should your Excellency, however, after considering the facts above-
mentioned, and which are established by the evidence, fail to come to such a conclusion, I would still 
submit, considering the number and variety of the charges against me, that the decision of the Court is 
substantially in my favour; and having explained or refuted the charges laid against me, I would respect-
fully urge upon your Excellency that I have done all that according to' the copy Brigade Order I was 
called upon to do. I am now informed, however, for the first time, that the third clause of the instruc-
tions to the Court gave a wider and more general scope to the inquiry. The letter with which the copy 
of the Brigade Order was enclosed to me, apparently purported to send a copy of such Order in full. It 
appears now, however, that the Order in question contained five clauses, but only a copy of one of such 
clauses was forwarded to me; and though the letter I have mentioned referred indirectly to the second 
clause, no reference whatever was made to the third clause. This instruction is as follows 

3. It will submit its opinion as to the merits of the case, and as to whether the Goulburn Corps 
is likely to be benefited or not by Captain Rossi's further association with it." 

It was not in any way important that I should be informed of clauses 4 and 5 of the instructions, but 
it was most essential that clause 3 should have been communicated to me; for while I was confining my 
attention and directing my efforts to refuting all that I had any notice I should be called upon to refute, the 
Court was engaged in a further and different consideration, and was seeking to form an opinion upon a 
matter and a question which I did not know of, and which I could not anticipate formed any part of the 
inquiry. This portion of the instructions to the Court, I respectfully contend, should have been communi-
cated to me with the lett'r informing me of the object of the inquiry; otherwise, how could I be prepared 
with evidence upon this question, or know that it was important or necessary that I should go into any such 
inquiry at all? Under this head of "t/eir inquiry," the Court, as stated in their finding, proposed 
to themselves four questions—not one of which questions I had ever been called upon, or given to 
understand that it was necessary for me to meet, or for the Court to arrive at any decision upon. The 
witnesses examined against me were called to prove the charges set out in the Memorials; and as these 
charges were, to a great extent, complaints by persons who had been dismissed, alleged to have been 
assaulted, or reprimanded by me, it is manifest that the answers of these few persons to the four questions 
mentioned by the Court could not be expected to be in my favour. I respectfully but distinctly state that 
the Court did not enter upon an examination which could sufficiently and fairly put these questions to the 
test. It is true the Court say they were confirmed in their views by the evidence educed and elicited by 
Captain Rossi in his defence, but I respectfully submit that the evidence "educed and elicited" by me 
does not justify this remark; but whether this be so or not, the witnesses called by me were not called 
to prove that the Corps would be benefited. by my further association with it, and I distinctly state that 
I called no witness to testify as to whether the Corps would be benefited by my further association with it 
or not, because, as already stated, I was not aware that the Court were directed to make this inquiry. 
Had I been so aware, I would and could have called witnesses who would, I fully believe, have induced 
the Court to come to a different conclusion. 

To show that the Corps has not suffered by my retaining the command, I would refer your Excellency 
to the evidence which proves that the Corps now possesses the full number allowed, and that there are 
twenty-seven recruits waiting for vacancies—a larger number than there has ever been at any time previous; 
also to the fact that the number of efficients for 1873 is greater than in any previous year, and that the state 
of the Corps, as regards efficiency, has gone on steadily increasing each year. I may also add that there have 
lately been repeated applications to join the Band; and the Colours, which were most expensive, and about 
which so much was said, have been fully paid for. Upon the question put by the Court as to whether the 
state of disaffection (assuming any to exist), is likely to be allayed, I would ask that the evidence of 
Sproule, that there have been no quarrels since Martyr's dismissal,—the evidence of Mawson, Wilkie, 

Clarke, 
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Clarke, and others, that there is now, and has for some months past, been no cause ofcomplaint,—may be 

taken into account, as showing that there is no reason to believe that the unpleasantness which has 

occurred will be continued. 

With reference to the general opinion of the Court, sent to your Excellency on the 13th January, I 

cannot but observe that such Report was drawn up before the Court had an opportunity of perusing the 

evidence taken down by the shorthand writer; and in this opinion the Court state that if the investigation 

had been confined to the charges stated, there would have been no grounds for a finding seriously adverse 

to me. They also say that the Court desires to state distinctly that the conclusions at which they have 

arrived are, in the main, based upon reasons separate from any consideration of the specific charges 

referred to. As to the first statement, I again ask permission to point out that, so far as my information 

extended, the investigation was most clearly confined to the charges stated—the Brigade Order and the 

letter which accompanies it make no mention of, and I was never informed that the investigation would 

extend to any other matter whatever; so that while the Court, as they affirm, arrived at their conclusions 

upon reasons separate from any consideration of the charges referred to, those charges, according to 

my instructions, were the only consideration by which I was to be affected and to which my attention 
was directed. - 

If, as the ,Court state, that upon the charges laid against me there could be no finding seriously 

adverse to me, then I submit for your Excellency's consideration whether the question of the benefit to 

the Corps by my further connection with it ought to arise. The charges laid embraced everything that 

could be alleged against me; and having substantially obtained an acquittal upon these complaints, I 

ought not to be subject to condemnation simply because upon other grounds the Court appear to think 

that the Corps would be benefit-ed by my removal. I would ask how many persons there are in the Public 

Service occupying important positions, and against whose conduct there could be no finding seriously adverse, 

but at the same time whose removal would be regarded by some as a benefit to the public; and yet to compel 

such persons to resign or to remove them against their will would be the greatest injustice. The utmost the 

Court find against me, in their general Opinion, based, however, apart from the consideration of the charges 

upon which I was called upon to defend myself, is a "want of tact and prudence," "an over-rigid applica-. 

tion of military rule," and "a habit of dealing inflexibly with supposed breaches of etiquette,"—practiees 

which they allege are inapplicable to a Volunteer Corps. An examination of the Report referred to will 

show that this is the extent of their condemnation of my conduct; while they find in my favour "that 

Captain Rossi is entitled to great consideration," "that by many he is held in good esteem," that "there is 

abundant proof that as an officer he is zealous almost to enthusiasm, not unmixed with the most kindly 

thoughtfulness towards many members of the Corps,"—that he has laboured hard and earnestly in the 

effort to discharge an onerous public duty, and that the worst that can be said of him is that he has 

worked "not wisely, but too well." I would beg to point out that, in the cases of members of my Corps 

whose conduct is admitted to have been decidedly wrong; the Court express an opinion that a reprimand 

would in the first instance have been sufficient. Now, in my own case, in no instance does the Court go 

so far as to say that I have (to use their own words with reference to other cases) been "decidedly 

wrong"; and with reference to the remark that I have acted not wisely but too well, I would observe, as 

your Excellency will gather from the evidence and papers, that whenever any question has arisen I have 

invariably sought and followed the direction and advice of my superior, in the full belief that this would 
bemy wisest and safest course. 

I must now submit that if I were to resign my position at the present time, such resignation would 

be voluntary only in name. By myself, by my friends and the public at large, my resignation would be 

regarded in no other light than as a compulsory removal and as a punishment; and I feel most conscientiously, 

and respectfully and earnestly submit to your Excellency that, in my own conduct, and I may even say 

in the Report of the Court itself, no sufficient grounds exist or have been shown to render it necessary 
that such an extreme step should be taken. 

If I may be permitted to do so, I would beg of your Excellency to read the annexed declaration by 

Anthony Rogers, a member of the Corps, as showing the expressed opinion of Mawson, one of the witnesses 

against me, upon the question as to whether my resignation would be a benefit to the Corps. 

In conclusion, I would state that the references which I have made to the decision of the Court of 
Inquiry have not been by way of criticism, but only for the purpose of setting clearly before your 

Excellency the reasons which I would urge upon your attention as justifying me in venturing to take a 

course different from that which your Excellency has been pleased to suggest as the one which the Finding 
of the Court should lead me to adopt. 

I have, &c., 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Captain, G. V. Rifles. 

321—c Enclosz&res 
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Enclosures to the foregoing letter from Captain Rossi to His Excellency the Governor. 

[Enclosure 1.] 
Rossiville, Goulburn, 

24 December, 1873. 
Sir, 

Having reference to the telegram informing me that a Court of Inquiry will assemble on my case at Goulburn, at 
10 am, on Tuesday next, I have the honor respectfully to request to be informed whether I am to meet such evidence as shall 
be advanced against me, or in what manner it is purposed to initiate the proceedings. Without such information I am quite at 
a loss to know for what I am to be prepared; and I shall be thankful to be advised as soon as possible, if practicable, by 
telegram. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Lieut.-Col. Richardson. Captn. G.C.V. Rifles. 

[Enclosure 2.] 
No. 194. Brigade Office, 

Sydney, 24 December, 1873. 
BRIGADE ORDER. 

1. By direction of His Excellency the Governor, a Court of Inquiry will assemble at Goulburn at 10 n.m. on 
Tuesday, the 30th December next, to investigate and record an opinion upon certain matters connected with the conduct of 
Captain Rossi, commanding the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles. 

President: 
Major P. L. C. Shepherd, Vol. Art. 

Members 
Major J. H. Goodlet, Sub. Bn., V.R. 
Major Thos. Richards, Syd. Bn. V.R. 

Captain Rossi to be warned, and all evidence to attend. 
By Command, 

True copy,— W. B. B. CHRISTIE, Captn., 
W. B. B. Christie, Captn., Major of Brigade. 

Major of Brigade. 

[Esscloswre 3.] 

731691. 
Brigade Office, Sydney, 

25 December, 1873. 
Sir, 

I am directed to forward herewith, for your information, a certified copy of a Brigade Order of this day's date, 
l.,oJYErgade directing the assembling of a Court of Inquiry to investigate and record an opinion upon certain matters connected with the 

er 

dated
Mem conduct of Captain Rossi commanding the Goulburn Corps of Vol. Rifles. 

and 
as t, ie,vsper° I am also directed to forward to you copies of two Memhrials in which the matters laid to your oharqe are set out, a list 

3. Memorial dated 
of the witnesses who gave evidence before the Committee of the Assembly and the Court of Inquiry held in Goulburn; also 

12th Oct., 1872? the papers in which your defence made before the Court of Inquiry was set out. 
p,it °

mmo

itr Requesting you will be good enough to ith acknowledge receipt of these papers,— 

SPa er
acco  1 ma 

co3,,,cted 
I am, &c., 

svitdefencemade W. B. B. CHRISTIE, 
before Court of Captain Rossi. Major of Brigade. 
in q.iry. 

[Enclosure 4.] 
Goulburn, 13 August, 1872. 

Sir, 
When the Committee of my Company lately met me for the transaction of business, the Honorary Secretary, a 

private of Company, behaved himself in a very unseemly manner; while at the preceding meeting, when I was speaking, he called 
out" all bosh," and I had to require his apology. 

On the occasion to which I now more especially refer, he produced the Minute Book, but he had designedly omitted to 
introduce certain important remarks I had made at the previous meeting, and which I had so particularly desired to have 
noted that I had taken the precaution of sending a memo., requesting this to be done, to the Honorary Secretary. At the 
meeting, finding however that he had not complied with my wishes, I said to him—" Have I not asked you to place my remarks 
on the Minutes?" Be replied "I do not care what yin told sue ;" whereupon I myself wrote down in book what I wished 
to have inserted, and while doing so the Honorary Secretary said "Iprotest against the Minutes being tampered with." 

I have hesitated to bring before you this matter, and probably would not have done so, but last night in Committee the 
Honorary Secretary reiterated, by his insertion in Minute Book of the same words, his expression of my tampering with 

the Minutes. 
I requested him to withdraw those words, as I thought he could not be aware of their import. He refused to do so, 

although I remonstrated with him; whereupon I told him I should have to take notice of what he had done. 
May I ask to be kindly informed what course I should adopt under these circumstances. We were both in uniform. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. Captain, G. C. V. Rifles. 

Major Haies.—If I were in Capt. Rossi's place, I should dismiss the Volunteer referred to from the Corps, for insubor-
dinate conduct. B.C., 20/8/72.—J. S. R., Lieut.-Col., Commandant. 

Memo—Captain Rossi will be good enough to return this to me when he has perused the Commandant's remark.—
F. B. HALES, Major, Commanding Western Battalion. Bathurst, 23rd August, 1872. Returned to Capt. Rossi,—J. S. R., 
Lieut.-Col. Commanding, 16/9/72. 

Received second time, 25 Sept., 1872. 
Returned from Capt. Rossi. 18/4/73, T. B., Capt. 

[Enclosure 5.] 

In the Colony of New South Wales. Declaration. 
I Anthony Rogers, of Goulburn, in the Colony of New South Wales, coachman, do solemnly and sincerely declare as 

follows i_I am a member of the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles. Soon after the Report of the Select Committee was made 
known, myself and several other members of the Corps were speaking upon the question of Captain Rossi's removal; Sergeant 
Mawson was amongst them, and he stated, in the presence of myself and others, that if Captain Rossi resigned, he (Sergeant 
Mawson) would be one of the first to ask him to come back again. 

And I make this solemn declaration conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of the 
Act 9 Vie. No. 

ANTHONY ROGERS. 
Taken and declared before me, this 10th day of February, A.D. 1874, at Goulburn,—

C. S. ALEXAnDER, 
A Justice of the Peace. 

MINUTE 
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MINUTE BY THE GOVERNOR FOR THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL 

I RKVE to lay before the Executive Council the accompanying further papers in Captain Rossi's case 

Report of Court of Inquiry lately held at Goulburn with reference to Captain Rossi's 

management of the Goulburn Volunteer Corps. 

Supplementary Report of Court, with Minutes of Evidence and connected papers in the case. 

Copy of a letter addressed by me to the Commandant, dated 4th February, 1874, inviting 

Captain Rossi to retire from his position as Captain of the Goulburn Volunteer Corps. 

Letter from Captain Rossi declining to act upon this suggestion. 

It is impossible, I think, after a careful perusal of these papers, to arrive at any other conclusion 

than that Captain Rossi is not well fitted for the command of a body of Volunteers, and that it is desirable 

in the interests of the public that his services should be dispensed with. I regret that Captain Rossi has 

apparently failed to appreciate the consideration with which he has been treated, and that he has not 

thought it due to both the Service and himself to relinquish voluntarily a position for which he is, in the 

opinion of competent and impartial judges, unsuited. I may add that his mode of meeting my suggestion 

is in itself a strong corroboration of the correctness of the general Finding arrived at by the Court, and 

I have no hesitation therefore in submitting to the Executive Council the propriety of relieving Captain 

Rossi from his command by dispensing with his further services 111 that capacity. 

HERCULES ROBINSON. 
Government House, 

11th February, 1874. 

PJLOcEEDncGS of the Executive Council, on the 12th day of February, 1874, with reference to the case of 

Captain Rossi, of the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles. 

His Excellency the Governor lays before the Council the Reports and other papers cOnnected with the 

Court of Inquiry, lately held in Goulburn, with reference to Captain Rossi's management of the Goulburn 

Volunteer Corps. 

His Excellency also lays before the Council a Minute, setting forth his views on the case, and 

expressing his opinion that Captain Rossi's services as Captain of the said Corps should be dispensed 

with. 

2. The Council having considered the Reports and other papers herewith submitted, concur in the 

opinion expressed by His Excellency the Governor, in the Minute above referred to, and advise that 

the services of Captain Rossi, as Captain of the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles, be dispensed 

with. 
ALEX. C. BUDGE, 

Approved.—H.R., 12/2/ 74. Clerk of the Council. 

His EXCELLnNCY THE GOVERNOR to LTEUT.-COLONRL RICHARDSON. 

Government House, 

SIR, 
Sydney, 12 February, 1874. 

I have carefully considered in Executive Council the Report of the Military Court recently 

assembled at Goulburn to inquire into Captain Rossi's case, together with that Officer's reply to my letter 

to you of the 4th instant; and, acting on the advice of the Executive Council, I have arrived at the 

conclusion that it is desirable to dispense with Captain Rossi's further services as Commanding Officer of 

the Goulburn Volunteer Corps. 

I enclose, for communication to Captain Rossi, a Minute of the proceedings of the Executive Council 

in his case, and request that you will take the necessary steps for carrying the decision thus arrived at 

into effect. 
I have, &c., 

HERCULES ROBINSON. 
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GOTILBURN VOLUNTEER CORPS: 
(CASE OF CAPTAIN IROSSI.) 

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS AND EVIDENCE. 

321-D 
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LIST OF WITNESSES. 

For the Prosecution. For the - Defence. 
NO v. NO. PP. 

1. Mr. H. Chambers....................................... 55 1. Private J. Cole....................................... 90  

2. Private H. S. Clarke ................................. 19 & 77 2. ,, W. Cole ..................................... 89 

3. D. Cleary .................................... 11 3. ,, C. E. Coleman ........................... 92 

4. H. G. Clegg ................................. 74 4. Lieutenant W. Chishoim ........................ 85 

5. J. B. Craig ................................... 54 5. Mr. W. Conolly .................................... 82 

6. Mr. W. Davies.......................................... 13 6. Mr. G. Fyfe.......................................... 93 

7. Mr. H. Fenton .......................................... 79 7. Private J. Hogan ................... ................. 88 

8. Private C. S. Filler .................................... 78 8. J. Horton ................................. 88 

9. Mr. J. Hailfield ....................................... 72 9. M. Hurley ................................. 96 

10. Mr. G. Martyr.......................................... 1 10. Mr. W. Kershaw.................................... 80  

11. Private B. Mawson .................................... 28 11. Private E. J. Lenehan ........................... 84  

12. Mr. J. S. Paris.......................................... 47 12. ,, T. M'Hugh................................. 82 

13. Mr. W. R. Riley ....................................... 56 13. ,, F. O'Sullivan .............................. 81 

14. Private W. F. Robertson ........................... 50 14. A. Rogers ................................. 94 

15. Quartermaster-sergeant A. Sproule ............... 36 & 42 15. ,, A. Sherring................................. 91  

16. Sergeant J. J. Trenery .............................. 61 & 66 16. Corporal T. Wilkie ................................. 93  

17. Mr. M. Walker ....................................... 77 17. Private A. Wilson ................................. 90  

18. Mr. J. H. Woodhill................................. 95  

CaptainRossi's statement ......................................................................................................... 98  

Exhibits............................................................................................................ ... ... ............... 
108 
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GOULBTJRN VOLUNTEER CORPS—CASE OF CAPTAIN ROSSI. 

PROCEEDINGS of a COURT OF INQUIRY assembled at Gouthurn, on the 30th 
December, 1873, by direction of His Excellency the Governor, bearing date 

24th December, 1873, to investigate and record an, opinion upon' certain 
matters connected with the conduct of Captain Rossi, Commanding the Goul-
burn Corps of Volunteer Rifles. 

President : 

Major P. L. C. SHEPHERD, Vol. Art. Bde. 

]t'[ernbers: 
Major J. H. GOODILET, Sub. Batt Vol. Rifles. 

Major THos. RICHARDS, Sydney Batt. Vol. Rifles. 

TUESDAY, 30 DECEMBER, 1873. 

Miron P. L. C. SHEPHERD, VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY, President. 

MAJOR J. H. GOODLET, SUBURBAN BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

MAJOR THOS. RICHARDS, SYDNEY BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

The Court was opened in the Court House, Goulburn, at Eleven o'clock am. 

The President read the Brigade Order, bearing date the 24th December, 1873; and the members of 
the Court made the usual declaration. 

The shorthand writer, Mr. Chas. Robinson, was duly sworn. 
The President read the memorial to His Excellency the Governor, marked "supposed to be dated 

3rd October," from Messrs. William Davies, John Walsh, W. H. Riley, and William Murray Russell; and 
also the memorial from Messrs. Davies, Walsh, Riley, and Russell to His Excellency the Governor, dated 
Goulburn, 12th October, 1872. 

Mr. W. H. Riley was called to give evidence, but did not appear. 
A letter was received from J. W. Ohishoim, J.P., Esq., acknowledging the receipt of summons, and 

declining to give evidence. 
The memorialists and the defendant were permitted to consult their legal advisers throughout the 

proceedings, but professional gentlemen were not permitted to address the Court. 
Authority was given to the memorialists to examine witnesses through the Court. 

George Martyr was called and duly sworn:—

Captain Rossi applied that all witnesses should be ordered to leave the Court. 

The Court directed that all witnesses, other than those who had signed the memorial, should be 
ordered to leave the Court. 

Witnesses withdrew. 
Examination by the Court :- 

Your name is George Martyr, I believe? Yes. G. Martyr. 
You have heard the charges read? I have. 
You were at one time a member of the Goulburn Volunteer Corps? Yes; from the commencement. 30 Dec., 1873. 
What rank did you hold? I was a private, and also secretary. Soon after the formation of the Corps 

I became secretary to the Corps, on the resignation of Lieutenant Windeyer. 
Have you been examined before on charges similar to those which you have heard read to-day? Yes; I 

was examined before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly. 
Are you willing that the evidence then given by you should be taken as your evidence now? Yes. 
Is the evidence which you gave before the Select Committee true? It is. 

President.] Have you, Captain Rossi, any objection to that evidence being adopted as the evidence 
.of Mr. Martyr? Captain Rossi.] Not at all. 

The evidence of Mr. George Martyr, given before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly, 
on the 20th February, 1873, was read by the Court, and, together with Appendices B 1, 
B 2, B 3, and B 4, were admitted by the witness as follows :- 

You were at one time connected with the Goulburn Volunteer Corps? I joined it at the commence-
ment. 
What were you in connection with it? A private; and from early in 1869, honorary secretary, up 

to the date of my dismissal. 
At what time was the Company formed? In November, 1868. 
When were you elected secretary? Some time in 1869, after Ensign Wiudeyer left. 
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G. Martyr. 12. How long did you fill that office? Four years. 
13. You had no recompense for performing the duties? None whatever. 

30 Dec., 1873. 14. You are aware what this Committee is appointed for? I am. 
Are you acquainted with the particulars• of any of the disagreements that have occurred? I think it 

would save the Committee a good deal of trouble if I begin from the beginning, and state what I know. 
.1 became secretary in 1869. Captain Rossi joined as captain after I became secretary. A few months 
after be joined, at a meeting of the committee—a full committee, I believe, at the time—consequent upon 
some disagreements which had arisen in connection with the appointment of quartermaster and colour-
sergeants, one of the committee—Sergeant Welbywished to make an explanation in connection with the 
part he had taken. Sergeant Cleary, also a member of the committee, wished to do the same. Captain 
Rossi said he would have no explanation whatever. They persisted, and, he told them that if they did 
persist he should leave the chair. Finding then that we could not act with credit to the Company, the 
two sergeants, Corporal Clarke, and myself, resigned; the other three did not. Upon the earnest request 
of Lieutenant Alexander, I withdrew my resignation, and became again secretary. That was the first 
disagreement in the Company, consequent upon Captain Rossi's overbearing conduct in committee. The 
next case that I call to mind was at the first annual general meeting of the Company, on the 30th March, 
1870. I, as secretary, had prepared a balance sheet. This balance sheet I had handed to Captain Rossi, 
as ner as I can remember, some five or six days previous to the meeting. I heard nothing more about 
it until I attended the meeting. Captain Rossi, as chairman, then read a balance-sheet differing from the 
one I had given him, and called upon me as secretary to read the items. I told him at once that it was 
impossible for me to read items which made a different balance from what I myself had made. I was pro 
ceeding to explain where I believed the difference arose—for I saw what it was—when Captain Rossi, in 
a loud and violent manner, ordered me to be quiet, and told me I should make no explanation. I persisted 
in saying I would not read the balance sheet unless I did make an explanation. He then said—" I order 
you to sit down." I told him I would not sit down, nor would I read the balance sheet as he had prepared 
it. He then dissolved the meeting. We were not in uniform. He told all the men to attend the next 
day, or the day after, in uniform. We attended in uniform. Captain Rossi then brought up a balance 
sheet differing from the one he brought before, and, as near as I can tax my memory, because I had not 
my own returned to me, within is. 8d. of the balance I had made, which was accounted for by being a 
charge on an overdraft at the Bank, which Captain Rossi paid out of his own pocket. 

The original balance sheet you made out was a correct one? It was. I have never seen it since. 
What was the difference between the balance sheets? Only a few shillings; but the one Captain 

Rossi produced was not correct. As secretary I could not consistently read items producing a balance 
which 1 had never seen. Captain Rossi had never taken the trouble to communicate with me after I had 
given him my balance sheet. I believe the mistake consisted in his putting down £3 5s., instead of 3s. 
5d.,—a clerical error. At this second meeting a discussion arose—I scarcely remember how—as to the 
right of a member to speak at the meeting unless he was in uniform. Privates Chambers and Morris 
were neither of them in uniform, and they insisted upon speaking. Captain Rossi ordered them to desist 
and would not hear them. He afterwards reported them to the Colonel, and they were dismissed upon his 
information. 

Are you aware whether they were called upon for explanation? One was, I believe—Chambers. 
Not the other? 1 think not the other; I could not be quite clear on that point now; I was not 

present when the inquiry took place. I think the next disagreement that took place was in consequence 
of the appointment by Captain Rossi of Private Lindsay Waugh to be quartermaster-sergeant—the 
youngest man in the Company—over the heads of non-commissioned officers and of privates who were 
much older men. 

What was about his age? I should think he might have been twenty. No, he was not twenty; it 
is four years ago, and he is about twenty-two now. Another cause of grievance was a similar one—the 
appointment of Private Hayley, first as corporal and then as sergeant—he being another of the youngest 
in the Corps—over the heads of others his seniors in rank and age. I have no doubt it may be said he 
did pass an examination, but others were not asked to pass this examination. 

Those who were senior to him in rank were not asked to pass the examination? No other privates 
were asked to pass it. 

Do you think they would have passed the examination? I flatter myself I was as well qualified as 
any man in the Company, but 1 was not asked. I considered it a great grievance to me, because I 
happened to be one of the first in joining, and the oldest man in years in the Company. One of the next 
things was with regard to the changing of a rule. We had certain rules sanctioned by the Government, 
and amongst these rules was one making the amount payable by each member of the Company threepence 
a week. The Act does not allow them to pay more than a shilling. Through misnianagement in regard 
to matters of the Band, the Company had got into debt, and a general meeting of the Company was 
called to consider the advisability of raising the amount to a shilling a week. A proposition was made 
that the payment should be raised to a shilling a week for three months or six months. I believe I 
moved it myself. I considered that would clear us of debt. This motion was carried, but subsequently 
disallowed by the Commandant or the Governor. At another meeting I again proposed that the subscription 
should be raised to a shilling a week without any limit as to time. The motion was seconded, and when about 
to be put by Captain Rossi, who was in the chair--instead of putting it to the meeting, as it should have been 
put, and asking if there was any amendment, he got up and said: "As there is no amendment to this motion, I 
shall consider it carried." I knew at the time that there were sixteen or eighteen men there who wanted 
to propose an amendment for sixpence a week. That gave rise to a great deal of discontent and trouble 
in the Company, and eventuated in the dismissal of Private Paris. Paris was not present at the meeting, 
and knew nothing about this shilling a week being demanded. He persistently, from the beginning, 
declared he never would pay it, as he thought it was carried in a wrong manner, and he did not consider 
himself bound to pay it. He was summoned to Court by Captain Rossi for it. The case broke down, I 
think; but, at any rate, the result was that Captain Rossi reported it to Colonel Richardson as a breach of 
discipline, and Paris was dismissed for no other cause but that. I may as well remark, that it is necessary 
by the Act that every alteration in these rules should be sanctioned by the Governor; and since that shilling 
a week was carried, it has been reduced to sixpence a week, without any sanction from any one; so that 
the amount they are paying now is not a legal amount. With regard to the matter of the salute, that is 
one of the next. I know it has been the habit of Captain Rossi always to expect his men to salute him, 

whether 
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whether in uniform or not. With regard to the case of Private Robertson, I was on the ground at the time G. Martyr. 
it happened. It was at a rifle match. Captain Rossi was in undress uniform, and all the competitors were t—"--' 
in undress uniform. I was scoring. I was not in uniform. Private Robertson, after his day's work was 30 Dec., 1873. 
over, walked down to see the end of the match, and' as he passed Captain Rossi said—" Good evening, 
Captain." Captain Rossi turned round and said—" Don't you salute me?"  Robertson said—" I said' Good 
evening, Captain' "; Captain Rossi said—" I want the military salute"; Robertson said—" I am not in 
uniform, Captain"; Captain Rossi said—" No matter, I want it"; whereupon Robertson said—" I decline 
to give it." Captain Rossi then took him on one side, but he still declined. On that he reported him to 
Colonel Richardson. When the Colonel's reply came, Robertson was called to the front before the Com- 
pany, some thirty-five or thirty-six being present, and publicly'reprimanded by Captain Rossi, by his reading 
a portion of a brigade order from Colonel Richardson, but carefully forgetting to read the first part, which 
censured Captain Rossi for putting himself in a position to be refused. 
That you know? .That I know, because I saw a copy of the brigade order afterwards. 
Will you attach that to your evidence P Yes. I think I can find it in one of the newspapers. 

(Appendix B 1.) 
You know that that is what took place upon that occasion between Captain Rossi and Private 

Robertson? Yes, I was close by. - 
And you cannot be mistaken? I cannot be mistaken. While on the subject of this salute, there is 

another remark which I think goes to show Captain Rossi's puerile ideas ; and I can speak from my own 
personal knowledge that it has been done in more cases than this. Three recruits, two of them named 
Curtis, brothers, and one lad named Mason Watson, came to the office, while we were in committee, to be 
sworn in. Captain Rossi asked me to fill in the oath of allegiance, which I did, and passed it to the boys 
to sign. Before signing, Captain Rossi turned to them and said—" I wish you to understand that I require 
all my men to salute me, whether I am in private clothes or not, whether either of us is in uniform or not; 
will you promise to do this ?" The boys said they would, and then he took the oath from them. I do not 
know whether he would have refused or not if they had declined. The next case comes to the matter of 
the formation of the Rifle Association and its sudden collapse. Owing to little things that transpired with 
regard to the shooting, we thought to get off some of the restrictions which were put on the getting up 
of matches, by forming a Rifle Association, to consist of members and honorary members of the Volunteer 
Company. Captain Rossi sanctioned the formation of this Association, and I was instructed to draw out 
a code of rules. I did so, with the assistance of two or three others, and they were produced at a public 
meeting at which Captain Rossi presided. Captain Rossi distinctly declined to take any office in the 
Association whatever, either President or even as a member of the committee. I read the rules seriatim, 
and every one after being read was put to the meeting formally, carried, and, at my suggestion, sigired by 
Captain Rossi, so that there could be no bother about saying the rules were not correct afterwards. 
This is a copy of the rules. Throughout the rules Captain Rossi is not mentioned, except perhaps in one 
instance, and that is this: " Ojicer in command.—At all prize meetings or meetings for practice, the senior 
officer of the Corps on the ground shall be the officer in command." In no other instance is any other 
officer named, but the sixth rule is this: "The management of the Association shall be vested in a President, 
Vice-President, Treasurer, and Secretary, all of whom shall be, ex officio, members of the committee, with 
a committee of eight, to be elected annually." And then the ninth rule is this: "All income, funds, and 
property of the Association shall be under the control of the committee, who shall also have the entire 
management and superintendence of all other affairs connected therewith." These are the only rules 
touching upon the management throughout, except with regard to the target practice. Acting upon these 
rules, sanctioned by Captain Rossi, a communication was made to me, I think, from the Richmond Com-
pany, to arrange a match with the Association. I, of course, did so. We arranged to shoot on a certain 
day. Nothing was said against it till a few days before the day appointed, when a Company order was 
issued by Captain Rossi, saying that the targets were not to be used on that day. 
The targets were not wanted for any purpose? No. He would not allow any shooting that day at 

the targets. The order was, there should be no shooting at the targets on a certain day—the day he knew 
we had arranged for the match. 
Did he assign any reason? He did not. It transpired afterwards that he did it because we had 

arranged this match without first asking his sanction, which sanction by these rules was not required. 
When this took place, John William Chisholm, iEsquire, one of our oldest Magistrates, and one of the best 
people with regard to Volunteers in the whole district, resigned his office as President. Seeing the fix we 
were in, I called a meeting, as I was authorized to do by the rules, at the request of eight members, and we 
dissolved the Association. At this meeting, Corporal Clarke, who was Vice-President of the Association, 
made some remarks expressive of the pity it was that the Association was broken up—I cannot remember 
the exact words—and also reflecting in very mild terms upon Captain Rossi's want of tact in forcing us to 
do so. For this, Corporal Clarke, though a non-commissioned officer, was called to the front, in the 
presence of the whole Company on parade, and publicly reprimanded for what he had done as• Vice-
President of the Rifle Association. Captain Rossi was not present when Corporal Clarke made these 
remarks, and he based his censure on a newspaper report, without asking Corporal Clarke whether he had 
made use of the words or not. 
Mr. J. W. Chisholm and Mr. Clarke have heed a long time connected with Goulburn? Yes. 
And have occupied positions of some distinction there? Yes. 
Are they equal to Captain Rossi in social position? I should say above him. 
Mr. Chisholm was a warm supporter of the Volunteer Corps? Mr. Chisholm was the best supporter 

we had. He gave us £40 towards our Band, and has done everything he could to further us. He has 
been an honorary member from the commencement. 
Did this action of Captain Rossi lead to the winding up of the Rifle Association? Yes. 
Was it a military meeting where Corporal Clarke made these remarks? Certainly not. It was a 

meeting of members of the Rifle Association, acting under their own rules; sanctioned by Captain Rossi. 
In opening this matter with reference to the Rifle Association, you said you established it owing to 

the difficulty of getting up matches ;—how did that difficulty arise? The difficulty arose from this—that if 
the secretary of any other Company wrote to me as secretary of the Goulburn Company, Captain Rossi, 
even though the letter stated it was written with the sanction of the Captain of the Company, would not 
acknowledge the letter at all. He would say that the letter must come from the Captain of the Company, 
and must be replied to by him as Captain of the Goulburn Company. In no other Company is that 
the case. 36. 
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G. Martyr. 36. That is the difficulty you refer to? Yes. 
-'----- 37. Now with reference to your own case? This is a copy of a memorial which I sent to His Exceflency 
30 Dec., 1873. the Governor, at the time, and which states, as concisely as I well can, what transpired in my own case. 

(Memorial read. Appendix B 2.) 
When you used the word "tampering," were you or Captain Rossi in uniform? We were both in 

uniform. 
What reply did you receive to your memorial? After I sent this to the Governor, a Court of 

Inquiry was called, consisting of Major Raymond, Captain Wells, and Captain Baynes. 
By whom was this Court appointed? By Colonel Richardson, I believe—I am not quite sure. 
You say that Colonel Richardson recommended your dismissal on Captain Rossi's exparte statement? 

Yes. Here is Captain Rossi's charge against me at the time. (Letter read. Appendix B 3.) The Court 
of Inquiry was held on the 12th November, but I got no notice of it from Captain Rossi till the 7th of 
November, though he had had it in his possession a fortnight previous. I ought to have had it a fortnight 
before he sent it to me. 
There was a Court of Inquiry held? There was, at which evidence was taken on both sides. It 

resulted in the following. (Letter read. Appendix B 4.) I may mention that we had had a long and 
tedious inquiry, night after night, sometimes up to 2 o'clock in the morning, into charges made by the 
bandsmen against the bandmaster, which terminated in the committee unanimously agreeing that the 
bandmaster's services should be dispensed with. That resolution having been carried, I handed it over to 
the commanding officer, as I always did, in writing, but he refused to act upon it, and has not acted upon 
it up to this day. Mr. Deane remained as bandmaster up to the expiration of his engagement. There 
have been other disagreements in the Company with regard to promotions, which led not long ago to the 
resignation of four of the corporals. Corporal Clarke knows more about that. 
What do you know of the matter—Was it in consequence of some young men or lads being promoted? 

It was partly in consequence of that, and partly in consequence of a regulation with regard to examinations. 
Not having been a non-commissioned officer, I hardly know what they were. They all resigned in a body. 
You spoke of Private Paris? I mentioned him as having been dismissed for refusing to pay the 

shilling a week—having said, from the beginning, he would not pay it,- in consequence of its not having 
been carried in a regular manner. At that very meeting, I may add that there were several recruits in 
the room who had joined, perhaps from a week to a month or two, and had not passed their recruit drill, 
but who all would have to pay this shilling a week, but were not allowed to vote. 
This increased subscription was carried by a majority? You cannot tell; it was never put to the 

meeting at all. 
Did it rest with Captain Rossi or with the meeting? With the meeting. In no committee meeting 

whatever is anything military gone into. It is simply a farce to say it is military; we are only empowered 
to assist Captain Rossi in financial matters; we cannot interfere with military matters. 
There is a charge contained in the memorial: "Attempts, supported by threats, to get members of 

the Band—many of them boys—to sign a document which your memorialists are informed is an acknow-
ledgment that they had been guilty of falsehood in their complaints against the bandmaster." Do you 
know anything about that? Yes, I know something about that, because my boy is one of them. In the 
first instance, a good many members of the Band—I believe the bulk of them—sent in a list of written 
charges against Mr. Deane, the bandmaster, for incompetence and not teaching them. Upon this the 
inquiry was held which resulted as I have already said. After I was dismissed, a document was drawn up 
by Messrs. Deane & Deane—of which I never saw a copy, but my boy told me the purport of it—stating 
that the charges made against Mr. Deane were not based in truth. This document Captain Rossi required 
all those who had signed the other document to sign, telling them at the time that if they did not sign it, 
proceedings would be taken against them. Now this was done, and boys induced to sign it, minors, who could 
not enter the Band without their fathers—I among them—signing a bond, in a penalty of £10, that they 
should obey certain rules. Captain Rossi insisted upon these boys signing this, in the first instance, 
without consulting their parents at all. I never was consulted at all, and should have known nothing 
about it, only that my boy told me of it. As a matter of course, I told him not to sign it, and he never 
did. These were the boys who had previously signed the charges against the bandmaster. 
Do you know how many persons refused to pay the increased subscription? No, I could not say. 

I may mention this, with regard to my own case, that, knowing I had memorialized the Governor, and 
knowing that an inquiry was pending, Captain Rossi summoned me to Court two or three times to give 
up the books, putting me to expense each time. Of course I declined to give up anything till my case 
was decided. 
Do you think you have been injured by your dismissal? I am sure I have. I certainly have if we 

are to have the land orders, having served four years out of the five necessary to entitle me to one—not 
only working as a private, but as secretary, and doing all the work, which I can assure you was no trifling 
job, owing to this man's mismanagement of the Company. The fact is, it really amounts to this, that 
Captain Rossi makes himself captain, secretary, and everything else. 
Who was the first Captain of the Goulburn Volunteers? Captain Finlay. 
How long was he Captain? Not more than two or three. months. We were all sworn in in March, 

1869, and Mr. Finlay accepted the office of Captain then. I think it was in August or September that 
Mr. Rossi was made Captain, because Captain Finlay could not attend to it. 
What was the largest number of Volunteers you had? We had at one time 110, ten over our 

regulated number. 
How many are there now? I think about ninety-six. I have not the roll book now. 
Have you any idea how many have resigned? There are not a third of the original members left. 

Some have resigned owing to their being obliged to leave the district, but the greater number through 
dissatisfaction with Captain Rossi. 
Have many young persons joined lately? Yes, a good many. There is a very different class of men 

joining now to what joined originally. - 
To what class of citizens were the original men belonging? The best men out of the stores, bankers' 

clerks, two bankers themselves—Mr. West and Mr. Anderson—and a schoolmaster, Mr. Welby. 
Was there any disagreement in the Corps before Mr. Rossi became captain? I think not. 
Did you join before the law was passed to give the Volunteers land orders? I do not know when 

the law was passed. I joined in November, 1868, but I unfortunately broke my leg shortly afterwards, 
and 
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and did not. go to drill for some time. I was one of the originators of the movement. It was three or G. Martyr. 
four elderly men like myself who went in more for the sake of inducing the younger fellows to join. 
The Goulburn Volunteers were a great success at first? The finest Company in the Colony they 30 Dec., 1873. 

would have been now, if they had been properly managed. 
Was Mr. Rossi proposed as a non-commissioned officer? He was proposed as sergeant and corporal, 

and rejected. 
How came he to be made captain? We could not get any one to take the office at all. We went 

to Mr. John Chishoim, Mr. Bloomfield, and every person about the town, but could not get any person 
who had the time to take it. As a last resource, we went to Mr. Rossi. 
Then Mr. Rossi would not have been captain if you could have got any one else? No. 
What sort of terms were you on with Captain Rossi before this disagreement? Always on good 

terms. I have known him well, and. his father before him, for thirty years. 
What is the general complaint against Captain Rossi as a commissioned officer? That he is a man 

totally unfit to command other men. He is naturally imperiouls in his manner, impatient of control, and 
unable to restrain himself one bit: 
He has committed some assaults? Yes, on Corporal Fuller and Sergeant Mawson, for one of which 

he was fined. 
Were both in uniform? Yes. 
What is the general feeling amongst the Volunteers now? Inimical to Captain Rossi. 
As a body? As a body. I do not hesitate to say that some of the men he has brought forward to 

give evidence in his favour have said more against him to me and to others than I have heard any other 
men in the Company say. 
Do you think that the Goulburn Volunteers are likely to improve under the present officer? Certainly 

not. 
According to your opinion, they are not so good a body of men as they were? I am certain they 

are not. 

Bi. 
EXTIeACT from a letter, by Captain Rossi, in the Goulburn Herald and Chronicle of June 29, 1872. 

55 * * * And by his (the Commandant of the Force) express authority and direction, I communicated that 
part of it only which had reference to Mr. Robertson. Bad I been instructed to communicate the whole I should have done 
so, but this would have been contrary to military regulations. 

The memo, in full was as follows :-" I think it a pity Captain Rossi should have placed himself in a position to be 
refused, as I see no remedy, the Volunteer Regulations distinctly specifying that both should be in uniform to make the salute 
compulsory. I need hardly say the action of the member referred to was in excessively bad taste, and marks him as deficient 
in one of the most essential attributes of a soldier." 

B2. 
The humble Petition of George Martyr, late a private in the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles, and also Honorary Secretary 

of the same,— 
SHOWETH :- 

That your Excellency's petitioner has recently been dismissed from the above Corps, upon an ex parte statement 
made by Captain Rossi to the Colonel Commanding Volunteer Force, relative to certain proceedings in committee, without 
having been allowed any explanation or defence. 

Your Excellency's petitioner, therefore, in virtue of the provisions contained in clause 28 of the Volunteer Act, 
respectfully craves redress at your Excellency's hands, and ventures to lay the following statement before you, observing that 
he labours under the disadvantage of not having a copy of the charges transmitted by Captain Rossi to the Colonel Com-
manding, or his reply thereto. 

After two or three meetings of committee, in which certain charges against the bandmaster, Mr. Deane, had been gone 
into, the committee met again on July 29th, of which meeting the following are the minutes 

Present :—Captain Rossi, Sergeant Sproule, Corporal iBlackshaw, Privates Woods, O'Brien, Craig, and the honorary 
secretary. - 

The secretary reported that the sub.committee, as appointed, had waited on Mr. Gannon, and that Mr. Gannon was 
in attendance. 

The minutes of the former meeting were read and confirmed, after which Mr. Gannon, Mr. Betts, and Mr. Deane 
came in, upon which the secretary objected to any strangers being present. After some slight discussion, Mr. 
Gannon stated that he was not prepared to give his opinion on the matters submitted to him in the presence of 
Mr. Betts and Mr. Deane. Further discussion ensued, and Mr. Betts and Mr. Deane withdrew. 

After hearing the opinion and taking the advice of Mr. Gannon,— 
It was proposed and seconded "That Mr. Deane's services be dispensed with after the 1st August." This was carried 
unanimously, the secretary handing a copy of the resolution to Captain Rossi for transmission to Mr. Deane. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain. 

Before the next meeting of committee Captain Rossi sent your Excellency's petitioner a memo., ordering the entry on 
the minutes of certain remarks made by him at the above meeting. 

It being unusual to enter remarks on the minutes, your Excellency's petitioner did not do so, not feeling empowered to 
comply without the sanction of the committee. 

The committee met again on the 1st August, when the minutes before written were read, confirmed, and signed by 
Captain Rossi; after doing which he instructed your Excellency's petitioner to enter his remarks in the minute-book. Your 
Excellency's petitioner declined, and Captain Rossi having the book before him commenced writing in it. Your petitioner 
objected to Captain Rossi that he had no right to make any entry in it. He said he would do so, and take the responsibility 
upon himself. He-continued writing, and your Excellency's petitioner then protested against the minute-book being tampered 
with in any way. 

The following are the minutes of the meeting on August 1st 
Present :—Captain Rossi, Ensign Dignam, and the secretary, and Private Woods; Sergeant Sproule and Private 
O'Brien coming later in the evening. 

After the secretary had read the minutes of the previous meeting, Captain Rossi stated that he wished to have certain 
remarks made by him relative to a resolution dispensing with the services of the bandmaster, Mr. Deane (of 
which he had sent a memo, to the honorary secretary), inserted. - - 

The secretary objected that it was unusual to insert remarks, and declined to enter them. Captain Rossi insisted, 
and, in spite of the opinion expressed by the secretary and Private Woods (the only member then present who 
was also present at the former meeting of committee), wrote his remarks at the end of the minutes of the 
meeting of July 29th; the secretary protesting against the minute-book being tampered with in any way. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, Captain. 
The 
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G. Martyr. The followin
IR
g are the remarks inserted by Captain Rossi 

Captain ossi called attention to an important omission of certain remarks made by him before he put the above 

30 Dec.,1873 resolution to the committee, and which remarks the honorary secretary had been especially requested, by memo., 
of date Tuly 30, to introduce, viz. :-' That Captain Rossi had said to the committee that, before putting that 
resolution, he begged to say that preceding any action upon it being taken by him, that he would require to be 
placed in a position by the committee to enable him to give effect to same.' 

F. R. L. I1OSSI, Captain." 

Your Excellency's petitioner submits that Captain Rossi's entering these remarks without the sanction of the committee 
was irregular, and that his proper course would have been to have moved, "That the remarks made by him at the former 
meeting be now inserted in the minute-book," which would ha-re been carried without dissent, as there was no objection to the 
remarks themselves, but only to the unauthorized insertion of them. - 

The committee met again on 12th August. 
Present :—Captain Rossi, Ensign Dignam, Private Woods, and the secretary. 
After reading the minutes of the former meeting (August 1), and before signing them, the captain objecting to the 
word "tampering," asked the secretary if he wished it to remain, stating that he thus gave him an opportunity 
of withdrawing it. 

The secretary said it was patent to all present that the word was used, and that he did not feel in a position to alter 
it, being a record of what took place. The captain then stated that he should take further notice of the matter. 

This, with minutes of further proceedings in committee (not having reference to the matter now in hand), was duly 
signed by Captain Rossi. 

This, then, is the whole of the case against your Excellency's petitioner, upon a one-sided statement of which he has been 
publicly dismissed from his position as a Volunteer, after an active service of over four years, during upwards of three of which 
he acted as honorary secretary of the Company. 

Your Excellency's petitioner now begs to call attention to some of the peculiarities of the case, and, in the absence of 
any copy of the documents sent by Captain Rossi to the Commandant or of his reply, he begs to quote from one of the local 
papers an account of what took place on the night of his dismissal, which report tallies in all essential particulars with those 
given by the other papers—" * * * The Captain called Private Martyr to the front, and addressing him, said—'Private 
Martyr, at a late meeting of the committee you refused to insert on the minutes of proceedings certain remarks made by me at 
a former meeting, which I had ordered you by memo, to insert, and you then allowed me to insert them myself, and told me 
you protested against my tampering with the minutes; I then told you I should report you to the Commandant; I have done 
so through Major Hales to the Commandant, who says if he were in Captain Rossi's place he would dismiss the Volunteer for 
insubordination; I, therefore, now dismiss you from my Company.'" 

Your Excellency's petitioner respectfully submits that the whole charge against him is simply that he declined, on 
Captain Rossi's order, to insert certain remarks which it was unusual to enter amongst minutes, and which the committee said 
should not be entered, and then protested against the minute-book being "tampered" with. Your Excellency's petitioner 
admits that at the next meeting he declined to withdraw the word "tamper," but he submits that this was becausc, as he then 
stated to Captain Rossi, the minutes were a record which he had no power to alter without the committee's direct instructions, 
and that therefore by altering them he should be doing the very thing that he had before protested against. 

Your Excellency's petitioner declares that he had no intention of using the word "tampering" in a more offensive sense 
than that of meddling without right to do so. 

Your Excellency's petitioner would respectfully remark that, although the matter out of which his dismissal arose 
occurred in a Volunteer committee, yet that the meeting had nothing to do with military matters, but had simply reference to 
the affairs of the Band, namely, to the question of the retention or dismissal of a servant whom the committee unanimously 
declared that they did not desire to retain. So far the business was purely civil and financial. 

Your Excellency's petitioner respectfully submits that no chairman can order a secretary to insert remarks or anything 
else on the minutes without the sanction of the committee. 

Your Excellency's petitioner further submits that the word "tampering" was used in no sense worse than that of 
"meddling," and that even if there could be military insubordination in the sittings of a finance committee, using this word 
would not constitute it. - 

With regard to any inference as to disobedience of order or insubordination, your Excellency's petitioner would respect-
fully urge that if it were ultra aires on the part of any chairman to issue such an order as that given by Captain Rossi, it 
would be equally out of the power of any secretary to obey it when given without the sanction of the committee, and that 
therefore any such charge must fall to the ground. 

In concluding this statement of facts, your Excellency's petitioner would most respectfully beg to draw attention to the 
fact that he has been judged on an ax parte statement made by an interested party. - 

That your Excellency's petitioner has done nothing, in his position as a Volunteer, or in his capacity of secretary to the 
committee, to warrant the infliction of a sentence passed upon him and carried into effect on a one-sided view, which must 
seriously affect his standing in society; stigmatizing him as unworthy to serve as a Volunteer, and depriving him without just 
cause of the result of four years' service. 

Your Excellency's petitioner having now given a statement of all that has taken place relative to his dismissal, would 
respectfully point out that Captain Rossi imported considerable feeling into the question of the bandmaster, making it a per-
sonal matter; and that notwithstanding the unanimous vote of the committee, and the objections of the members of the Band 
themselves, he has insisted on retaining the bandmaster. 

Your Excellency's petitioner would further point out, in reference to his not having any copy of the charges made 
against him, that while it may be the case that the matter has been represented impartially, yet, considering that the person 
making the charges was himself one of the parties to the dispute, the probability is the other way, and that it is scarcely likely 
that any reference was made in Captain Rossi's report to the warm feeling engendered during the discussion of the question, 
wherein Captain Rossi and your petitioner held very opposite opinions, and where Captain Rossi persisted in a course 
disapproved of by not only your petitioner but by other members of committee. 

Your petitioner would beg that, in the event of Captain Rossi's reply to this statement importing any new matter, he 
may be allowed an opportunity of rebutting it. 

Your petitioner would further remark that, at all times when in committee, the demeanour of Captain Rossi to 
members who may differ from him is characterized by imperiousness and impatience. His usual method of stopping any 
discussion or disallowing any explanation being—" Hold your t.ongue, sir"; "I order you to hold your tongue." This, in a 
committee called together for the purpose of doing what they consider best for the Company, and consisting of men some of 
whom are older than Captain Rossi, and fully his social equals, is not calculated to engender respect, to conduce to good order, 
or to cause the discussions to be carried on in as kindly and temperate a tone as would otherwise be the case. 

Your Excellency's petitioner therefore humbly requests that your Excellency will be pleased to take this petition into 
consideration, and to issue instructions that his dismissal from the Volunteer Force may be cancelled. 

And your petitioner, as in duty bound, &c. 
GEORGE MARTYR. 

B 3. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Goulburn, 13 August, 1872. 

Sir, 
When the committee of my Company lately met me for .the transaction of business, the honorary secretary, a 

private of my Company, behaved himself in a very unseemly manner while at the preceding meeting. When I was speaking, 
he called out "all bosh," and I had to require his apology. 

On the occasion to which I now more especially refer, he produced the minute-book, but he had designedly omitted to 
introduce certain important remarks I had made at the previous meeting, and which I had so particularly desired to have 
noted that I had taken the precaution of sending a memorandum requesting this to be done, to the honorary secretary. At 

the 
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the meeting, finding however that he had not complied with my wishes, I said to him—" Have I not asked you to placemy G. Martyr. 
remarks on the minutes ?" He replied—" I do not care what you told sue"; whereupon I myself wrote down in the book what 
I wished to have inserted, and while doing so the honorary secretary said—" I protest against the 'minutes being tampered 

30 Dec. 1873. with." 

I have hesitated to bring before you this matter, and probably would not have done so, but last night in committee the 
honorary secretary reiterated, by his insertion in minute-book of the same words, his expression of my tampering with the minutes. 

I requested him to withdraw those words, as I thought he could not be aware of their import; he refused to do so, 
although I remonstrated with him, whereupon I told him I should have to take notice of what he had done. 

May I ask to be kindly informed what course I should adopt under these circumstances? We were both in uniform. 

I have, &u, 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Capt., G. C. V. Rifles. 

Major Hales, 

conduct. If I were in Captain Rossi's place I should dismiss the Volunteer referred to from the Corps, for insubordinate 

J'.S.R., Lt.-Col., Commandant. 
20/8J72, B.C. 

Mawo.—Captain Rossi will be good enough to return this to me when he has perused the Commandant's remark. 
HALES, Major, Bathurst, 23 August, 1872. 

F. B. Commanding Western Battalion. 

B 4. 
Captain Baynes to Mr. Martyr.. 

Brigade Office, 
Sir, Sydney, 25 November, 1872. 

I am directed to forward, for your information, the accompanying copy of the opinion of the Court of Inquiry held 
to investigate the causes which led to your discharge from the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles, and to acquaint you that 
His Excellency the Governor concurs in that opinion, and is, in consequence, unable to direct you to be reinstated in the 
Volunteer Force. 

I have, &c., 
THOS. BAYNES, Captain, 

Acting Major of Brigade. 

Copy of Opinion of the Court of Inquiry assembled to investigate the causes which led to the discharge of Mr. Martyr from 
the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles. 

Opinion. 
"THAT Captain Rossi, having the power of dismissal, exercised it in the case of Private Martyr, in consequence of his impa-
tient opposition in committee meetings, which culminated on the 1st August in an unseemly outbreak of temper; and that 
although he had the opportunity afforded him of withdrawing the objectionable wnrds used to Captain Rossi on that occasion, 
and which were recorded in the minute-book, he declined doing so, evidently accepting the responsibility of his act. 

"The Court sincerely believes that Private Martyr's action on this and on other occasions arose from the erroneous 
impressions that when in committee he was released from all military control. The Court does not for a moment wish to imply 
that the opinions of members of committee must be subservient to the will 'of the officer under whose command they may be, 
but conceive that such officer is fairly entitled to be treated with the respect due to his rank, and as chairman when in committee 
on Company affairs; and that no justification can be advanced for the use of offensive expressions, such as 'tampering,' even 
giving it the comparatively mild meaning of 'meddling,' more particularly as, in this instance, the party using it had an 
opportunity afforded him of retracting in his cooler moments what he must have known could not be passed over. As Private 
Martyr rejected this opportunity, the Court cannot but express its opinion that Captain Rossi was bound either to exercise, as 
he did, the power vested in him by the Act, or to bring Private Martyr's conduct under the notice of the Commandant, with 
a view to the holding of a Court of Inquiry on a charge of insubordination against him. 

"With regard to the charge in the first paragraph of Captain Rossi's letter of the 13th August, Mr. Martyr admitting 
that the words complained of (all bosh) were used, the Court considers that the matter was condoned by Captain Rossi's 
acceptance of Mr. Martyr's apology, who also states that he did not intend his ejaculation should be overheard, and have not 
therefore taken it into consideration, except as an indication of a general want of respect in the demeanour of Private Martyr 
towards his commanding officer on the several occasions alluded to in this evidence. 

MO. WELLS, Capt., 
PEEL RAYMOND, Major, President. 

(Signed) OS. BAYNES, Capt., Members
j True copy—TB., Captn., Acting Major of Brigade. 

Do you wish to add anything to the evidence which has just been read? Yes, I wish to say that I 
was not the originator, promoter, or organizer of the Rifle Association. I joined it over a week after the 
Association was formed, on being asked by Lieutenant Arnheim whether I would act as secretary and draw 
up rules for them. I also wish to state that it was not my place to make entries in the roll-book. I was 
never a commissioned or a non-commissioned officer, and as secretary I had no right to make the entries. 
IReferring to your previous evidence—can you state about how many of the original members of the 

Company left because of their dislike of Captain Rossi? I could not. 
Can you give any of their names? I decline to do so. 
Do you know of your own knowledge that dislike of Captain Rossi was the cause of their leaving the 

Company? I believe it to be so. 
You do not know it as a fact, of your own knowledge? I could not state as much in so many words. 
Do you positively decline to give the names? I decline to give the names. 

Witness was cross-examined by Captain Rossi, the questions being put through the Court as follows :- 
Have you not been employed as reporter on the Goulburn Herald? I have. I am a reporter now. I 

may state at the same time that I am also a reporter for the Arqus, which is antagonistic to the Goulburn Herald. I go further and say that I occasionally write for the Penny Post. 
Will you look at that letter signed "A Volunteer";—did you write that letter? I decline to answer. 

It would be a breach of confidence if I did. 
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G. Mart)r. 79. Have you been in the habit of writing letters or paragraphs in the newspapers against Captain Rossi? 
,-'- I decline to answer. 
30 Dec., 1873. 80. Have you not written two letters since your dismissal, bearing your signature, against Captain Possi? 

I have written two letters bearing my signature, in my own defence. 
Have you not since your dismissal spoken in bitter terms against Captain Rossi? Certainly not. 
To no one? Certainly not. 
Have you since your dismissal spoken in antagonistic terms against Captain Rossi, as commanding 

officer? No more than I have done so in my evidence before this Court to-day, and in my examination 
before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly. 
Are you on friendly terms with Mr. Riley, of the Goulburn Herald, and also with the other memorialists? 

I am in the employ of Mr. Riley, and I am on friendly terms with the other memorialists; and I believe I 
have not an enemy in Goulburn, barring Captain Rossi. 
Is Mr. Riley, one of the memorialists, the editor of the Goulburn Herald? He is; and Mr. Walsh, who 

is another of the memorialists, is the editor of the Argus. 
Is not Mr. Chisholm, who gave evidence before the Select Committee, a reputed proprietor of the 

Goulburn Herald? I believe he is. 
Is not Mr. Chambers, who also gave evidence before the Select Committee, a compositor on that 

journal? I am not aware of Mr. Chambers having given any evidence. 
Mr. Chambers to whom you have referred? He is. 
Is not Sergeant J. J. Trenery, who gave evidence, the brother of one who was lately the reporter of that 

journal? I decline to answer these questions. Sergeant J. J. Trenery will be a witness here himself, 
and is capable of answering for himself. I cannot go into the genealogy of all these men in Goulburn. 
Has not Mr. Russell, who was secretary to the memorialists, been employed as a reporter of that 

journal? Never, that I know of. 
Are you aware whether Mr. Teece, the Chairman of the Select Committee, is nephew to Mr. Riley? 

He is some relation, but upon my word I do not know what. 
How many of those four who are mentioned at question No. 164 of your evidence before the Select 

Committee rejoined the Company? No one at that time but myself. 
How many have returned since to their original positions? I think, speaking from memory, only the 

then Corporal Cleary, who became a committee-man when he became an ensign. I am speaking from 
memory alone. 
Have not Sergeant Cleary, Corporal Clarke, and yourself acted subsequently on committee? I have 

from the very day. I do not think Clarke has. Cleary has, but I think only when he was made ensign, 
when it became compulsory. 
Will you swear that Clarke has not acted? I do not remember whether he has or not. 
You will not swear it? No; I cannot call to my mind at this moment. 
Has not Welby left the district? Some considerable time after this disagreement. 
Will you state why they resigned? Because Captain Rossi would not allow them to discuss a certain 

matter in committee. 
What was the matter they wanted to discuss? It had reference, as far as my memory carries me back, 

to some proceedings which took place in regard to the appointment of quartermaster and colour-sergeant. 
Was not that a military matter? I presume it was. 
Was it the business of the committee to entertain anything whatever in connection with military 

matters? I have already stated it was not. 
Did you not write a letter to Captain Rossi, as commanding officer, asking to come back, and saying 

that you hoped things would go on in an amicable way? It is so long ago I cannot remember the purport 
of the letter. That letter is in existence, and I think Captain Rossi should be required to produce it. 

The Court adjourned at 1 o'clock, p.m., until 2 o'clock, p.m. 

The Court resumed its sitting at 215 p.m., when the cross-examination of the witness by Captain 
Rossi, through the Court, was proceeded with. 

If Captain Rossi restrained the committee from speaking of a military matter was he not right, and 
were the committee not wrong for resigning on that account? I am not a judge of military matters. 

Have you not assisted the memorialists to draw up charges against Captain Rossi since you were 
dismissed? I decline to answer. 

Have you in any way assisted lately in endeavouring to obtain an indignation meeting? I decline to 
answer. 

Has not the Goulburn Herald been continually writing against Captain Rossi, and has Captain Rossi 
ever answered anything? The Goulburn. Herald will speak for itself. 

What was the cause of your resignation from that committee? Captain Rossi's imperious conduct. 
What do you designate as Captain Rossi's imperious conduct? Refusing free discussion in committee. 
Did Captain Rossi impede, restrain, or in any way prohibit free discussion upon any matter, 

excepting it was a military matter? I am not a judge of military matters. 
In what way did Captain Rossi ever, at any time, restrain discussion, except on military matters, 

before a finance committee of the Company? I say he has repeatedly. 
You are aware of the meeting to which Captain Rossi refers? Yes. 
What is the imperious conduct that you refer to? His refusing Sergeant Welby and Sergeant 

Cleary, both members of the committee, an opportunity of explaining their conduct in a matter in 
which they were both materially concerned. 

In a military matter? I should say it was not altogether a military matter. 
1114. Would you say what the subject was? I have already stated what I believe it was at the time. 

Will you state now what the matter was? I have already stated it in my evidence in chief. 
Will you state it again? Some disagreements in connection with the appointment of quartermaster 

;and colour-sergeant. 
Was that a finance matter? No. 
What did Captain Rossi do towards you? Nothing personally; but as a member of the committee 

I felt bound to resign. 
Do you remember the words Captain Rossi used? No, I could not; it is five years ago. 
Had you not in your possession some letters from the Brigade Office which you were ordered to hand 

over to Captain Rossi? At that time I had not. 121. 
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Did you not refuse to give Captain Rossi those letters, saying that you were in committee? I did not- G. Martyr. 
not at that time. 

To what time do you refer? The time that Sergeant Welby and Sergeant Cleary were not allowed 30 Dec., 1873. 
to speak, in consequence of which we all resigned. The matter that Captain Rossi is referring to now was 
prior to that, and had been cleared off prior to the time spoken of. 

How long prior? It may have been ten minutes. 
It was on the same day?. The same day. 
Had you at that meeting letters in your possession which you were ordered to hand over to him? I 

had, and gave them to him: 
Did you not refuse to give them to Captain Rossi, saying that you were in committee? I refused to 

give them to him, but I cannot say the reason now-it is so long ago. 
Did not Captain Rossi go to one end of the room and say" I am now out of committee," and demand 

that they should be given to him? I do not remember; I would not attempt to fix all these trifling 
things in my mind. 

Can you define in any way the actual conduct which led you to this resignation? The manner in 
which he refused to hear Sergeant Welby and Sergeant Cleary, ordering them in the most imperious manner 
to sit down-" I will not hear you-sit down." I do not attempt to remember the words. 

Is that all that you remember? I could not tax my memory five years ago, for things so trifling in 
themselves. 

You complained of the balance sheet being incorrect: was not the balance sheet submitted to any 
Volunteer-was it nOt left for inspection, so that they might see if there was anything wrong? I do not 
understand the question. 

You have stated that the balance sheet was incorrect: was it not open for all the members of the 
Company to inspect the balance sheet? I am not quite sure whether it was or not. 

Was it left in your hands? It was not left in my hands. I never saw Captain Rossi's balance sheet, 
except on the table. 

Will you swear that they were not left in the hands of some member of the Company for general 
inspection-that they were not left before the Company for their examination-that they had access to 
them? I am not aware that they were. I know this, that I never saw them myself, and never had an 
opportunity. 

You stated that it. was not correct: in what particulars was it incorrect? The balance sheet did not 
agree with the balance 1 had made. 

How did you ascertain that there was a balance of is. 8d. not charged? From Captain Rossi's own 
mouth. 

Did you get Captain Rossi's bank book? Prior to making up my balance sheet. 
Did Captain Rossi authorize you to get it? I do not think he did; I do not know. 
What was that is. Sd.? I have already stated in my evidence. 
Do you remember whether it was interest? it was something of an overdraft. I have already stated 

it was charge on an overdraft. 
If the £3 5s. represents an error in figures, and the is. Sd. was is. 8d. Captain Rossi did not charge 

the Company for, what was the error? Captain Rossi had made a clerical error; that balance was not correct. 
You said that you would not sit down, when Captain Rossi told you to sit down? I did. 
Do you remember what else you said on that occasion? Nothing that I remember, on that occasion, 

except that "I will not sit down." 
Did you not say "I am not going to be burked in that way"? I do not remember. 
Will you swear that you did not say it? No, I will not. I do not remember saying it. 
Do you know why Captain Rossi dissolved the meeting? I do not. 
Did not Captain Rossi hear Chambers and Morris? I think not. 
Were you present? I was. 
Will you swear that they did not both of them speak? They both spoke a few words, but were not 

allowed to finish what they wanted to say. That is how the matter stood, as near as I can remember.. 
What did Captain Rossi say to them? I cannot remember. 
What did Captain Rossi say to them which caused them to stop? I cannot remember. 
Did Captain Rossi say anything which caused them to stop? He did. 
Was it not at the beginning that Captain Rossi impeded their speaking? It was just after they 

began to speak. 
What did Captain :Rossi say to them? I have already said that I cannot remember. 
Did not Captain Rossi say to Chambers and Morris that as they were not in uniform he could not 

hear them speak? I cannot say. 
Will you swear he did not? I can neither swear one way nor the other. I cannot swear to things 

which I do not remember. 
Are you aware whether a Military Court of Inquiry was held upon Chambers and Morris in this 

matter -? I have already stated that I believe there was upon one, but I could not remember whether 
there was upon the other. I have a very indistinct impression. I was not present. 

Were you not present at the Court of Inquiry? I think not. I do not remember that I was. 
Do you not remember being at the Court of Inquiry held in what is known as the Attorney General's 

Room close by? I do not remember. 
Do you not remember that on the occasion of the Court of Inquiry before Captain Baynes you rose 

to speak, and Captain Rossi prevented you from saying a word? I remember nothing of the sort 
Was not the increase of the subscription to a shilling a week authorized by the Governor and the 

Executive Council? I am not aware. 
Are you aware that Captain Rossi said before the committee that the Governor and Executive 

Council-that the Commandant would not consent to a temporary change of the rule for three months 
raising the subscription? I have already said so. 

On what grounds did you say that Paris knew nothing about the shilling a week? He was not 
present at the meeting, and he told me so himself. 

Did he not know immediately afterwards? He heard it. Paris himself told me that he knew nothing 
of it at the time of the meeting, nor until after it was carried. 

Was he at the meeting? He was not. 
321-B 165. 

17 
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G. Martyr. 165. As secretary, do you not know that Paris never paid any subscription even at the lower rate? I 
t-- could not say that from memory now. I do not think he did. 
30 Dec., 1873. 166. You say that Paris was summoned by Captain Rossi: do you know that it was the wish of the 

committee that Paris should be summoned by Captain Rossi? I cannot say for certain but I think not. 
Did not the committee express a wish that proceedings should be taken against Paris ? My 

impression is, not; but if the fact be otherwise it will be found upon the minutes. I think it only referred 
to Private Hunt, but I may be wrong. 

Is this your handwriting? It is; and after reading that, I state that the committee did authorize 
the suing of Mr. Paris. I had forgotten it; I thought it was only Mr. Hunt. 

How do you know that Mr. Paris was dismissed on no other grounds than non-payment? From 
Mr. Paris's own statement. 

With reference to the Rifle Association, will you state what little things transpired with regard to 
the shooting to which you have referred? The little differences between members as to not being able to 
make matches without everything coming through Captain Rossi, and also the trouble and difficulty there 
was in making matches, from other causes. 

Could you not particularize anything more definitely? No; there was nothing beyond that-the 
difficulty of getting the matches up. 

You have stated that you had nothing to do with forming the Rifle Association, then how was it that 
you used the word "we" thought to get off some of these restrictions? It was after the Rifle Association 
had been formed, and I then spoke as a member of it. 

"We thought by forming a Rifle Association,"-if you had nothing to do with forming it, how do you 
account for that apparent discrepancy? The Rifle Association having been formed, it ws quite competent 
for me to adopt whatever had been done beforehand. 

Were the restrictions you referred to, the necessity of corresponding through Captain Rossi in the first 
instance, as commanding officer? That was the restriction. 

Did the Rifle Association contribute anything towards the expense of the Government targets? I 
am not sure, but I think not. 

Were not those targets in Captain Rossi's charge as commanding officer? They were. 
Before Captain Rossi made a report, did he not ask you to withdraw the offensive terms you had 

used towards him? He did. 
Did you not refuse to withdraw them? I did. 
The Court of Inquiry confirmed your dismissal? It did. 
Before the decision was given, did you not say that you would be perfectly satisfied with the decision 

they might arrive at? I am not quite sure upon that point. 
Did you not say before the decision was given that the Court had shown you every fairness? On 

leaving the Court I thanked the members of the Court for their courtesy to me during the proceedings. I 
believe those are the words I used. 

Will you be good enough to endeavour to remember whether you did not tell some, person that? 
I do not remember ever telling any one more than that. 

Did you not tell Mr. Alexander, the Magistrate, that you would be satisfied with the decision of the 
Court? I think not. 

Will you swear that you did not? I am on my oath, and I am giving my evidence as straightforwardly 
as I can. I believe it is not at all unlikely that I did tell Mr. Alexander that they had shown me great 
courtesy and kindness. Nothing beyond that was my intention. 

Will you still say that Captain Rossi insisted upon the boys' signing the apology to Mr. Deane, which 
has been referred to? I still say so. 

Upon whose authority do you say that? Upon the authority of my own son. 
With reference to the resolution for the dismissal of Mr. Deane, will you state what were Captain 

Rossi's grounds for refusing to act upon it? Because he was afraid of having to pay his salary. 
Did not Captain Rossi say that he would carry it out, if he had a guarantee from the committee? 

He did. 
Did not the committee arrange to have the advice of a solicitor upon this point? We did. 
Was not Captain Rossi acting upon thatsolicitor's advice when he refused to carry out the resolution 

I do not know. 
Will you swear that he did not? I swear I do not know. I have simply heard that he did. 
When Captain Rossi stated what the solicitor's advice was to the committee, were you present? I 

do not recollect that he ever stated what it was, excepting casually. I do not recollect that it was ever 
stated in committee. 

What do you mean by casually? I have heard him speak of it afterwards, but certainly not in 
committee. 

Did not Captain Rossi send through you, as secretary, a letter that all the committee might see, 
statingthat he would dismiss Mr. Deane if they would give him a guarantee? Yes. 

Which you were directed to show to all the members of the committee? Yes. 
And which you were directed to return to Captain Rossi? Yes. 
And which you did not return to him? Which I state I did return to him. 
You say you did return it to him? I say now that I did return it to him. 
With reference to Captain Rossi summoning members of the Company before the Court ;-are you 

aware that he ever did so, excepting with the concurrence and approval of the committee? I cannot 
remember whom the committee did authorize him to summon. I cannot remember whether he was 
authorized to summon Private Hunt; I cannot speak from memory. I was in error there, and I therefore 
distrust my memory upon the point. 

Have you the positive knowledge that he ever did do so? No, I have no positive knowledge. 
Could you mention the name of any one member of the Company against whom Captain Rossi took 

proceedings, except with the approval of the committee? No. 
You say that as a last resource you went to Captain Rossi to take the command ;-were you not one 

of the deputation which waited upon him? I was. 
What was Captain Rossi's reply? I cannot say. Something to the effect that if the Company 

elected him he would act.  
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Did he not say that he would not take the command of the Company, excepting it was the unanimous G. Martyr. 
wish of the members that he should do so? I cannot say. It was something to the effect that if the 
Company elected him he would act. 30 Dec., 1873. 

Do you remember writing in the minute-book, that Captain Rossi was unanimously elected? I 
believe he was unanimously elected. 

At question 205, in the examination before the Select Committee, mention is made of Mr. West and 
Mr. Anderson. Why did Mr. West resign? I have not the slightest idea. I think he left the district. 
I cannot say. 

Did Mr. West leave the Company until after he left the district? I believe he left on leaving Goulburn. 
Did Mr. Anderson leave out of any hostility to Captain Rossi? I do not know. 
Mr. Welby left the district? Yes. 
Since your dismissal has not Captain Rossi, on every occasion when he has passed you, addressed 

you as usual? He has, much to my disgust. 
You have not responded the same politeness to him? I have not. 

Examination by the Court:- 
What is the present position and occupation of the memorialists? Mr. Davies is a large storekeeper 

in Goulburn-the largest storekeeper in Goulburn, doing a vast amount of business; Mr.Riley is the 
editor of the Goulburn Herald; Mr. Walsh is the editor of the Argus; and Mr. Russell, who acted as 
secretary, is engaged in Mr. Emanuel's store-not master of his own time. 

Was it the wish of the Rifle Association to act independently of Captain Rossi in regard to rifle 
matches, and did Captain Rossi consent to the arrangement on the formation of the Association? Captain 
Rossi was asked, on the formation of the Association, to becomd one -of the committee. He distinctly declined. 

Was it the wish of the Association to act independently of Captain Rossi? Decidedly not; far 
from it. We wished him to be a member of the committee. 

Did the Association wish to act independently of Captain Rossi as commander of the Company? Not 
in the least in the world. - 

What was the objection to asking Captain Rossi for the use of the targets on the occasion of the 
proposed match with Richmond? We never had an opportunity to ask him. . They were rfused before they 
had an opportunity of asking, without any notice being sent to the secretary, president, or vice-president. 

.Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court 
Do you know what prohibition Captain Rossi made to the firing on the occasion of that match? I 

do not understand the question. 
Were they prohibited by Captain Rossi from firing at the ranges? They were. 
Absolutely prohibited? Absolutely, prohibited. 
That was the first intimation that you had? The first intimation that I had of it as secretary was, 

that a Company order was issued that no firing would be allowed at the targets on that particular day. 
Are you aware that before issuing that order Captain Rossi had addressed a letter to the President 

of the Rifle Association? I am not. 

- Private Denis Cleary was duly sworn :- -. 
Examination by the Court :- 

What is your name? Denis Cleary. 
Pt. D. Cleary. What Company are you in? The G-oulburn Company. - 

What is your rank? I am a private.
30 Dec 1873 Have you heard the charges read? Yes. 

Have you been examined before in any previous case? Yes. - 
You were examined before the Court of Inquiry held at Goulburn? Yes. 
Were you a member of the committee of the Goulburn Company in September, 1869? Yes. 
At a meeting of the committee on the 24th of September, 1869, did you wish to speak of the appoint-

ments of colour-sergeant and quartermaster-sergeant? I do not remember the date, but I think I did. 
Did Captain Rossi prevent you from doing so? Yes. 
Did notyou and others resign membership of the committee in con sequence? Not exactly inconsequence. 
What was the cause of your resignation? The commencement of it was, I think, that Captain Rossi 

demanded some letters from Private Martyr. 
Did you ascertain subsequent to that, that Captain Rossi was' right in preventing you from speaking? 

I was not aware of it then. - 
Are you aware what the rules were with respect to discussion? I was not aware at that time. 
Were military matters excluded from discussion at these committee meetings? I cannot remember. 
Do you not remember Captain Rossi prohibiting any discussion on military subjects at those 

meetings? He prohibited me and one of the other sergeants from speaking. 
Did he give any general order? - No. 
Were there any printed rules? Not that I am aware of. 
Had you no rules at all for the government of the committee? I really cannot say. I did not see them. 
Have you been on the committee of the Company since? Yes. 
Are you now a member of the committee? No. 
When did you last resign? When I resigned as ensign. 
When was that? I think it was in 1871. - 
On what occasion was your resignation sent in P On my leaving Goulburn. I did not expect to 

come back for some time. - 
Did you resign your membership of the committee in consequence of Captain Rossi demanding a 

letter from Private Martyr? That, and not being allowed to be heard on the appointment of colour-
sergeant and quartermaster-sergeant. 

Did you believe that Captain Rossi had any right to demand this letter? I could not say at that 
time; but since I have found out that Captain Rossi had a right to demand it. 

You believed at the time that he had no right? Yes. 
And that was one of your reasons for resigning? Yes. 
So that you actually resigned under a misapprehension? Yes. 
Did you see an assault committed on Corporal Puller in the ranks by Captain Rossi? No; I was 

not at drill. . 251. 
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Pt. D.  Cleary. 251. Did you see an assault committed by Captain Rossi on Sergeant Mawson? No. 

..---.-- 252. Do you know anything further about the various charges you have heard read at the opening of the 
30 Dec., 1873. Court this morning? No. 

One of the charges against Captain Rossi is, that the whole of the corporals, save one, resigned in 
consequence of his misconduct ;-do you know anything about that? Yes, I remember it. I was not at 
drill on that night. Corporal Clarke and Corporal Fuller resigned, but I do not know the particulars. 

Have you read the memorial which was sent in to His Excellency the Governor? Yes, I think I have 
read a portion of it. I do not remember it now. 

Are you aware of any attempts, supported by threats, to get members of the Band to sign a document? 
I heard of it; but I do not know anything about it, excepting that I heard that such was the case. 

But you have no personal knowledge of it? No. 
Are you aware whether the increasing of the veekly subscription caused great dissatisfaction to 

members of the Company? Yes. 
Was it done contrary to the wishes of the Company? Contraryto the wishes of a portion of the Company. 
Was it contrary to the wishes of a majority of the Company? The Company was consulted in the 

Court House. 
It was carried by a majority? I could not say. 
You are not aware whether the increased subscription was agreeable to the majority, or otherwise? No. 
Is it not usual at meetings of that kind to allow the majority to rule? Yes, generally. 
Was it not so on this occasion? I do not think that there was any amendment made to the contrary. 
I suppose that usually motions were decided on a show of hands? Yes. 
Was there not a show of hands in favour of the increase of the subscription? No. 
There was not? No. 
Are you quite sure of that? I am quite sure of that. 
Was there not a show of hands pro and con ? No. 
How was it determined? It was determined that is. a week should be carried. There was a show of 

hands for the shilling a week. 
Do you remember the names of the persons whom Captain Rossi refused to hear at that meeting? 

The first meeting? 
Yes? Sergeant Welby, Corporal Clarke, and, I think, Private Martyr. 
I should like to know rather more definitely the mode in which that resolution as to the increase of 

the weekly subscription was decided-you surely must remember how it was decided? It was put to the 
meeting, and there was a show of hands for the shilling a week. 

It was decided by show of hands in favour of a shilling a week? Yes, but there was no amendment. 
All those in favour of it were asked to hold up their hands? Yes, but those against it were not. 
Those against it were not invited to hold up their hands? No. 
How was it decided? It was taken by the first show of hands. 
Do you remember what Captain Rossi said when the first show of hands was taken? No. 
You are quite clear that the meeting were simply asked to hold up their hands in favour of the reso-

lution, but not against it? I think so, as far as I remember. 
Did any of the Company present make any complaint as to the way in which the question was decided? 

Yes. 
Immediately? Yes. 
At the time? Not at the time. 
I said immediately? Not immediately. 
At the meeting? Yes; it may have been five or ten minutes afterwards. 
Do you remember the nature of the complaint made-was there any objection made to the manner in 

which it was decided-did any member of the Company get up and say that the question was not pro-
perly put? No, not at the time. 

Did the meeting understand then that the matter was properly carried? It was passed very quickly; 
they were all taken by surprise. 

They were not satisfied with the way in which it was declared carried? No. 
But they made no complaint immediately? Not for ten minutes afterwards. 
Did they remonstrate in any way to Captain Rossi against the resolution being declared carried? I 

did not hear them. 
Uross-exaniined by Captain Rossi, through the Court 

Had it not been carried at a previous meeting, held on the 21st of July, 1870, without any complaint, 
that the subscription should be is. a week for three or six months? Yes. There were not so many of 
the Company there for that meeting. 

Raising the subscription for a limited period? Yes; I think for three, four, or six months. 
At the next meeting-the meeting to which you at first referred-did not Captain Rossi explain that 

the Governor would not sanction the alteration of the rule raising the subscription from is. a month to is. 
a week for a short period? Yes. 

And did not Captain Rossi assure the members that in the event of the rule being altered, he would 
promise not to ask the larger subscription when the debts were cleared off? Yes. 

Do you consider that it was only in consequence of the objection of the Commandant that it was 
necessary to alter what had been already determined upon? To the best of my belief, I think that Captain 
Rossi told me the same evening before the meeting that such was the case. 

Did he explain it at the meeting? Yes, I think so. 
Have you ever had any occasion to complain of Captain Rossi's imperious conduct? On the first 

formation of the Company there was a difference respecting the appointment of colour-sergeant and 
quarterm aster- sergeant, but that is all. 

Is that the time you refer to as having resigned from the committee ? It was before I resigned from 
the committee. 

Is that the only occasion? That is the only occasion. 
That was from 1869 up to the present time? Yes. 
Has not Captain Rossi at all times been courteous and considerate to you? Yes. 

William 
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William Davies was duly sworn 

Examination by the C'ourt :- 
Your name is William Davies? Yes. W. Davies. 
Yoii7 were examined on similar charges before. a Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly? 

I was. 30 Dec., 187 
Are you willing to allow the evidence then given by you to be taken as your evidence to-day, subject 

to any additions you may think proper to make? I am. 
Was the evidence which you then gave true? Substantially true. 
Captain -Rossi was asked whether he had any objection to the reception of the evidence, and said that 
he did not object. 

The evidence of the witness before the Select Cbmmittee of the Leqisiative Assembly on the 20th 
February, 1873, was then read by the Court and admitted by the witness as follows 

30. You are a merchant in Goulburn? Yes. 
305. Have you been long connected with G-oulburn? For more than twenty years. 
.306. You took part in a public meeting in reference to the Goulburn Volunteers some time since? Yes. 

How was that meeting convened? By the Mayor, upon requisition. 
What induced the requisitionists to call for the meeting? It was called for the purpose of taking 

into consideration matters connected with the Goulburn Company of Volunteers. 
Was the meeting largely attended? It was probably the largest meeting ever held in Goulburn. 
Did any Volunteers attend the meeting? Yes; I think all, or nearly all of them in Goulburn. 
There was some resolution carried? Yes. I moved the following resolution -"That the frequent 

and serious disagreements occurring between the captain and the members of the Goulburn Company of 
Volunteers are calculated materially to impair the efficiency of that body, and eventually to lead to its 
disbandment. This meeting therefore resolves that a respectful application be made to His Excellency the 
Governor for the appointment of a Special Commission to inquire into the causes of such disagreement, 
and into the general management, of the affairs of the Company." 

That resolution was carried? Unanimously. 
You were appointed one of a committee to prepare a memorial, I believe? The following resolution 

to that effect was carried :-" That a committee, consisting of Messrs. William Davies, Iohn Walsh, and 
W. H. Riley, with Mr. W. M. Russell as secretary,be appointed to prepare the application mentioned in the 
foregoing resolution, and to sign the same on behalf of this meeting." 

Did you prepare the memorial? We did, and forwarded it to His Excellency, through the Colonial 
Secretary. 

How long did you continue to hold office as committee-man? About nine weeks. 
What reply did you receive to your memorial? None. 
You are aware that a Court of Inquiry has been appointed since the committee who prepared these 

resolutions resigned? Yes. After having waited nine weeks, and a deputation having waited upon the 
Colonial Secretary, when in Goulburn, we resigned our office into the hands of the public, by public 
advertisement, in which we gave a short account of the transaction. 

Was this Court of Inquiry what your memorial applied for? No ; we asked for a special Commission, 
and we gave reasons why it should not be an ordinary Military Court; the chief reason being that the 
conduct of Colonel Richardson, the Commandant, was impugned. The following is the reason given 
"Your Excellency's memorialists beg to explain that the meeting purposely refrain from asking for a Court 
of Inquiry, as provided in the Volunteer Regulations, because, in the matter of the disagreements com-
plained of, the conduct of the Lieutenant- ColonelCommanding is blamed, as well as the conduct of Captain 
Rossi; while the Court of Inquiry is a Board of which the Officer Commanding the Volunteer Force may 
make use to assist him in arriving at a correct conclusion on any subject-such subject in the present 
instance being in part his own conduct." 

Can you state what you believe to be the charges against Colonel Richardson? The censure passed 
upon Private Robertson by Colonel Richardson, for declining to give the military salute to Captain Rossi, 
Private Robertson being at the time in plain clothes, and that Private Robertson was not allowed oppor-
tunity to reply to the charge. That is the only case that I am personally acquainted with-the only one 
of the charges against Colonel Richardson that I can state. 

You moved the first resolution at the meeting referred to, did you not? Yes. 
Will you state what induced you to take part in the matter? From time to time, for a long period, 

paragraphs were continually appearing in the public prints, headed "Captain Rossi again"-" More 
disagreements with the Goulburn Volunteers"-and so on. These were copied into, I think, almost every 
newspaper in the Colony, until the citizens of Goulburn understood that the Corps had becorne a by-word. 
Public feeling was very much aroused, and it culminated in the public meeting of which I have spoken, 
and at which there were, I presume, 600 adults, men. In every feature of the meeting it was unanimous. 
I suppose there could be no subject polled in Goulburn on which the inhabitants would be more unanimous 
than this. 

You are acquainted with many of the Goulburn Volunteers? Yes. 
What do you think of them as a body of men-do you think them insubordinate? Most of those 

whom I know have either resigned or, been dismissed. I have had, I think, as many as twelve of them in 
my own establishment, and I have now one. 

Have they left Goulburn, or are they still in Goulburn? They are still in Goulburn. Some of them 
are men who have been submissive to me for eight or ten years; one of them I have known from child-
hood. 

Do you know the cause of their resignation? I do: the imperious conduct of Captain Rossi. 
Were you one of the Force? Never. I was an honorary member. 
You said there were a number of your employCs engaged in the Force ;-how many at one time? As 

many as eight or nine. 
And now you have only one P Only one. 
What was the sentence passed upon Private Robertson? He was censured before the whole Corps of 

Volunteers. A part of a telegraphic reply from Colonel Richardson was read to it. 
A part of it? A part of it. 
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W. Davies. 331. Did he see the complaint or charge made against him? I think not. That is one of the complaints,—
r-----.. that these men are being dealt with in this way, without having had an opportunity of defending themselves. 
30 Dec., 1873. 332. Do you know whether he was made aware of the charge against him? He was, at the time he was 

censured. 
He was censured for not saluting Captain Rossi when he (Private Robertson) was in plain clothes? 

Yes. 
How was Captain Rossi dressed? He was in uniform. That part of Colonel Richardson's reply 

which was not read stated that the Act was clear, that both must be in uniform for the salute to be insisted 
upon. 

Nevertheless, Private Robertson was censured? Yes. 
You say that eight or nine Volunteers who were in your employ have either resigned or been dismissed. 

Have they resigned or been dismissed in consequence of these disagreements between the captain and the 
members of the Corps? All who are now in my employ who were Volunteers have resigned; the one who 
was dismissed has since left my employ, and is living at Hill End—Private Morris. 

What was he dismissed for? For some difference of opinion at a committee meeting. He was not in 
uniform at the committee meeting, and was ordered by the captain to sit down; he replied that he believed 
he had a right to act in an independent manner at a committee meeting. 

What was the object of this committee meeting? Something connected with the Volunteers; I 
cannot remember now. 

How did the committee come into existence? I do not know what the committee was appointed for, 
now. Captain Rossi, I believe, objected to any one taking part in the business of the committee unless 
he was in uniform. These gentlemen, Privates Morris and Chambers, insisted upon taking par,t in the 
meeting, though dressed in plain clothes, and thereupon they were dismissed. 

Were they members of this committee? Yes. 
You say several of them resigned—all the others with the exception of Morris. Did they tell you 

what was the reason they resigned P Some of them have told me they resigned because, to use about• 
their own expression, as men they could not put up with the tyrannical conduct of Captain Rossi. 

Being in business in Goulburn, you have a good opportunity of knOwing the public feeling upon this 
dispute between Captain Rossi and the Volunteers? I have. 

What is the general feeling in the city of Goulburn as to Captain Rossi's conduct and the conduct of 
the Volunteers? I do not know what the feeling is exactly now, but the feeling throughout has been 
condemnatory of Captain Rossi: people have felt very strongly upon the subject, and expressed themselves 
so. 

Did it become a general subject of conversation in Goulburn? Yes; it was about as popular a topic 
as the share market has been of late. 

And the feeling all through was against the imperious conduct of Captain Bossi? Yes. 
Will you state your own opinion? From my knowledge of Captain Rossi, extending over more than 

twenty years—from my knowledge of several individuals who have been Volunteers and have felt themselves 
aggrieved—from my intimate knowledge of the inhabitants of Goulburn—from the half-hour or hour that I 
spent in company with Captain Rossi before the Court of Inquiry, in Goulburn, the day before yesterday—
from everything, first and last—I have no hesitation in saying that the Goulburn Company of Volunteers 
has been ruined by the conduct of Captain Rossi, and that that is the general feeling of the people of 
Goulburn. You can ascertain the fact from other witnesses, but my belief is that there are not one-
quarter of the men in the Force now who were in it when Captain Rossi took charge; the number, small as 
it is, is made up constantly of recruits who are induced to join. There are men in the Force now who 
would leave it were it not that they have been in it some four years, and they do not care to lose the 
advantage that may accrue to them in another year. . One of the men who was contemplating resignation, 
said to me—" I like it, and would not leave at all, but for the annoyance we are subject to." 

Was Captain Rossi appointed on the recommendation or by the votes of the Volunteers originally? 
Yes,- I believe he was. But he lost his election to the distinguished rank of a corporal; they would not 
vote for him as a corporal or sergeant. There was no other person in the Force at the time who would 
take the office of captain. 

And, although they would not elect him corporal or sergeant, they elected him as captain, simply 
because there was no other gentleman in the Force who would accept the position? That was the state 
of things, I believe. 

Is it your opinion, that if Captain Rossi remains in his present position the disbandment of the Force 
will be the result; or do you think that after a shoft time these disagreements will disappear and the Corps 
will go on satisfactorily? I think the disbandment of the Corps is inevitable if Captain Rossi remains. I 
was in hopes that after this military investigation had commenced, and he saw that the public feeling was 
against him, he would have improved; but I was informed only the day before yesterday that he treats 
the men in precisely the same way as he ever did. 

What is the general complaint against Captain Rossi? You see it is difficult to put some of it into 
words. For instance, he was distributing some awards a very short time ago, when a man stepped out of 
the ranks--which I understand is the correct method—and respectfully expressed a wish to Captain Rossi 
that he would communicate to Colonel Richardson that a badge was due to him but had not been sent 
forward; and Captain Rossi meets an affair of that kind in this way—" What does the fellow want ?" 
Some of these men are as respectable men as he is himself. I said in my speech at the meeting that I 
believed I should have been the first man he would have dismissed, had I been a member of the Corps. 

Then it is the imperious manner and insolent tone used by Captain Rossi in addressing his subordinates 
which has created this ill feeling against him? Yes. 

Do you think it is possible that the men in the Corps can be reconciled to him? I think almost all the 
respectable men have been eliminated; a great many very young recruits have been brought in, but I do 
not think it will ever be a Corps worthy the name. - 

The most useful men have either resigned or been dismissed? Yes, or will go out as soon as their 
five years are up. 

The persons who are joining now are young lads, according to you? Many of them very young. 
What is their object in joining? I believe they have been under the impression that the Land Order 

system would hold out, but I suppose they have been disabused of that opinion lately. 
Can you give the Committee the highest number of the Corps at any time? No, I do not know. 
However, they are reduced in number? Yes. I have no hesitation in saying that had things gone as 

they should have done there might have been 200 men in the Corps. . 355. 
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Have you any idea how many there are now? No. W. Davies. 

Can you tell us how long Captain Rossi has been Captain of this Corps? He was appointed in July, -'-- 
1809. . 30 Dec., 1873. 

Can you tell us what was the number of the Force at that time? No. 
I think you said the number has considerably diminished of late? I said that of the original number 

when Captain Rossi took charge, not more than a quarter remain. The numbers are made up by recruits. 
You do not know whether the total number has been reduced of late? I am sure the total number is 

less than it was, but how many there are I do not know. I judge by the appearance of the men on parade, 
partly; I do not know the number on the roll. 

The cause you attribute to the imperious conduct of the commanding officer? Yes, and another 
reason which I have alluded to ; that is, the appointment of mere lads over the heads of men of mature 
years. 

By whom are these appointments made? By Captain Rossi. One of them is the son of Dr. Hayley. 
What is your opinion of Captain Rossi's fitness to command? I have already said that I think if he 

goes on commanding, the Corps must of necessity be disbanded; he will have nothing to command shortly, 
I believe. 

In your memorial, you say that there have been several police-office cases between Captain Rossi and 
members of the Company? Yes. 

Do you know anything about these? There was one, Rossi v. King, for the recovery of £10, the 
amount of a bond entered into by the defendant. There was another in which Captain Rossi was brought 
up and fined 5s. for an assault upon one of his subordinates, Sergeant Mawson. There have been several 
cases connected with Private Martyr. 

Do you know anything of the "resignation of two different committees"? The committees resigned 
for the reason assigned by some members, as nearly as I can remember, that Captain Rossi acted in the 
committees in the same manner as he did to the men when on duty and parade—in the same over-bearing 
spirit; if they expressed an opinion adverse to his, they were ordered to sit down, and so on. 

Do you know why these committees were appointed, and what they were appointed for? One of 
them was in connection with the Band, about which there has been very great dissatisfaction. 

Do you know anything of the "resignation of all the corporals save one"? I think that was in con-
nection with the appointment of a junior over their heads, and, I think, after they had themselves elected 
some one to the office. 

The "dismissal, on apparently trivial grounds, of Privates Chambers and Morris"? That was at one 
of these committees when they were in plain clothes. 

The "ppointment as sergeant of Private Hayley, a mere youth, over the heads of men of mature age, 
which appointment was therefore most distasteful to the Company ;"—do you know anything of that? I 
know it occurred, and led, I believe, to the resignation of some of the other members. 

Is there anything else you would like to lay before the Committee? I should like to say that 
personally I have had no disagreement with Captain Rossi. My appearance here is solely on public grounds. 
I came down with Captain Rossi, in the same railway-carriage, and am on speaking and friendly terms with 
him; but I have a deeper interest in Goulburn than in Captain Rossi, and consequently I have come here 
to tell the truth, as far as I know it. 

The course you have taken is merely because you think the character of Goulburn suffers by these 
disagreements? Yes. I am sure any one who has read the public prints for some time past must have 
seen these things cropping up continually. 

You say the tone of public feeling is very decided on this matter? Yes, unmistakeably decided. I 
may mention that I receiired a request to attend a Military Court which has been sitting in Goulburn to 
inquire into these matters during the last two or three days, and I did so out of courtesy to the Court and 
respect to His Excellency, who constituted it; but I said that I did not purpose to go on with the charges, 
as I was summoned to give evidence here, and, as this was the higher Court, I would not answer any 
questions there. 

You refused to answer any questions? They rather wished me to act as prosecutor and conduct the 
inquiry. Had I been summoned as a mere witness, I was not sure whether I would have answered any 
questions; but, under the circumstances, having been summoned here, I preferred to attend this Court. 

Is there any marked feeling in Goulburn in reference to the Commanding Officer, Colonel Richardson, 
in this matter? I think so. I told the members of the Court, too, on that point, that, with all respect to 
them, I should not enter upon the subject, for one reason, because they would of necessity, if they went 
through the memorial, have to investigate charges against Colonel Richardson; and as they were his sub-
ordinate officers, I did not, with all respect, think them immpetent to do so. 

Who composed this Court? Major Raymond, Captain Baynes, and Captain John Wells. 
This Military Court has not concluded its inquiries? I am not sure. On the first day it sat no one. 

attended, no one having been summoned. Captain Baynes waited on me and asked me to attend, and I 
did so at the next sitting. What I stated was taken down, and the President of the Court said they 
would hear Captain Rossi's reply to the memorial on the morrow, and if I wished to be present I could. 
Captain Rossi objected to my being present, stating that his reply  might fortify me in my evidence here 
against him. I relieved his mind on that point, by saying that I should not be present. The next day, I 
am informed, they did hear Captain Rossi's ,reply, which was in writing, and which the President of the 
Court said would, with my statement, be before this Committee as papers connected with the case. 

From what I gather from your remarks, you think the people of Goulburn have very little confidence 
in this Court of Inquiry? They have no confidence in it. 

That arises because one of the officers is investigating his own conduct? Colonel Richardson is not 
sitting on it, but his subordinates are judging their superior officer. There is another reason, and that is, 
that the Court of Inquiry in the case of Captain Rossi and Private Martyr made a statement that, in their 
opinion, Private Martyr committed an error of judgment—that, I think, is the head and frot of his 
offending—and for that error of judgment they confirm his dismissal from the Force. We considered that 
reason to be insufficient, when he had served a long time in the Force, and had been a very efficient 
member of it, and exceedingly useful in the committees.* 382. 

* NOTE (on. revision) :—I have been informed, since giving my evidence as above, that the meeting at which Privates 
Chambers and Morris appeared in plain clothes was a general meeting, and not a corn.,nittee meeting. 

am 
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Bq the Court - 
W. Davies. 382. You stated in your evidence before the Select Committee that in your opinion the Goulburn Company 

had been ruined by Captain Rossi. Is it your opinion that it is still in a ruined state, and that there is no 
30 Dec., 1873. hope of recovery so long as Captain Rossi remains in command? Yes, in this. way-the best members 

will leave it as soon as they can. I cannot disclose names, but I have it on the authority of some of the 
oldest members of the Corps at the present time that as soon as they can compass their land orders they 
will leave it. The Corps must consequently be replenished by recruits. 

Do you think they will remain in the Company in the event of the removal of Captain Rossi from the 
Corps? I think they will. 

How many do you suppose are in that position? I really do not know. Some are reticent. 
You say that you have had some information. Tudging from that information, how many should you 

suppose are likely to leave if Captain Rossi remains in command? That can only be an opinion, of course. 
I ask you simply for your opinion? Very nearly all the old members, and what we call men of 

respectable positions in life, will leave the Corps as soomi as they can. 
What proportion of the Corps do they now represent? I should think, speaking in general terms, 

ten to twenty per cent. 
From ten to twenty per cent. I think so. 

Examination b1, Captain Rossi, through the Uourt 
Did it ever occur to you to speak to Captain Rossi', and ask him if he could assist you to understand 

matters? It did not. - 
Were you not at the time the employer of one of the Company whom Captain Rossi dismissed? I was. 
In reference to your speech at the public meeting,-from whom was the information received-was it 

directly or indirectly from Mr. Martyr, the late secretary-the information on which the memorial was 
framed? I am supposed to be a public speaker; and when I have to address the public in Goulburn 
upon any important topic, others who are not supposed to speak so well as myself supply me with 
information. In this case, I argued it upon the broad question of public influence and sentiment; and 
many of these charges I do not know of my own personal knowledge. The information which I received 
and upon which I spoke at that public meeting was supplied chiefly by several of the Volunteers them.. 
selves. I believe that Mr. Martyr, amongst others, did supply me with information. 

Were you not one of those who applied to the Mayor to convene a meeting? I think so. 
Are you not sure of it? No; but I believe so. 
Have you any doubt about it? I do not think I have. 
You will not swear that you were? I will not, without there is some information to refresh my memory. 
Did your name not appear in the paper as such? If it did, I admit it. I have not the least doubt I 

did, but I have no recollection of it at the present moment. 
You have said that all or nearly all the Volunteers attended that meeting: what proportion will you take 

upon yourself solemnly to say were present? I do not know that there is any solemnity in the question. 
I believe that there were three-fourths of the Volunteers present; and I believe, in explanation of my 
opinion, that there were either one or two Volunteers mustered on para.de  that evening, and, not being quite 
enough to go through the evolutions, Captain Rossi dismissed them,-the men being nearly all at the 
public meeting. 

Did any of the Volunteers take part at the meeting? No; the memorial says that it was entrusted 
to civilians, for a sufficient reason. 

Upon what did you found your idea expressed in the resolution, that the frequent and serious disagree-
ments occurring between the captain and members of the Goulburn Volunteers were calculated to impair 
the efficiency of the Company, and eventually to lead to the disbandment of that body? I found my 
opinion upon the charges contained in the memorial- charges referring to evidence which had transpired. 

Is it merely a vague notion, or have you any information for it? The foundation of it is the charges 
contained in the memorial-charges relating to evidence which had transpired. 

Upon what did you found this idea ;-was it merely a vague opinion, or have you any foundation for it? 
The reasons I had were the serious and frequent disagreements subsequently, as I have said, embodied in 
the memorial. 

Captain Rossi wishes to fix you as to the foundation for your opinion at the time? The serious 
disagreements which the memorial summarised.. 

Do you know, as a fact, that the efficiency of the Corps had t.hen been impaired at the time when you 
spoke at that meeting? It had not been impaired, I think, to any serious degree, because, as I have already 
stated, these men, many of them, remain in the Corps. I am not aware that it had been affected in any 
considerable degree at that time. 

Have you inquired into the facts so as to make yourself thoroughly acquainted with them? I think I 
have; most of them, if not all. 

Did you ever ask the other side-did you ever hear anything from Captain Rossi in this matter-
have you ever had any conversation with him with the view of gaining information? No. 
400. Is it not a fact that, the efficiency of the Corps was at the date of the meeting, and is now constantly 
advancing? I do not know. 

Can you state in support of your charges how many efficients there were in 1889, in 1870, in 1871, in 
1872, and how many there are at the present time? Captain Rossi knows that I cannot possibly answer 
that-I could not know it. I believe that Colonel Richardson has found fault with the Corps since, and 
refused to give any certificate of efficiency until he returned again in a fortnight-until errors might be 
rectified, and he should see them in better circumstances. I believe that Colonel Richardson has found 
fault with the Corps during the past year, and he made a second visit to Goulburn in order that some 
things might be rectified. 

Where did you get your information? From the newspaper. 
Will you produce it? I have not got it. 
Which newspaper-the Goulburn Herald .7  I do not know. 
Can you produce the paper? I cannot now. 
How long is it since you saw it? I think it was in 1873-during the current year. 
Do you remember exactly what you read on the subject? I read that Colonel Richardson found fault 

with something in connection with the Corps, but the particulars of it I do not remember; and that, as a 
concession to the commanding officer, he agreed to come up from Sydney again in a short time-in a few 
days; and during that period I believe these errors were rectified and things were made right. That is the 
substance of what I read. 414. 
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Did Colonel Richardson ever come again? I do not know. W. Davies. 
Colonel Richardson refused to give certificates because he was not satisfied with the Corps? He 

refused to do something which was necessary. I do not know what he refused, but it was something that 30 Dec., 1873. 
it was needful for them to get; and said that he would give them another trial in a fortnight or so. 
Whether it was dirty arms, accoutrements, or not, I cannot say. 
410. Can you say whether there are more efficients now or less than there were when Captain Rossi 
took command? I do not know. 
Are you aware that there are more efficients in 1873 than there were in 1872? I do not know. 
Are you aware that there are nearly double the number than there were when Captain IRossi first 

took command? Ido not know. 
Will you say that there are not? I will not. 
You have said in your evidence that there ought to be 200 men in the Company if Captain Rossi 

had managed it rightly ;-are you aware how many there should have been in the Company? Yes, there 
might have been two Corps instead of one. - 

Can you say how many there were in the Corps at the time when you complained that the Company 
was going down? I cannot. 

Can .you say how many there are now? I do not know. 
Are you aware that there are twenty-seven recruits waiting admission when there are vacancies in the - 

Company for them-twentyseven above the 100 which Captain Rossi produced in the last quarterly 
return? I am not aware. 

If you do not know the facts, upon what information do you make the assertions? An Army may be 
demoralized and yet have the same number of men in it. I have already said that those men who must 
be the most efficient men in the Corps will leave. I have not said that they have left. I say that the 
Corps is in the course of ruin, because these men will be thrust out of it. As long as these men stop in it, 
it will be efficient. An Army consists of the men who are in it; and so the Corps will be kept up whether 
Captain Rossi is captain or not. I do not say that it is ruined now. 

Referring to the case of Private Robertson, are you aware .that Private Robertson has been assured 
more than once that it was neither censure nor reprimand? Assured by whom? 

By Captain Rossi? I am not aware. 
Will you name the twelve who were in your establishment, and who resigned? No, I cannot; they 

have come and gone. 
Can you name any of them? Morris, who was dismissed, was in my employ. There was Hadfield, 

and Brentnall, and Whiting. I really cannot remember the names of others at present. 
Is that all you ca-n remember? All I remember at present. 
Has Whiting left the district? He has left the town. 
Can you say that Brentnall resigned on Captain Rossi's account? I believe he did. 
Do you know that handwriting? Yes; it is Brentnall's handwriting. 
[Brentnall's letter read by the Court.] 

Wherein was the tyrannical conduct of Captain Rossi manifested to the men in your establishment? 
Chiefly in the dismissal of Private Morris. They, as comrades in the Corps and fellow-assistants in my 
store, took his side. They believed that an act of injustice had been done to him, and were not quite 
sure when a similar act might be done to them, and some of them resigned. 

Are you not aware that the Military Court of Inquiry considered Morris's case before his dismissal? 
I believe it did. 
Before his dismissal? I believe it did. I do not like on oath to say that I know it; but to the 

best of my belief it did. 
Are you aware that the dismissal resulted from that Court of Inquiry? I am not aware. 
Of the different persons you have named-Puller, Mawson, the two committees who resigned, all the 

corporals save one, Robertson, Clarke, King-has any one of them left the Company in spite of these 
disagreements? I do not know. 

Can you say that any one of them has left the Company? I do notthink they have. 
What evidence can you give in support of the statement that the Company has been ruined by 

Captain Rossi's conduct? Which statemeirt is that? Will you refer me to it? 
Question 33. In your evidence given before the Select Committee, you state in your answer, "I 

have no hesitation in saying that the Goulburn Company of Volunteers has been ruined by the conduct of 
Captain Rossi, and that that is the general feeling of the people of Goulburn"? That is still my opinion. 
I think that there might have been two hundred members instead of one, and it is ruined to that extent. 

What are the grounds of your opinion? I ground my opinion, as I have stated all through my 
evidence, on the conduct of Captain Rossi from the commencement. 

Can you not particularize any conduct on his part-some acts of his which would lead you to believe 
that? They are all enumerated in the memorial;  but, in addition to that, I state in one part of my evidence 
that there are some things difficult to put into words,-thats, general tone and manner, which gentlemen like 
myself will not put up with; and I maintain that there m

i
ght have been 200 Volunteers in Goulburn now, 

all, or nearly all, the most respectable part of Goulburn. I do not say that the present Corps is not 
respectable at all, but I say that it might have been doubled and trebled. Because it has been kept up to 
bare efficiency does not at all contravene my statement that it may have been much better. It is a failure 
compared to what it might have been. 
You are aware that under the regulations a Company cannot be more than 100 strong? Yes; but 

there might have been several Companies in the town. 
But if another Company were applied for, parties joining the second Company would not be under 

Captain Rossi's control? Yes. Well, it has not been applied for. 
What is there in the Corps now to show that it is ruined? The contemplated recommendation 

of the members-of the older members-so far as I have information. 
Will you give the information? No. - 
Will you mention the names of any of them? Certainly not. 
Do you mean to say that there are still useful men in the Company? I do. 
Then what did you mean by saying that the most useful men had resigned? Where is that? 
Question 50,-" The most useful men have either resigned or been dismissed"? Those are not my words. 
Your answer to that was-" Yes, or will go out as soon as their five years are up"? Those are my words. 

321-C 452. 



W. Daviei. 452. Will you name the most useful men who had resigned at ihat time? I consider that all those men 
who were in my employ were useful men. They were all young, active, and intelligent men. 

30 Dec., 1873. 453. How many of them are still in your store? Three or four of them; Brentnall and Hadfield. I do 
not remember whether Mansfield was one. I cannot remember the names of those who were in, and who 
have left from time to time; but Captain Rossi knows the names of them all. They are all across the way. 
He can have them as witnesses. Instead of my opinion, he can have their oath. 

Can you bring the rest of the twelve men here to say that they left upon Captain Rossi's account? 
I stated that I had had as many as twelve men in the Corps in my employ, and that I had now one. I did 
not say that all those twelve men had resigned. 

Are there any in the Corps except one? One? 
Yes?' I think not. 
Have they all resigned or been dismissed? Not necessarily. Some of them have left the town, and 

resigned on that account. 
How much of all that you have stated is based upon your own knowledge? Of the whole of this 

evidence? 
Yes? You take the whole of the evidence before the Select Committee? 
Everything that you have said? I have already stated that a great deal of the information was supplied 

to me by the aggrieved parties. 
Will you point out what is of your own knowledge in the evidence you gave before that Committee? 

I did not see the assault on. Sergeant Mawson, but I know by the newspaper reports that Captain Rossi was 
fined 55. 

Can you point out the portions of your own evidence which you know of your own knowledge-not 
what you do not know of your own knowledge? I cannot say. How is it possible? 

Will you state anything that you know against Captain Rossi, of your own knowledge, as commanding 
officer-anything which leads you to believe that he is not fit to command the Conipany? I think you 
will see that I do not know how to get at that. 

You have known Captain Rossi for a long time? For twenty-five or twenty-six years. 
You have had a great deal of intercourse with him? It is from my knowledge of Captain Rossi 

that I believe his style of dealing with and speaking to his fellow-men is objectionable. 
What do you know of Captain Rossi's style of speaking to the men, of your own knowledge? It is 

my belief. 
The question confines you to what you have seen or heard from Captain Rossi-not what you have 

heard others say of him? He never did anything to me, if that is what is meant, but surely I know when a 
number of gentlemen with whom I am intimately acquainted come to me and insist on these things. Some 
of these gentlemen will be examined here, and on their oaths testify to these things. When 600 men in 
a bit of a village like Goulburn assemble together and state unanimously, without a single hand being 
held up to the contrary, that they believe these things will ruin the Corps, surely I am justified in 
regarding that as knowledge. 
You really do not know of any facts in Captain Rossi's conduct which led you to form this opinion? 

Yes, I do. The case at the Police Court for one; I know this. 
Did you see the assault? That is rubbish. There is a great deal of Captain Rossi's knowledge 

which he has to get second-hand. 
From whom did you receive your information upon which you grounded this charge with respect to 

Private Hurley? Which charge? - 
The charge of speaking in that way to Private Hurley-" What does the fellow want ?" You will find 

it in your answer given to question No. 47. Who gave you the information that Captain Rossi spoke in 
that way? I know, but I cannot disclose his name. He is a Volunteer. 

You decline to answer that question? I decline to answer. 
Was it the person referred to himself? [Questioi disallowed.] 
Was that information given to you subsequent to the meeting and to the memorial P It was imparted 

to me subsequently to the meeting. I should have spoken of it at the meeting if it had not. The infor-
mation was given to me after the meeting. I do not know about the memorial. 

Did not the occurrence take place subsequent to the presentation of the memorial P I do not know 
when it took place. 

Did you not tell the Parliamentary Committee that it was 'only a short time ago? I do not know 
how short. 

Did you ever ask the person yourself any particulars about it? I did not. 
Question 48,-" Then it is the imperious manner and insolent tone used by Captain Rossi in addressing 

his subordinates which has created this ill feeling against him? Yes." Will you name what Captain 
Rossi has done to induce you to have that opinion, or to answer that question in that way? What I have 
already stated about the men stepping out of the ranks. 

Is it not the case that gentlemen who are Captain Rossi's subordinates in the Corps have expressed 
themselves in the highest possible terms of his treatment and demeanour towards them? I do not know. 

You have spoken of the appointment of Corporal Hayley as sergeant;-have you been careful to 
ascertain fully the circumstances? No; I know no more about it than is in my evidence. 

Then you cannot state what grounds Captain Rossi had for appointing Corporal Hayley sergeant? I 
have not the least means of knowing. 

Did you ever inquire? I did not. 
You say that several members resigned in consequence of Corporal Hayley's appointment ;-can you 

name any? I do not name any. 
Do you refuse to name any P I decline to name any. 
Captain Rossi does not ask you to name them, but can you name them? I decline to say if I can 

name any of them. 
Could you give your reasons for declining to name any? One is that they may at the present time 

be members of the Corps, and the other is that the information may be got much better out of the present 
members of the Corps, who may be summ'oned as witnesses. 

Have some returned to the Corps again who resigned? Will you refer me to the question in the 
evidence? 

Question 69. Do you know of your own knowledge of members who resigned on account of Hayley's 
promotion and who have returned P No, I do not. 489. 
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Will you undertake to say of your own knowledge that any did resign in consequence of Hayley's W. Davies. 

appointment? Yes. 
Can you bring any here? I decline to give the names, and therefore I cannot bring them here. 30 Dec., 1873. - 
could you bring any of the parties here who have resigned in consequence of this appointment? I 

believe I could if they would come. 
Are they members of the Corps now? I decline to say. I would give up none of my authorities 

without their sanction. Some of them are poor men. 
You spoke of the resignation of some corporals ;-do you know anything about it of your own 

knowledge? I think not. 
Who gave you the information? I decline to say. 
Are you aware that the proceedings against King were taken in consequence of the wish to that 

effect on the part of the committee? I am aware of it from having heard the evidence given by Mr. 
Martyr this morning. 

That referred to Paris, and not to King at all? I do not know. 
Are you aware that in the assault case of Mawson, two solemn affirmations were made by two 

witnesses, which caused the Police Magistrate, upon receiving it, to write a minute stating that had such 
evidence been adduced on the hearing of the case he would have dismissed it? I am not aware of it; but 
if I were aware, I could only have it second-hand. I have never seen the minute. 

Are you aware that Mawson resigned his position as sergeant, and applied to be reinstated as 
sergeant? I am not aware of it. . 

Are you aware that the resignation of the first committee in 1869 arose from a misapprehension on 
their part that they could discuss military matters? If Captain Rossi will accept my hearsay when it 
goes in his favour, he will not accept my hearsay when it goes against him. 

Do you know that those who resigned as members of the committee have since worked upon 
committees? I heard in this Court that Mr. Martyr had. 
You are not aware of it of your own knowledge? No, excepting from the evidence given here 

to-day by Mr. Martyr. 
Was the resignation of the second committee brought about by Captain Rossi's imperious conduct? 

I do not know. 
Are you aware who wrote the resolutions at the public meeting? Yes. 
Who? I decline to say. 
Who asked you to attend the meeting? A number of Volunteers. 
Do you recollect Mr. Riley, one of the memorialists, being appointed to the Commission of the 

Peace? I am aware of it; that is, as I am aware of all these other things,-by the public prints.. 
Are you aware that thirteen other Magistrates, Captain Rossi among the number, resigned on that 

very day, in consequence? [Question disallowed.] - 

The Court adjourned at eighteen minutes before Six o'clocic, p.m., until Tea o'clocic, a.m. of the 
following daig. 

WEDNESDAY, 31 DECEMBER, 1873. 

The Court met at Ten o'clock a.m. 
Jreut 

MAroit P. L. C. SHEPHERD, VOLUNTEER ArTILLERY, President. 
Iroil J. H. GOODLET, SUBURBAN BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 
MAJoR THOS. RICHARDS, SYDNEY BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

J. H. Paris was called, but did not appear. 
A. H. Hunt was called, but did not appear. 

W. B. Riley handed in a protest, and requested that it might be entered upon the Minutes of the Proceedings. 
Private H. S. Clarke was duly sworn :- 

Examination by the Court :- 
What is your name? Hugh Savage Clarke.. . p. H. S. 
Did you give evidence before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly? I did. Clarke. 

Was that evidence true? It was. . . 
Are you willing that that evidence should be taken as your evidence to.day?. I am. 31 Dec., 183. 

Captain Roesi said that he did not object. The evidence given, by the witness before the Select Coin. 
mittee, on the 21st February, 1873, was read by the Court and admitted by the witnes8 as follows :- 

chairman.] Are you connected with the Goulburn Volunteer Corps? I am. 
What position do you hold in it? That of private. 
Have you always been a private? No, I was a corporal. 
How did you lose you grade-were you disrated? No, I resigned it. 
For what reason? - In consequence of a boy having been taken out of the ranks, and promoted to a 

position over the senior-elected corporal-a man who had been a long time in the Company. 
Who was this man? His name is Fuller. - 
And who was the boy who was promoted? . A young lad named Haley. 
Have you been personally aquainted with the particulars of any of these charges that have been 

made against Captain IRossi? With some of them I have been. With regard to the resignation on the 
committees, I sent in my resignation on two different committees; or rather, I resigned on the one and 
refused to be elected on the other. 

Did all the committee resign? Not all; some of them-most of them-did. 
What induced you to resign? In the first instance, it was owing to Captain Rossi having ordered 

one of the sergeants to sit down, when that officer got up at one of the meetings to make a statement. 
Captain Rossi would not allow him to make the statement, but ordered him in the most peremptory 
manner to sit down. - 522. 
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P. H. 8. 522. What do you know about the resignation of all the corporals? That was in consequence of the 
Clarke. promotion of young Haley, which I mentioned just now. 
..----- 523. You were vice-president of the Rifle Association? I was. 
31 Dec., 1873. 524c. Will you state what you know of the causes which led to the breaking up of that Association? Mr. 

John Chishoim was the president, and he sent in his resignation, owing to some difference he had with 
Captain Rossi. As vice-chairman I had to preside at a meeting which was called to decide upon breaking 
up the club altogether. In consequence of the resignation of a gentleman who was not only one of the 
principal men in the district but was also interested in shooting, and was remarkably liberal to the Corps 
in every way, I thought, and in fact the whole of us thought, that the club could not go on successfully 
without him as our chairman. We decided that the club should be broken up, but in doing so expressed 
our regret that it should have been necessary, as its stopping would greatly tend to discourage shooting, 
but saw no other course open to us, as we could never be sure that the targets would not be refused to us 
for practice. I spoke on the occasion, and in the course of my remarks, as near as I can remember them, 
I said that Captain Rossi had been guilty of a great want of .judgment in acting as he had done. For 
saying that, I was ordered out to the front at the next parade, and was publicly censured before the 
Company by Captain Rossi. 

You had rules to guide you in that Association? Yes. 
Adopted at a public meeting? Yes, at a meeting presided over by Captain Rossi. 

527. And you are sure that the action taken by Captain Rossi led to the dissolution of the Association? 
I have no doubt of it. 
528. Are there any other of these charges that you know anything about? Yes, I know something of 
the circumstances in regard to the disputes arising between the members of the Band and the bandmaster. 
I have a boy of my own in the Band, and that is how I come to know about it. The members of the Band 
drew up a petition requesting that the bandmaster should be removed, as they were not satisfied with 
the manner in which they were taught. This petition was sent in, in the regular way, to the captain, 
through Mr. Deane, the bandmaster; but a copy of the petition was also sent by the bandmaster to 
Mr. Deane, the solicitor, in Sydney, and a lawyer's letter was sent up to Goulburn, threatening that, if 
the boys did not retract the statements made in the petition, and publicly apologize, legal proceedings 
would be instituted against them. When I read the petition, and the letter which had been drawn up to 
send in answer to the lawyer, I said that I could not possibly allow my boy to sign to a lie, and I refused 
to allow him to do so. 
529. You mean by that, that the retractation of the charges made in the petition would be a falsehood? 
Yes; and I refused to let him do so. However, we heard no more of the matter from that time to this. 
580. Do you know anything about the increase of the weekly subscription? Yes, I was present at the 
meeting when it was determined to increase the weekly subscription. The objection was, not that the 
subscription had been increased, but the way in which it was done. The dissatisfaction originated after-
wards, because the motion for the increase was put in the affirmative and then was not put in the negative. 

How many persons were present at the meeting? About forty. 
How many voted in the affirmative? I do not think the halfof them. 
You think not the half, but you are not certain? I ani not. 
Did that increase of the subscription lead any of the members to resign? It did. I know positively 

of one, Mr. Hunt, who resigned in consequence. The dismissal of Private Paris I believe to have been 
an illegal act. He resisted the payment of any more than the previous subscription ; he asked at the 
meeting if the recruits were to be allowed to vote in a matter which of course concerned them as well as 
the others, but he was told that, being a recruit, he would not be allowed to vote. 

Had he to pay the money? Yes, he had. He was taken before the Police Court, and ordered to pay. 
Are you acquainted with any of these Police Office cases which caused so much excitement? Yes. 

I was present in the Court when the case of Mawson against Rossi was heard, and Captain Rossi was fined 
5s. for an assault. I - 

Do you know anything of the particulars of that case? I do not-not of my own knowledge. 
You had nothing to do with any of these cases? Nothing at all. 
In the memorial it is stated that, in addition to the charges made against Captain Rossi, the 

'memorialists rely upon many minor cases of disagreement not contained in the memorial. Do you know 
anything of these? I do; but I do not wish to enter upon them. I would prefer, if the Committee 
would allow me, not to sa.y anything about them. 

But if the Committee specially desire to hear what these cases are ? In that case, of course, if the 
Committee insist upon it, I must say all I know; but I think there is so great a catalogue against the 
captain that I do not wish on my part to rake up other matters, and I should feel much obliged if the 
Committee would excuse me. 

Is there anything else that you would desire to state? No, nothing beyond what I have already 
said. 

I suppose you know most of these charges? I do-the greater part of them. 
And you believe them to be true? I do. 
How long have you been a member of the Company? Since its formation-I was one of the first 

who joined. 
Has the Company made the same progress under Captain Rossi's command as it did before? I would 

rather not answer that question, or express any opinion at all on the matter of the management of the 
Company. I do not wish on my part to give any opinion on this subject, as I am still a Volunteer, and of 
course under discipline. 

Then you are still in the Corps? Yes. 
547. Mr. Finlay was your first captain? He was. 
548. Was it by the vote of the Company that Captain Rossi was elected to his post? It was. 
549•  Have you and Captain Rossi been on good terms since he has had the command of the Company? 
Yes; privately we have been on very good terms. 

What position do you occupy in Goulburn? I am a jeweller and watchmaker. 
How long have you lived there? About seventeen years. 
Do you think that the present Corps is likely to increase or prosper under its present commanding 

officer? I would rather not give an opinion upon that point. 
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53. There are many privates in that Corps who occupy good positions in Goulburn? There are-very Pt. H. S. 
good positions, some of them. Clarke. 

There was one man who stepped out of the ranks upon one occasion-do you recollect that F Yes, 
I recollect that; I was present. 31 Dec., 1873. 

What is the man's name? Hurley: he is a very respectable and intelligent man, who was teacher 
in the Roman Catholic Church School. 

Will you tell us what took place on that occasion? In the first instance, no doubt, he was wrong; 
he ought not to have stepped out of the ranks, but should have applied to the captain through his 
sergeant; but then the captain was in fault for saying what he did. What Captain Rossi said was this: 
"What does the fellow want?" Then, speaking to Hurley, he said: "If you want to address me, you 
must do it in a proper manner, through your sergeant." 

You have no doubt about the word "fellow" having been used? None whatever. 
Did Hurley make any remark? None; but I could see that he felt hurt at being spoken of in such 

a way. 
Is this Captain Rossi's usual tone and manner when addressing his subordinates in the Company? 

Yes, I must admit that it is rather too much his manner to those in the ranks. 
He is rather imperious? Yes, I think he is. 

501. Is this one reason why he is unpopular amongst his Company? Yes, that is the principal reason-
that and his want of judgment. 

Are there as many Volunteers in the Company now ,as when Captain Rossi first took command? 
Yes, there is nearly the same number, but the quality is not so good.' 

Then the Corps has not such a standing as it had when he took command? No, certainly not; and 
simply because of his unpopularity. / 

What do you think of the future prospects of the Corps? I would rather decline answering that 
question. 

By the Court:- 
Do you wish to give any fresh evidence in reference to these charges? Yes, if it is necessary-if 

the captain desires to cross-examine me. I have no desire to volunteer any evidence. 
Charge 2-assault by Captain Rossi on Sergeant Mawson. Were you present when that assault took 

place? I was present on the occasion. I was in the ranks at the time; or rather it was after we were 
dismissed that the assault took place, but I was not a witness to it. 

You were present yesterd'ay when these charges were read over? Yes, in the first instance. 
Do you know anything regarding the dismissal of Privates Chambers and Morris? Yes; I was 

present when the offence was cothmitted which has been complained of by Captain Rossi. At one of the 
meetings, one of the annual meetings I believe it was. 

Do you remember the ground upon which they were dismissed? As far as my recollection serves 
me, it was on the ground of their not complying with an order of Captain Rossi to appear in uniform, 
and the apparent' disrespectful terms. The captain seemed to be under the impression that he was 
addressed in disrespectful terms, and they were not in uniform. 

Do you remember the terms? It was more with regard to their not being in uniform. Chambers, 
I remember, borrowed a cap for the purpose of appearing in uniform, and then demanded to be heard. 

What are the words which he usecl,-the words which were considered disrespectful? I do not 
think that it was the words so much as the disobedience on the part of Chambers to comply with the 
captain's request that they should appear in uniform. He had not the uniform, but he borrowed a cap 
on the occasion in order that he might be able to speak. 

Do you remember any reply which either of them made in reference to Captain Rossi addressing 
them on not appearing in uniform? I do not recollect the exact words; but it amounted to disobedience 
on the part of Morris to comply with the request or command of Captain Rossi. 

You do not remember their making use of any disrespectful language? No. 
You consider that it was simply their appearing there contrary to the order? Quite so. 
Were you present when private Robertson refused to give the military salute to Captain Rossi? I 

was not. 
Do you know anything of charge 17-that is, the imperfect and, unsatisfactory manner of keeping 

the Company's accounts: are you aware of anything in connection with that matter? I have heard of it; 
but I am not aware from. personal knowledge. ' I have been a member of committee when I have heard. 

What has been Captain Rossi's manner of addressing his men on occasions when off duty, and on 
duty? While off duty, particularly courteous and gentlemanly; but as captain, overbearing and tyran 
nical, in my opinion. 

That is on duty? That is on duty. 
Could you give any instances? Yes, I can give you one. It is fresh matter altogether,-this salute 

business. I have a boy who was a member of the Band, who joined on the first formation of the Band. 
On one occasion when I had to attend parade, I left an official document with the boy that he was to deliver 
to the captain on parade in the evening. It was an application to Captain Rossi for something or other-
I do not remember now what it was. The boy was not a Volunteer, but merely a member of the Band, and 
had never been taught to salute Captain Rossi in the proper form. He handed the document to Captain 
Rossi in the way that a private individual would hand a document of the kind, without giving the salute. 
Captain Rossi took the document out of his hand, stamped his foot upon it on the ground, and demanded 
that the document should be given to him in a proper manner. He again demanded, and the boy complied 
at last. I was in the ranks, and I was sorry that he did comply. I could scarcely resist exclaiming that 
the boy should go away. The captain never told the boy how he could hand it to him. I think the 
conduct of Captain Rossi on that occasion was insulting, offensive, and overbearing. 

Are the members of the Band not sworn in? Not as Volunteers. 
Do they take the oath of allegiance on joining the Band? I am not aware of that. 
Are they drilled? No; they are in marching, but merely in marching. 
How old was this boy at the time you speak of? He was about sixteen years of age at that time. 
Was the boy insulting in his manner-did he use any insulting language towards Captain Rossi? 

Not a word; it was merely the manner of handing the document without the salute that gave the captain 
offence. 585: 
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P. H. S. 585. Was the boy in uniform at this time? I think he was in the Band uniform at the time; I am not 
Clftrke. quite positive, but I believe he was. 

What is the general state of the Company now as regards efficiency? I believe it is good; the 
31 Dec., 1873. Company is in a very fair state of efficiency. 

Are you aware whether the Company, as a whole, object to Captain Rossi as commanding officer at 
the present time? I should say yes; but latter]y Captain Rossi has very much improved--I must do him 
justice in that respect-within the last twelve months, since these inquiries have been going on. 

From your general knowledge, do you consider that it would be advantageous to retain his services 
as Captain of the Company, or otherwise? If he would behave all along as he has behaved during the last 
twelve months, I think it would be. 
589., We want your opinion now as to whether it would be advantageous to continue Captain Rossi in the 
Service-advantageous, of course, to the Company as a Company? It would entirely depend, in my 
opinion, on his conduct. I think heis in very many respects a good officer, but in others he is quite the 
reverse. 

We would like you, if you feel justified in answering that question, to give your opinion? I cannot 
give it absolutely. It is a divided opinion which I have with respect to Captain Rossi. He has very many 
good points, and very many bad ones. If I were to say that he was totally unfit, I should say what is not 
the fact. 

I ask you if it would be to the advantage of the Corps to retain Captain Rossi as commanding 
officer? I think that the general feeling of the Corps at present is that it would not be so. I speak from 
my impression of what the general feeling of the Corps would be. 

Some witnesses have said that if Captain Rossi remained in command the Corps would be ruined? 
Yes. 

Are you of that opinion? I do not think so. I do not believe that it ever will be of the same 
quality as it has been, because Captain Rossi has given so much offence to the best members that the 
Corps had at one time. They have got rather disgusted and left. I do not think it will ever rise to the 
same standard again. 

Are you aware whether there are any members of the Company who have expressed an intention to 
leave when they have acquired their land orders? Yes, there are several. 

Have you any idea of the reasons they have assigned for taking that step ;-are they simply waitmg 
until they get their land orders? That has kept a great number of them together up to the present time. 
I do not think that after January they will remain in the Corps if Captain Rossi continues in command. 

It is in consequence of Captain Rossi being there? Yes. 
What number are there? To my personal knowledge, about ten. 
Do you think that the vacancy caused by their resignation is likely, to be filled up by others? There 

are recruits joining now, and it is just possible the number may be made up by fresh recruits. 
Is there a disposition on the part of the people here generally to join the Corps, do youthink? No; 

4uite the reverse. 
What is the present strength of the Company? I am not exactly acquainted with the number. I 

cannot state positively. 
Can you give an approximation as to the numbers? I think it has the full complement. 
Are you aware of any unusual efforts being made to obtain recruits just now? None whatever that 

I know of. 
They come forward in the ordinary way? Yes. 
Voluntarily? Yes. 
What stamp of men are they who have recently joined? Very inferior to what they were formerly. 
Are they adults? No; a number of.youths. - Of course there are exceptions. 
Charge 13-Attempts supported by threats to get members of the Band, many of them boys, to sign 

a document said to be an acknowledgment that they had been guilty of falsehood in their complaints 
against the bandmaster. Are you aware of any of the boys signing the document? I am not aware of 
any signing it. I refused to let my boy sign it. 

Were you present when the threats mentioned here were used by Captain Rossi? They were used, 
I think, privately; used to them as individuals-not altogether. 

You did not hear them yourself? I had an interview with the captain on that very point. 
Are you aware what the nature of the threat was? A lawyer's letter' from Messrs. Deane and 

Deane, in Sydney, the brothers, I believe, of our bandmaster. 
What was the purport of the letter, do you remember? The effect of the letter was that if the 

boys did not comply with the apology that I read,-if they did not comply with that and sign it, the 
consequence would be that legal proceedings would be commenced against them. 

For what? For defamation of character, I suppose, and making the statements previously made. 
It was on Mr. Deane's behalf that this letter was written? Yes. 
Are you aware how the bandmaster was engaged-who engaged him? Captain Rossi; but with the 

authority of the committee in the first instance. 
How was he paid? So much a year. - 
From what fund? From the Volunteer Fund. 
The Company Fund? Yes; subscribed by the Company. 
In whose hands was the retention or dismissal of the bandmaster supposed to be? In Captain 

Rossi's hands. 
Ezaminatiomi by Air. Davies, throwql the Court :- 

In your evidence you say that Privates Morris and Chambers were censured for not complying with 
an order about uniform-what order? An order from the chairman. Captain Rossi was chairman on 
that occasion. 

Was the order issued at that meeting or prior to that meeting? I think prior to that meeting. 
That is my impression. It is usual. 

You are not asked to speak of what is usual? I cannot state whether it was issued on that occasion 
or not. My impression is that it was. I am doubtful about the matter. 

Do you state that you are not aware that any order was issued? No, I am not. 
How long have you been in the Force? Since its formation. I was one of the first who joined. 
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Are you entitled to your land order? Yes. Pt. H. S.' 

How long is it your intention to remain in the Force? Not an hour beyond the time I get my land Clarke. 
order, if Captain Rossi is retained in command. . 

J1&. W. B. Riley said that he appeared here wader protest, as one of the inemorialists, because he 31 Dec., 1873. 
wmderstood that Captain Rossi wished to examine him; and, as one of the raemorialists, he desired 
to examine the witnesses. 

The Court deliberated. 
Permission was given to Air. Riley to examine the witness. 

Examination by JIft. W. R. Riley, throuqh the Court :- 
Is it the fact that the dismissal of the bandmaster was in the hands of the captain, or was it in the 

hands of the committee? The captain. 
Had the committee power to dismiss the bandmaster? They had, with the consent of the captain. 
And had they power to refuse to vote his salary? They had, if the captain would consent to it. 
The letter from Messrs. Deane and iDeane, written on behalf of, the bandmaster-was that read by 

Captain Rossi to the boys or by the bandmaster? I believe it was read to some of the boys; it was not 
read to my boy; I read it myself. 

But it was read by the captain? I believe it was. 
By Captain Rossi 

Were you present? i was not. 
By Mr. Riley:- 

You saw it in the hands of the captain? Yes. 
Are you aware how many drills have taken place during the last two months? There has not been 

a full muster-not one. 
You say that there has not been a full muster for two months? It may not be quite that length of 

time. 
About that time? About that time. 
What do you designate a full muster? Twenty, I think; you do not get a mark under twenty. 
Do you know anything about a set of colours having been subscribed for by the publi? I do. 
How long ago is it since? I should think about two or three years-two years certainly. 
Are those colours in G-oulburn? •They are in the captain's possession I believe. 
Have they ever been presented to the Company? No. 
Have they ever been seen in public? No; 1 have never seen them. 
Do you recollect anything about the Band instruments being taken out of the charge of the Company 

and delivered to the police by Captain Bossi? I do. 
Was that so? Yes, 
Was the policeman, into whose custody they were delivered, a member of the Company? He was 

not. 
Do you recollect anything of the case in which one of the bandsmen named King was summoned to 

the Police Court? Yes, I remember the circumstance of his being summoned. 
Do you know what he was summoned for? I cannot exactly recollect; but if my memory were 

refreshed on the point I might remember. I know that he was summoned, but I fail to remember what it 
was for. 
You do not remember the circumstances? I do not remember the reason. 
Was it for the alleged forfeiture of the bond into which the bandsmen were required to enter? Yes. 
Did this alleged forfeiture consist in King not serving the time he had agreed to? 'I believe so. 
How was it that he failed to complete the time? I cannot say. I am not clear on the point. 
Was it because he,  left the district? He did leave the district. 
Are you aware whether he had to pay the bond or not? Yes, I believe that was the case. I think, 

if I am not mistaken, it was to enforce the penalty attaching to the agreement ;-either £5 or £10. 
Are you quite sure? I am not quite sure. 
Are you quite sure that King lost the case? No. 
You do not know whether he lost it or gained it? No, I do not remember. 
Do you know the nature of his defence? No. 

Examination by the Court :- 
Can you inform the Court why these colours have not been shown in public? I believe it is in con-

sequence of their not having been paid for. There has been only a portion of the cost subscribed for by 
'the public-.25 I think was the amount-and the colours cost £40. I do not know whether they have 
been paid for now; in fact, Captain Rossi would not present them until they were paid for. 

You think that is the reason? That is the only reason that I know of. 
Is the Company indebted to anybody for these colours? I believe so. 
To whom? To Beading, in Sydney. 
Does the Company consider it a grievance that they are not presented? Bather a disappointment 

that the colours should have been in the custody of the captain so long without having been presented. 
Do you know how it is that the money is not forthcoming? I cannot say whose fault it is, with 

regard to the balance not being paid. 
You are not aware whether the Company is now in a position to pay the balance? I am not; in 

fact, the Company's funds could not be applied for any such purpose. 
Is the captain personally liable for this amount, or are the Company liable? The captain is per. 

sonally liable I believe. 
Are you aware of any effort having been made to wipe off the balance? I am not aware of any. 
Do you think that the Company would be willing to raise the money, if it were solicited to do so? 

If there were an active canvassI believe they would subscribe the balance. 
What is the general feeling in the Company with regard to the colours not having been made use of? 

Disappointment, as I have said before, that they should remain as they are. 
To whom do they attribute blame in the matter? To the captain I suppose, for not setting somebody 

to work in the matter to get subscriptions or otherwise. The blame is attributed to him. 
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Pt. H. S. 069. Are you aware of any effort being made on the parr of the members of the Company to clear off the Clarke. debt? I cannot remember of any. 
'--' 070. Are you sure that the captain himself has made no effort? He has made an effort. He left a copy 
31 Dec., 1873. of the colours in my place, and requested me to solicit subscriptions for the purpose, which I did, but I 

never could succeed in getting any. 
What reasons have persons given for not subscribing? G enerally "Captain Rossi," "Captain 

Rossi." Captain Rossi is unpopular. 

Exam.znatzom by Mr. Davies, through the Court :- 
Are you aware who collected the money for these colours? I am. 
Who? The then Lady Mayoress, Mrs. Horn. 
How much was collected? £25, or about that, as nearly as I can remember. 
Have you ever heard any other reason given why the colours were not presented to the Company 

than that they were not paid for? No, I cannot remember. 

.Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court 
At question 236 in your evidence before the Select Committee you state that you resigned in conse-

quence of a boy having been taken out of the ranks and promoted to a position over the senior elected 
corporal-is that true? 

[Question disallowed.] 
In what manner was Corporal Hayley placed over the senior corporal? On the ground that lie  had 

passed an examination that the others were invited to undergo, and I believed they declined. 
How was he placed over the senior corporal? Simply because, in my opinion, he gave evidence of 

his ability to the captain, by passing an examination to qualify himself. 
in what way was he placed over? He was appointed corporal. 
Was he placed senior to yourself as corporal, or to which of them? The senior corporal was Fuller. 
Was this boy made senior to him P He was appointed corporal-not senior to him. 
Was Hayley appointed corporal-not sergeant P Corporal in the first instance. 
Then how could he be made senior to the other? That is not exactly what I meant. Fuller was the 

senior corporal-Hayley was made sergeant after that. 
That is your explanation? Yes. 
If so, how could he have been made sergeant from the ranks: you say he was made sergeant from 

the ranks; how could he be made sergeant over the senior corporal from the ranks? I believe that Fuller 
was entitled to the promotion as being the senior corporal. The captain can best explain how it is that he 
placed him over Fuller. 

In taking him from the ranks and making him sergeant, it would be but the one step? But that 
was not so; he was made corporal in the first instance. 

Made corporal and then sergeant? Yes. 
Before Hayley's promotion, did you not receive as well as the other corporals a notice that, if any 

desired promotion, they were to submit their names in order to undergo an examination? I did. 
Did you not sign a memorandum to show that you had seen it? I did. 
What was the effect of that notice? That it was competent for me and other corporals to undergo 

an examination. 
This was while Hayley was corporal? Yes. 
After Hayley's appointment? Yes. 
As corporal? Yes. 
You all had the same opportunity of obtaining this promotion as Hayley had? Yes; but there were 

reasons which I should like to give why the other corporals did not choose to undergo examination. We 
had no confidence in Captain Rossi as a judge in the case. He was so partially inclined to Hayley that 
he was determined to promote him at all cost, quite irrespective of his merit. Hayley was a favourite 
with Captain Rossi. 

Is that why you would not undergo examination? Yes. 
Did you, being a corporal, then resign under these circumstances? Yes, at that time. 
Did not something else precede your resigning? Not that I remember. 
Did you not complain to Captain Rossi that examinations for promotion should be required, subse-

quently to this? I had a conversation with Captain Rossi about the matter. 
Did you complain? I do not know that it was a complaint. 
Did you make any objection to Captain Rossi for instituting these examinations? No. 
Did you say anything to him in reference to these examinations? Yes. 
What was that conversation? I cannot remember the substance of it. I had a conversation with 

him, and I said that these examinations had been instituted entirely through Hayley, and had never been 
adopted before. That is all that I had a conversation with the captain about. 

Did you and the other corporals beg that your objections should be submitted to the Colonel? I 
am not aware that they did. I believe the captain volunteered to do it himself. 

Was it not at the wish of yourself and others? I do not believe so. 
Did not Captain Rossi show you the letter he wrote upon the subject, and ask you if that conveyed 

what you wished? He showed me a letter, or I saw it. 
Did not Captain Rossi ask if it conveyed what you wished? That I cannot say. I do not remember 

now, it is so long since. 
Did Captain Rossi say anything in the letter that you did not wish? No. 
What was the Commandant's reply? That he approved of Captain Rossi's method of having an 

examination in all future cases, but that seniority was not to be overlooked. That, I remember, was the 
substance of the reply. 

You remember that the Commandant approved that examinations had been instituted? Yes. 
110. Is that the letter which has just been spoken of? This is the same letter. 

This letter Captain Rossi showed to you prior to sending it to the Commandant? Yes. 
And the Commandant's reply is the reply in the margin? Yes. (The documents were received in 

evidence and read by the Court. Vide Exhibit A.) 
Do you remember the Company order of the 12th May, 1872? Yes. 
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That is the order to which you refer? Yes: (The document was received in evidence and read by the Pt. H. S. 
Gourt. l7ide Exhibit B.) Clarke. 

Do you know of a letter of the same nature having been sent to the Commandant from the Corn- ,-.-'.-.--
pany, through the captain, inquiring whether promotions should be made by examinations or not? I 31.Dec., 1873. 
do not. 

Did you sign any such letter? I do not remember having done so. 
Did you sign that letter? Yes, I see my signature here. (The document was received in evidence 

and read by the Gourt. Vide Exhibit C.) 
Are you aware if that is the reply from the Brigade Office? Yes. (The document was received in 

evidence and read by the Gourt. Vide Exhibit D.) 
Was it not shortly after that reply that you resigned? I think immediately after. 
After you had resigned as corporal, did not Captain Rossi show you a letter which he had written to 

the Commandant, wherein be inquired if he might accept the withdrawal of the resignation if they desired 
so themselves? Yes, he did that voluntarily. No one asked him to do it. I did not. 

Is that the letter? Yes. 
Do you see the answer at the back? Yes. (The documents were received in evidence and read by the 

Court. TTide Exhibit E.) 
Did Corporal Blackshaw withdraw his resignation? He did. 
Did not Captain Rossi leave it open for a long time for you to withdraw your resignation? He did. 
Did he not urge it upon you, explaining that you were not obliged to undergo any examination, but 

might continue as long as you liked as a corporal? Yes. 
Did you not say in reply that you would do whatever Fuller, the senior corporal, did, and did you 

not tell Captain Rossi that you had made Fuller that promise? Not exactly. I stated to Captain Rossi 
that, as Fuller was the aggrieved party, I would do so at the same time, but I made no promise to Fuller 
that I would do anything of the kind. 

You had no understanding whatever with him on that subject? No. 
At question 239 of your evidence before the Select Committee you say "With regard to the resigna-

tion on the committees, I sent in my resignation on two different committees; or rather I resigned on the 
one and refused to be elected on the other."-Is it not true that you resigned on one and acted on 
another? Yes. 

Was your so acting on a committee subsequent to your resignation? I cannot remember. 
Have you ever acted on a committee since the time when you resigned? As private? 
As a member of the committee? I cannot say. 
Did you not take part in committee meetings, as a member of the committee, since your resignation as 

a committee-man? I cannot remember that I have. I had no right. 
Subsequent to your resignation as a member of the committee, did you ever accept of re-election and 

act as a member of the committee? Yes. 
What did Captain Rossi do to you personally, on the first committee, to cause you to withdraw? 

Nothing whatever. 
Was it not because Captain Rossi refused to allow a military matter to be discussed before a finance 

committee? I am not sure as to whether it was a military matter or not, but he refused to hear them. 
On some subject? Yes. 
On what subject? I cannot remember. I believe it was a military matter, but he refused to give 

them a hearing. 
Will you swear that the corporals resigned immediately upon Hayley's promotion? No, I cannot 

be positive on the point ; it may have been some short time after. 
Was it not immediately upon learning the Commandant's approval of refusing promotion without 

examination? It may have occurred about the same time. 
How long after? I cannot say. 
Can you fix the time? No. 
Was there a month elapsed? There may have been a month elapsed, and there may have been less. 
Did not the resignation of the corporals fbllow immediately upon hearing the Colonel's opinion about 

examination? I believe so. 
And not immediately upon Hayley's appointment? I believe so. 
What was the difference to which you can speak of your own knowledge between Mr. Chishoim and 

Captain Rossi, which led to the breaking up of the Association? Refusing the use of the targets, I believe. 
Do you know this of your own knowledge? I have never been present when they have had any 

difference between them. All I know is from newspaper correspondence which took place between them 
at the time. As I was never present when they had any personal difference between thethselves, I cannot 
answer the question as Captain Rossi puts it. 

Then you absolutely know nothing whatever of your own knowledge beyond what you have seen in 
the newspaper, in reference to the Rifle Association? Except this, that I received a letter from Mr. 
Chishoim, as president, resigning his position, and leaving me then to conduct the management as vice-
president. That I know of my own personal knowledge. 

Will you prduce that letter? I cannot. It was published in the newspapers at the time. 
With reference to what you have said of Captain Rossi censuring you on pa.rade, is that the letter he 

used on the occasion? No; I do not remember. 
Do you remember seeing it in Captain Rossi's hand? I do not remember. 
Is this statement in the newspaper correct? I was never asked so before the censure was passed 

upon me. 
Are you aware if that report is correct? It is the fact-it is true.. (Document received in. evidence. 

Vide Exhibit F.) 
Are you aware that Captain Rossi reported the circumstance to Colonel Richardson? I am not. 
Did not Captain Rossi tell you that he had, and inform you of the reply?. At the time of the 

censure. 
Will you look at this? I never saw that before. (Capt. Rossi's letter to Col. Richardson, dated 

Oct. 61h, 1871, and fiol. Richardson's reply, dated Oct. 9th, 1871, were read, and received in evidence as portion 
of Exhibit F.) 

321-.--D 756. 
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Pt. H. S. 756. Did you ever object to the weekly subscriptions to Captain Rossi? Never; in fact, I proposed in 
Olarke. committee the advance of the weekly subscription. 
t- ' 757. Did you at the time express any dissatisfaction at the way in which it was carried? No. 
31 Dec., 1873. 758. Did any one express any dissatisfaction P They were not afforded an opportunity. 

Is it not a fact that Hunt remained in the Corps twelve months after the passing of that rule P I am 
not aware. 

Will you swear that he did not P I will not. 
Will you swear that Hunt did not pay his subscription for three months at the increased rate P I 

cannot say. 
Will you swear he did not? No. 
Is it not a fact that Hunt did not resign until he was sued? I am not aware of that; I remember 

that he was sued. 
Was it not after he was sued that he resigned P I cannot say. 
Will you swear that it was not? I cannot swear it. 
At question 254 of your evidence before the Select Committee you say that Paris resisted the 

payment of more than the previous subscription. Do you not know that Paris never paid anything of the 
previous subscription, the subscription at the lower rate,-that, in fact, he never paid any subscription at 
all P Not of my own personal knowledge. I know that the man himself told me that he had paid, and 
that only yesterday. He told me that he had tendered money frequently at the lower rate, and that it 
would not be accepted. 

Was Paris present at the meeting? When the high rate was proposed P 
Yes P I do not believe he was. 
Was there more than one meeting in reference to it P Not that I am aware of. We had several 

committee meetings I believe; but I do not think we had more than one public meeting of the Corps on 
the subject. 
In your answer to question 254 before the Select Committee you say that "he asked at the meeting 

if the recruits were to be allowed to vote.' To whom did you refer? Those who were present in the body 
of the meeting. 

Who asked? I asked. I believe so. 
How could it be you-you not being a recruit P I do not see that I said that. 
Who is the recruit referred to in question 254 P He asked, that is, Paris asked. He must have been 

present. 
Then you say that Paris was present? I believe so; but I do not swear to that positively. 
As a matter of fact, was he present P I cannot say. I must have- believed so at the time of making 

this statement here. 
If Paris was present, was he a recruit P He was not a recruit. 
How could it refer to Paris P Paris, on behalf of the recruits, asked the question. 
Is Captain Rossi to infer from your evidence that Captain Rossi was present P I believe that he was 

present; I will not positively assert it. 
Are you sure that all your evidence is correct P I have sworn to it. 
Do you still swear that Paris was ordered to pay at the Police Court? I know there was a Police 

Office proceeding. 
Your evidence is that Paris was ordered to pay: you have sworn that your evidence is correct. 

Captain Rossi asks you if you will still swear to that P My impression is that the case was dismissed. 
Do you still say that Paris was ordered to pay P He was ordered by the captain to pay. 
You say here that he was taken before the Police Court and ordered to pay P I believe the case was 

dismissed. I am not positive on the point. I believe that the case was dismissed by the Bench-that they 
could not entertain it-that it was beyond their province. 

What do you mean then by the term "was ordered to pay"? That must have been my impression 
at the time I gave that evidence. I am doubtful as to what verdict the Bench gave; but my impression is 
that they dismissed the case. 

Have you stated that you were present when the assault was committed on Mawson P I stated that 
I was not. 

Do you know where the alleged assault on Mawson took place P Yes. I was present in the Court 
when the Bench decided that the assault had been committed, and a fine of 5s. was imposed. 

Are you aware where the assault took place P In an adjoining room. 
Was it at that period P 1 cannot say what time. I was not present when the assault was committed. 
Did you not state that it was at that period P That was Fuller's case. 
You have stated that you were present when the assault on Mawson took place-that you were on 

parade P I confounded the- two names-I meant my answer to apply to the case of Fuller. 
At the general meeting of the Company, when Chambers and Morris attended, did they not admit 

having been made acquainted with the order to appear in uniform at the meeting P I cannot remember. 
Do you remember their saying that they were not aware of it? No, I do not remember anything. 

I remember one of them putting a cap on his head and stating that he was then in uniform. That was 
Chambers, and he claimed the right to speak then. 
Are you aware that prior to the dismissal of Chambers, a Court of Inquiry was held upon his con-

duct? I am. 
As to the Volunteers who shortly expect their land orders, are you positive that they will remain in 

the Company after they get their land orders, if Captain Rossi were removed P I answer for myself; I 
would. 

Are you aware with respect to others P I can answer for several others. 
Who would remain if Captain Rossi were removed P They would. 
Can you name them? I decline to do so. 
Could you get them to appear here and make a similar statement P No. 
Will you describe-mechanically, if necessary-the manner in which your son went to Captain 

Rossi to deliver the paper? Will the Court allow the captain to do it-,he can do it to perfection? 
Will you swear positively that your son did not go up in an unbecoming manner to Captain Rossi P 

He did not approach Captain Rossi in a military manner. 
801, 
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Did he do so in an unbecoming manner? He did not. I positively assert it. He had no reason to Pt. H. S. 
do otherwise. Clarke. 

Did you see him? I did. I was in the ranks. 
Were you watching him? I was; and Captain Rossi too. 31 Deó., 1873. 
Did he not come up and turn upon his heel as he presented the paper? After placing the document 

in the captain's hands he turned away. 
Do you think he intended to show any disrespect to Captain Rossi? No; he had no reason then to 

treat him but with respect. 
Did not Captain Rossi instantly receive the paper when the boy presented it a second time? Yes; 

and what I objected to was the captain's manner. 
Do you think that your son felt hurt? I am sure he did. 
Has he joined the Company since? He has. 
Was it with your consent that your son joined? Yes. 
Was it subsequent to your giving evidence before the Parliamentary Committee. I cannot remember. 

I cannot positively say. I am doubtful about it. 
Will you swear that there have not been any drills for the last two months-are you clear upon 

the point? I do not swear positively to that point. 1 believe that there have been no full drills for 
something under two months. I did not say quite two months. 

Can you define any time positively? I have not been present myself. I only go by what I have been 
told. 

Will you name any person whatever who refused to subscribe on account of the colours in conse-
quence of Captain Rossi's unpopularity? I could not do that; it is now so long ago. I know I was refused. 
It is now two years since I solicited. 

If it is two years ago, are you aware that the subject has been frequently before the committee as to 
what should be done? Not being a member of the committee I do not know. 

Have you heard that it has been brought before the committee? No, I have not. 
From whom is the intended presentation of colours supposed to emanate? From the public. 
Are you sure that the cost of the colours was £40? I am not. 
£50? No. 
£55? No; it was more than the amount subscribed, otherwise I presume the colours would have 

been presented. 
You are quite unaware what Captain Rossi has done and what the committee has done in reference 

to the matter? Quite so. 
You know nothing of the intention as to when they are to be presented? No. 
You have spoken about the Band instruments being placed in the hands of the police: will you 

explain? I cannot possibly explain that. How can I know why the captain did that? 
You do not know the object? No. I know that he ordered them to be taken out of the custody of 

the Quartermaster-sergeant and to be handed over to Sergeant Fenton. 
Do you know nothing which led to that step-the reas6n of Captain Rossi.for doing so? There was 

a cause, but I cannot exactly remember now what it was. I think it was to prevent the use of the instru-
ments in some way or other. 

Did not a general meeting of the Company request the captain to get them into his custody? Into 
the custody of the Quartermaster-sergeant, but not into the custody of the police. 

But into Captain Rossi's custody? Yes. 
And they were in his custody, were they not? Yes. 
Do you know anybody who resisted their being in the custody of Captain Rossi? I do. 
Who were they? The honorary members,-two or three of them. 
Will you name them? I can positively name one. 
Was Mr. Riley one? Yes. 
Was Mr. John Chisholm another? I cannot assert whether he was or not. 
Will you say positively that he was not? No. 
Do you remember any other? Mr. Chishoim, I heard. 
You are not sure? No. 
Do you remember any other besides those two? No, I cannot remember any other. 
Was Mr. Martyr one? I do not think so. I do not remember him. 
Are you sure he was not? No. 
Is the Corps in a more efficient state, as far as numbers go, than at any former time since its forma- 

tion? I do not know about its being higher. It is as high. * 
Do you know that there are twenty-seven recruits waiting to come in if there were a vacancy? No, 

I am not aware. 
Are you not aware that Captain Rossi has sacrificed a very large part of his time in the interests of 

the Corps? An immense amount of time. There is no doubt about it. 
With the exception of the occasions to which you have referred, has Captain Rossi at any time during 

the period you have been associated together, been imperious and insolent in his tone towards you? 
Quite the reverse. As a private gentleman, he has been most courteous and gentlemanly. - 

Has he as a Volunteer? Latterly he has been very good. I have no fault to find. 

Examination by the Court 
Are you an efficient for the current year? Yes. 
Was the resistance on the part of these parties;  the honorary members of the Company, to handing 

the Band instruments to the police, and not into the custody of Captain Rossi? I believe that was it. 
The objection was to their being handed to the police and not to Captain Rossi? Yes. 
How do you know that that was the reason? It was currently spoken of at the time. 
The Court adjourned at six minutes after 1 o'clock, p.m. The Court resumed its sitting at thirty 
minutes after 2 o'clock, p.m. 

Private 
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Private Benjamin Mawson was duly sworn :-

Examination by the Court :- 
Pt. B. 848. Your name, if you please? Benjamin Mawson. 
Mawson. 849. You are a private in the Goulburn Company of Volunteer Rifles? At present. 

You have heard the charges read over? No, I have not. 
31 Dec., 18 3. 

The ckarqes contadzed in the Z1emorial supposed to be dated 3rd October, 1873, were read by the 
Court. 

You were examined before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly? Yes. 
Are you willing that the evidence which you then gave should be taken as your e'vidence on this 

occasion, reserving to yourself the right to correct and add to it on hea.ring it read over? I have no 
objection. 

Captain Rossi said that he did not object to the reception of the evidence. 
The evidence ,qivcn by the witness on the 26th Rebruary, 1873, before the Select Committee of the 
Leqislative Assembly, was read by the Court and admitted as follows 

You are a sergeant in the G-oulburn.Volunteers? I was. 
You are not one now? No; I resigned. 
You have had some assault case between you and Captain Rossi before the Court? Yes, I had 

occasion to bring him up for assault. 
Did you summon him? Yes. 
Will you briefly state the circumstances under which this assault was committed? I do not recollect 

the dates, but the matter was this :-In the first instance Captain Rossi came to me at the railway station, 
and spoke to me about a boy of mine who was in the Band. The boy followed almost immediately after, 
giving his version of the affair, so I thought it better to take him, to the captain and have the matter 
explained. I went to the captain's room and knocked at the door; he called out to come in, but no sooner 
did I open the door and he saw who it was than he ordered me out. He jumped up and shut the door 
upon me before I could get out, and jammed me between the door and the post. When he found he could 
not get the door shut he shoved me out; he took his two hands and shoved me out. 

Did any words take place between you before this? No. I only said that I had come to have the 
matter investigated; and he said he would not listen to me, and ordered me out. 

What was it the boy told you? It was something that had occurred between him and Mr. Deane 
the bandmaster. 

What was it? I spoke to the captain about my boy becoming a bugier. Captain Rossi seemed to 
be satisfied that he should be, and when the boy spoke to Mr. Deane, that gentleman said he supposed he 
would want the first bugle. The boy said that he certainly would not take the second, and that his father 
had spoken about it to the captain. Mr. Deane said that his father should not interfere with him, and then 
the boy made him sothe reply. For this Captain Rossi made the boy sign an apology, threatening that if 
he did not do so he would bring him up and fine him £10. The boy did so, and the fault I committed was, 
going to the captain to have this matter explained. 

You summoned Captain Rossi? Yes. 
Was the case heard? Yes, and he was fined 5s. and costs. 
Do you know the case of Fuller? I do. 
Do you know it of your own knowledge? Yes; I was present at the time and saw all that transpired. 
Will you tell us what it was? He was orderly corporal for the month, and had of course to attend 

the drills; the drills were on Monday, Wednesday, and Friday. On the Wednesday night he was absent; 
on the Friday he was present, and after drill Captain Rossi asked him why it was that he was absent. 
Fuller said that his business kept him away. Captain Rossi said that he must attend when he was orderly 
corporal, business or no business. Fuller answered-.-" Well, if you order me to do that I shall have to 
resign." With that the captain just took him by the shoulders and shook him like this. I thought some-
thing else was going to take place, so I turned on my heels and began singing, so as not to give any 
attention to what was doing. I made sure, in fact, that Fuller would have knocked him down. 

Did Corporal Fuller take any proceedings against the captain? None. 
Is he now in the Force? Yes; but he resigned his office as corporal. 
You have had some experience in military matters? Yes; I served Her Majesty for fourteen years; 

for seven years as a sergeant, four years a corporal, and the remainder as a private. 
From your experience as a non-commissioned officer, what is your impression of the G-oulburrt 

Volunteers? My experience of the Corps is that it would be very different if it were differently handled. 
Captain Rossi has a manner with him that is very offensive. In addressing the men he is always insulting 
their feelings, and speaks to them in th&most insolent manner, such as-" How dare you, sir 9" The word 
"sir" is continually in his month, and nothing can be more insulting to a soldier than to be "sir"ed by 
his superior officer. 

His manner is offensive, then? Yes, and almost contemptuous. 
Were you drill sergeant of the Company? No, I was not drill sergeant; but I used to drill their 

recruits for them and dismiss them. 
Do you drill them now? No. 
Who does it now? Sergeant Blackshaw. I lost a deal of time when I drilled them, often giving 

my time to the drill whilst I paid a man to do my work. 
What regiment were you in? In the 90th Light Infantry first, and then I volunteered to the 42nd 

Royal Highlanders, and went to the Crimea under Sir Cohn Campbell. 

In your opinion, is the Company progressing at present? The men actually try to do as well as they 
can, and they are well enough as regards discipline, but the ill feeling between the men and the captain 
keeps the Corps back. 

Is there ill feeling between the men and the captain? There is no doubt of that, and I can speak 
with certainty on the subject, because I have been in a position to know everything. I was in the Com-
pany when the captain first took command, .and had to show him everything, even to giving him the word 
of command on parade. He has said more to me than perhaps he has to any one in the Company, and I 

have 
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have advised him times after times to adopt a different tone and manner with the men. We had a good Pt. B. 
Company at one time,—acknowledged by Colonel Richardson to be the best in the Colony, but these Ma'son. 
constant misunderstandings have done it a great deal of harm. 

Has the Company fallen off in numbers? Yes; we have lost forty or fifty men through nothing but 31 Dec., 1873. 
these disturbances. 

Through the intemperate conduct and maimer of Captain Rossi? Yes, I am certain of it. I will 
give you one instance :—I was just about to dismiss a squad of recruits—eighteen or twenty men. They 
had just got through their drill, and were fit to enter the Company. Captain Rossi came up to where they 
were, on the railway platform. This was just about the time when they, were increasing the subscription 
to is. per week. They asked the captain if they were to be allowed to have a voice in the matter of raising 
the subscription, and he said certainly not, as they were only recruits. The subscription had been raised 
some time before the captain came to see the recruits; but the recruits were not allowed, a voice in the 
matter, and what they wanted to know was, if they would have to pay the shilling when they were not allowed 
to vote. The men said that if they were not to have a voice in settling the amount, they could not be 
expected to pay. He said that they should, or if they did not they - should not belong to the Company. 
He got very much out of temper, and actually went so far as to put one man under arrest. The con-
sequence of this was that every one of these recruits resigned at once. 

The whole twenty of them? Yes. 
'Were you one of those who forgot to pay for your coffee when coming down by the railway on 

Queen's Birthday? I was amongst them. 
How did that happen? I was pretty well acquainted with Draper, the man who keeps the refresh-

ment room at Mittagong, and on my return from Sydney I asked him, before we left the station, whether 
any of the men owed him anything? He said he did not know, for there was a great rush of passengers 
by the train, and he did not know whether it was the Volunteers or the other passengers who had failed to 
pay him. I told him to make out what was deficient, and that I would make it good to him myself. He 
was perfectly satisfied with this, and we left. When we came to Sydney, and the Company was falling in 
at Hyde Park, among all the rest of the Volunteers, Captain Rossi called out loudly and openly—" Men, 
when you go back, pay for your coffee." He did not mince the matter at all, but drew attention by calling 
out in the first instance " Gouliburn Volunteers," and then singing out the other at the top of his voice. 
When we got back to Mittagong, I asked Draper how much would compensate him for what he had lost, 
and he said he had lost nothing,—that a great many of the men had paid him since then, and that he had 
never thought of making a bother over it, knowing that he would be paid. I had left half-a-.crown with 
him going up to Sydney, and I told him he might keep the change to make matters correct, but he would 
not do anything of the kind, and told me not to mind it as he had been paid. 

Is there anything else you would like to say? There are many little matters that I might go into, 
but I hardly think it necessary. I could say a good many things, but I think that perhaps it would be 
better to confine myself to what concerns myself. 

The evidence you then gave is true? Yes. 
Do you wish to add to the evidence you then gave? There is some little I could add to it. That is in 

connection with the salute when in plain clothes. I had occasion to go to the captain in his own room 
here, and the captain wanted to know why I did not give him the salute when he met me on the railway 
platform and I was out of uniform. We came to rather high words about it; and I told Captain Rossi 
that I did not give salutes as an act, of courtesy, but as an act of duty. I asked him if I did not always 
salute him when I was in uniform, and he admitted that I always did. He threatened then to report me 
to the Commissioner for Railways and also to Colonel Richardson, for not giving him the salute when I 
met him, although I was in plain.clothes and not on duty at the time that I iailed to give the salute. 

What is your private occupation? I am what they call watchman at the station. 
The railway station? The railway station. 
You are under the Commissioner for Railways? Yes. 
Under the Minister for Works? Yes. 
Is there anything further you wish to add? No. 
For what alleged offence was it that Captain Rossi madyour boy sign an apology, and threatened 

to have him fined £10? I really could not tell what the offence was. I would not take the boy's word, 
and that is the reason why I wished to take him to the bandmaster. I know what the boy said it was, but 
I did not like to take his word any more than I would take the word of the other side. 

What induced you to take your boy to Captain Rossi? Captain Rossi came down to me to the 
station, and accused the boy of being insolent to the bandmaster. I am not sure as to the word the captain 
used. I told him that I could not believe the bandmaster any more than anybody else; and I thought 
that it was best that the boy and the bandmaster should be brought together, and the matter investigated. 
The captain then left me. He went away in a passion, so much so that Mr. Crawfurd, who is now at the 
Sydney station, said that if Captain Rossi had waited a little longer he should certainly have had him 
removed from the station. 

You stated that Captain Rossi threatened to have him fined? Yes. 
Why? If he would not sign the apology. 
Where? In the Band-room here. 
In whose possession is this written apology now? I cannot say. I do not know what became of it. 
What was the purport of the apology? That they were to sign a document stating 
Are you speaking now of your own boy? Yes.; he was one amongst the rest. The apology was 

sent to him first, and he was to sign it immediately. I cannot tell you the words of it. It is impossible to 
do so, because it is so long ago, and I never took any note of it. 

We do not want you to give the words of the apology verbatim. Do you remember the general. 
terms—the purport of it? The captain was perfectly satisfied, if the boy would make an apology, to let the 
matter pass. He would not take any more notice of it if the boy would make an apology. 

What was the reason for asking for the apology—give the Court some idea of the whole matter—
what necessitated the apology, and then what was the nature of,  the apology asked for? I believe the 
apology would not have been asked for, only for the dispute which took place between the captain, and me. 
I was not there, and I did not hear what took place, except from what I heard the boy say and the captain 
say. I have no personal knowledge of the circumstances. 900. 
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M 
B. 900. Was the reason for this apology being asked for that the boy had refused to take the second bugle? 

awson. I believe it was that, but I only know it from hearsay. 
Was it for this that Captain Rossi demanded an apology, and threatened to bring him up and have 

31 Dec., 1873. him fined £5? Yes, I believe so. 
You are not aware of the boy doing anything else but simply declining to take the second bugle? 

That is all that the captain complained of to me, and that he had been insolent to the bandmaster. 
And that was for what Captain Rossi required an apology? Apology for refusal. 
It was given to him in writing? In writing. 
And the boy signed the apology? He did. I think he was compelled to do so, if the truth were 

known. 
908. Are there any other instances than those mentioned by you in your evidence in which Captain Rossi 
has acted in a manner calculated to impair his influence as commander, and consequently to injure the 
Goulburn Company of Volunteers? There may be other matters, but they are not of my personal know-
ledge. Many things have transpired that I do not know anything personally about, and of which I do not 
wish to say anything. 

You cannot specify anything die? No. 
Are you aware that there is a strong feeling in the Company antagonistic to Captain Rossi being 

continued in command? Yes, there was. 
Are you aware whether it exists now? Well, I believe from what I can hear, there is; but I have 

not mixed much with the Company during the last three or four months. 
Is it your opinion that the retention of Captain Rossi as commanding officer would impair the 

efficiency of the Corps? I believe so. I hear that the principal part of the men who are entitled to their 
land orders will resign. I speak from hearsay. I can say nothing further. 

Have you had any personal communication with any of them? Not upon that particular point. 
Have you heard any men express their intention to resign if Captain Rossi were continued in com-

mand of the Corps? I do not like to mention names. 
You are asked if you have ever heard personally from members of the Corps that it is their intention 

to resign if Captain Bossi's services are retained? I have. 
How many? I could not say how many. I have heard it from more than one, two or three. 
Are they efficient members of the Corps? They are. 
Have they expressed their intention to resign as soon as they obtain their land orders, if Captain 

Rossi were retained in command of the Corps? Yes; that is under present circumstances. 
Are you an efficient for this year? Yes. 
Is it your belief that the persons you speak of would remain if Captain Rossi were not in command, 

and that they will leave if Captain Rossi continues in command? I believe so; myself for one. I am not 
afraid to mention my own name. 

Do you think that the place of these men would be likely to be filled up with recruits if they do 
resign? It may be so. Wehave a good niany recruits at present. 

And there is a disposition to join the Corps ? I cannot say. There are a good many recruits at 
present-such as they are. I never saw a squad like them 

Are unusual efforts being made to obtain recruits? There must be, or men would not be taken of 
5 feet 3 inches. 

Are you aware of any such efforts personally? No. 
Does Captain Rossi attend drill punctually? He has always attended regularly. 
Is he looked upon as an efficient officer? Yes, as far as military discipline goes. I do not think they 

could wish for a better officer than he has been lately. 
You say you have been in the regular Army? Yes. 
Is it usual in the regular Army-is it considered derogatory to a soldier to address him as "sir"? 

Yes, it is the most contemptuous expression that can be made use of. It is strictly prohibited as such. 
By whom? By the command of the officer, as a rule. 
Is there any regulation? I do not know that there is, but it is an understood thing. I know it was 

strictly prohibited by the commander of our Corps. 
In what way do officers usually address .their men in the regular Service? If they have anything to 

say to a man in the way of complaint, they tell a non-commissioned officer to take him from the ranks. 
As to addressing the individual personally,-in what way do they usually directly address a man? 

They speak to him, "yes" or "no." 
What do they substitute in place of the word "sir," that you complain of so much? I cannot say 

exactly. They address a man in a different way from "sir-ing" him. 
Supposing an officer detected a private in any irregularity in the ranks and had occasion to speak to 

him personally, in what way would he address him? As a rule in the military Service he would ask him 
why such and such a thing was the case. 

What term would he use in place of "sir"? He would say "Why do you do that?"  
That must apply to some individual? He would call the person by his name-private so and so, or 

corporal so and so. 
You mean to say that the term "sir," is not usually used, and is looked upon as an insult? Yes, I 

do. - 
Are you aware of the present strength of the Company? I believe the Company is very near to its 

full strength, that is, as far as names go; but I believe there were a good many names on the roll of the 
Company a few weeks ago of persons who do not belong to it at all. 

When did you last attend parade? About three months ago. I attended regularly up to that time. 
Have you not been summoned to a parade for three months? I attended the Colonel's inspection. 

I asked for leave. 
How long is it since your leave expired? I think between two and three months. 
And you have not since been summoned to parade? No. 
Are you aware of any parade that has taken place since? Yes, I have seen every one. 
How many during the 1at two months? For the last three weeks in succession, there was not the 

number to constitute a parade. 
What is the number? Twenty men and the commissioned and non-commissioned officers. 
For three weeks that number has not been in attendance? No. 945. 
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You think that four weeks ago twenty were assembled? Four weeks last month, I think, they had PC. B. 

the attendance. There have been three occasions when the attendance has not amounted to a parade. Mawson. 
How long prior to that was it that you failed to form a parade? We have never mustered for a 

parade above three or four times before that. 31 Dec, 17a. 
The first charge upon the list is the assault by Captain Rossi on Corporal Fuller in the ranks. Were 

you present? I was. 
Did you see the assault? I did. 
Will you describe the way in which it took place? The captain came up to the corporal immediately 

he was dismissed from parade, and asked him how it was that he had been absent for a certain time. The 
corporal told him, and the captain then laid his hand upon his shoulder and shook him. . As soon as he did 
so I saw the corporal order his arms. I was afraid that something else might take place, and I did not wish 
to see any more. 

Was Corporal Fuller standing in the ranks at the time? No; it was after the parade had been dis-
missed. He had spoken to him in the ranks previous to that. 

You say that Captain Rossi had spoken to Corporal Fuller before the parade was broken off? Yes. 
What did Fuller do upon Captain Rossi addressing him? He said something about not being able 

to attend; but I had been paying attention to the movement of the Company. 
Did he leave his position in the ranks? No, he did not. 
You are quite clear upon that point? No, he did not leave his position at all until the Company 

was dismissed. 
Did you look upon the interference of Captain Rossi at that time as an assault ? I did not look 

upon it much as an assault at that time. It was equivalent to an assault. It did not look well to do as he 
did. 

In what light would it have been looked upon in the regular Army? Very likely he would have 
been put under arrest. 

An officer? Yes; I have seen an instance of an officer being put under arrest for a less occurrence 
than that. I saw Lord Beresford ordered into his room for a deal less than that. 

Do you remember any occasion when any member of the Company stepped out of the ranks in order 
to address Captain Rossi, in reference to some badge? Yes; I have a recollection of a person doing that. 
I think it was Private Hurley.. 

Would you explain to the Court the particulars of that case? .1 could not. I did not pay much 
attention. 

Did you hear Captain Rossi make use of any expression to Private Hurley on that occasion? I 
believe the word" fellow" was made use of, but in what sense or way I could not say exactly. 

In what light would the conduct of a man be regarded who stepped out of the ranks to speak to his 
superior officer in the regular Service? As insubordination. 

How would it be treated? He would be made a prisoner immediately. 
Do you think such conduct would be regarded in the light of a very serious offence, or of a 

minor offence? A very serious offence-one of the most serious; in fact, if I had been commanding 
officer I would have put him under arrest there and then. 

Are you aware of any dissatisfaction existing in the Company as to the manner in which the accounts 
have been kept? I have heard a good deal of it. 

Of your own personal knowledge you are not aware? No, I am not; not having been a member of 
the committee, I cannot speak of that. - 

Exa'mimation by Mr. Davies, throuqb. the Court:- 

Will you state if you are aware whether there are retained on the roll many names of men who have 
left the district? Yes. 

How many do you think? I could not tell exactly now; the roll may have been altered, but 
three months ago I and the quartermaster-sergeant were looking over the roll and we pointed out thirty-
one men who were away from the Company-men who had really resigned, some of them. If the roll-book 
were produced, I could show the names of many of them now. 

Will the disagreements in the Corps tend to the resignation of the older or the younger members? 
The older decidedly. 

Is it your opinion that these would remain under a different command, that is, the older members. 
who are about to resign? Yes, I have every reason to believe so. 

Would you remain in under a different command? Decidedly I would, and be proud to remain. I 
have-been a Volunteer since Volunteers,were first started in the Colony. 

How long is it since Captain Rossi's conduct has improved? Seven or eight months ago. Since the 
inquiry commenced. 

Have you ever asked to be reinstated as a sergeant? Yes;  on certain conditions, or rather under 
certain circumstances. 

Will you explain, the circumstances? They would be bet explained if the captain would read the 
paper I sent him. I. kept no copy. of it. 

Your reasons are in writing? My reasons are in writing, sent to the captain. 
Do you remember the purport of it? We were at parade, during the time I was lame; and there were 

several remarks passed about the lame soldier taking command at parade. I sent to the captain to the 
effect that if it caused such ill feeling, I had no objection to drill the recruits for the Company as I had. 
done. It arose from what was said in the paper; but I said that I had no objection, if it were beneficial 
to the Company, to still drill the recruits. 

Do you remember the date of the paper? It was in the. Arqus, the time of the inspection before 
last. 

Did you merely offer to return in order that you might resume the drillingof the recruits, and not 
simply to take up the ordinary duties of sergeant? Yes; it was an understood thing between the captain 
and the recruits that I might attend parade now and then, and that I should drill the recruits. I was 
going to take up a position under the same head as I did before. 
978.. Your chief duty was to drill the recruits? Yes. 

979. 
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PL B. 979. You did not cherish any ill feeling towards Captain Rossi, and were willing to go back to the Company? 
Mawson. Not the slightest. 

And your determination to leave the Corps whenever you can get your laud order does not arise out 
31 Dcc., 1873. of any pesona1 ill feeling towards Captain Rossi? No. 

Do you intend to leave the Corps because of Captain Rossi's general conduct? That is my intention. 
Do you know of any proceedings relating to the assault case between you and Captain Rossi-any 

subsequent proceedings arising out of that case? Not of anything in particular. 
How many Magistrates adjudicated in that case? Three. 
The Police Magistrate being one? Yes. 
Were you represented on that occasion by an attorney? Yes. 
And Captain Rossi also? Yes. 
Do you know of any declarations which have been handed in to the Police Magistrate since? I 

have heard of them. 
Have you seen them? I have not. 
Have you had any opportunity of rebutting them? I have not. I came here to-day thinking I 

might. 
What words did Captain Rossi use to you at the railway station? After he had done speaking with 

me about the boy, 1 wished to reason with him about bringing the boy to him, previously to going to the 
Court House at all. 

Mr. Davies means what angry words were used? The captain said that he would not listen to 
another word I had to say. He would do as he thought proper himself-he would take his own course. 
He spoke in very high tones that way. 

What words were used to you by Captain Rossi at the railway station at the time when the station-
master said that if he had remained there much longer he would have had him removed? I can hardly 
think of them now. It is so long ago. 

You say that the station-master said that he would have him removed? He did so; and the captain 
went to the station-master afterwards about it. 

What you have said would hardly be sufficient to induce the station-master to interfere? I was on 
duty at the railway station; and that was the reason why the station-master said he would interfere. 

Were you on duty as a Volunteer or as a servant of the Minister for Works? I was on duty as a 
railway servant. 

You were under the direction of the station-master? I was. 
What sort of recruits have joined of late? I have only seen them once or twice together. Some 

are very good, and some I would be very sorry to take as recruits for Volunteers if I had anything to do 
with it. 

What is the objection to them? I do not know anything about their characters. I only look to 
their appearance and size. 

Do you mean that they are under size? They are under size. - 
1000. Are they objectionable on the score of age? I cannot say that age is any objection to a soldier at 
any time. If he is young, he is likely to grow; but some of them are so old that they are not likely to 
grow any more. 
1001. Do you consider some of these recruits too young to be admitted into the Corps? They are too 
young in one way-not in another. We never consider any person too young, having regard to the position 
they are taken for. If they join the Corps as privates they are too young decidedly. 

Mr. Davies asked that the roll-book of the Corps might be produced, and it was handed in by Captain 
Rossi. Vide Exhibit G. 

1002. Will you indicate the names of some of those who you said have been left upon the roll, and who 
you aver have left the district? (Roll-book handed to witniss.) There is J. A. Macdonald for one, and 
Cooper for another. Macdonald has left the district for two years. 
1003. Is his name on the roll-book now? It was when II saw it last. This may have been altered to-day 
for anything that I know. 
lOOt. Can you name any others-there were the two M'Governs? I do not think that we have had two 
attendances from any of them for two or three years. 
1005. Was there a man of the name of Egii on the list? He was recently on the list. 
1006. What was Cooper? A private. 
1007. What trade? I cannot tell you what he was. 
1008. Was Waugh's name on the list? Yes; it was kept on the list for a long time. 
1009. Was Fineran's name on? It has been off the roll for some time, but it was on for a long time. 
1010. Was it on for a long time after he left the district? Yes. 
1011. Was Hayley's name on the list at the time to which you refer? Yes. 
1012. Any length of time after he left the district? I cannot say exactly. 
1013. Was Hayley's name on the list at the time you saw the roll last, when to your knowledge Hayley 
had left the district? Hayley had returned when I saw the book last. 
1014. A.re you aware that after leaving here, Hayley joined another Corps in Sydney? Yes; I saw him 
here in the uniform of that Corps. 
1015. Was his name upon the roll then? To the best of my knowledge his name was on the roll then. 

The Court asked if any of the other memorialists desired to examine the witness; and Mr. Davies 
stated that the memorialists had arranged that all questions should be asked through him. 

Examination by the Court 
1016. What is Hayley's christian name? I cannot tell you. 
1017. Is this the only Hayley in the Company? There is only one that I know of-TU'rederick is the 
person. 
1018. What opportunities have you had afforded you of inspecting the roll-book? None lately. 
1019. At the time you speak of? I used to have the roll-book in my hand regularly. I had a roll of 
every man in the Company, and have now a private roll-book. 
1020. Have you ever had this roll-book in your possession? No. 
1021. Do you speak now from information which you have derived from your private roll? No; there is 
i small Company roll-book. 

1022. 
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1022. This is the official roll? This is the official roll. Pt. B. 
1023. You did not examine this book? I did not. Mawson. 

1024. Do you not think that it is quite likely that the names might be erased in this book? It is possible, 3l873 
but I do not think it likely, for I have seen the names on the quarterly returns. Dec.,ec  

1025. Do you know of your own knowledge that this book should be signed by the recruits joining the 
Corps? I am aware that one book should be signed-the book which contains the oath of allegiance. 
1026. That book which has been placed in your hand? I did not look to see whether that is the book. 
1027. You had to sign some book? Yes. 
1028. See if that is the book you had to sign? Yes, that is the book. 
1029. Did you sign that book upon joining? I believe I did. 
1030. This is the book that you signed ? This is the book I signed on joining. 
1031. It is usual for all recruits to sign it? It is. 
1032. Do you see that there are pages there that are not signed by recruits? Yes. 

.Ezamination by Captain .Rossi, through the Court 
1033. Under what circumstances did Captain Rossi go to the railway station at the time of which you 
speak? I believe for the special purpose of making a complaint of my boy. Nothing else, that I am 
aware of. 
1031. Did he not go there to attend a parade? I believe it was parade night. He did not stay there for 
parade. 
1035. Did not Captain Rossi say that he thought that no one would come there for parade that night, and 
that it was no use his waiting? I believe he did. 
1036. Did not Captain Rossi say to you, "I want to say.a word about your boy"? He said somethmg to 
that effect. 
1037. Did Captain Rossi proceed to tell you what it was? Yes, I believe he did. 
1038. Did Captain Rossi not tell you that the bandmaster had complained of your boy? To the best of 
my belief he did say that. 
1039. Did you not ask Captain Rossi who told him so P I certainly did ask him who told him so. 
1040. Did not Captain Rossi reply-" Mr. Deane"? To the best of my knowledge I think he did. 
1041. Can you remember what was said? I think Captain Rossi at once said to me-" Do you doubt my 
word?" I said-" No, Captain Rossi, I do not doubt your word, but I doubt the bandmaster's word." 
1042. Did not Captain Rossi say then, that as you had used these words he should now take the matter 
into his own hands? Yes, you did say so. 
1043. It was after that that you went to Captain Rossi's office? Yes. 
1044. What did you say to Captain Rossi when you went to his office? To the best of my knowledge I 
said-" Captain Rossi, I have come to bring the boy, and I wish to have this matter investigated." 
1045. Did not Captain Rossi say to you that he Iliad already told you that he would take the matter into 
his own hands, and that he would not hear you? He did; he told me that he would not hear another 
word from me. 
1046. Did you not persist in speaking after that? I think not. There was very little time. I was out 
of the room within two minutes of going into it, so that there could not have been much said. 
1047. What were you doing during the two minutes you were in the room? Certainly I may have spoken; 
I cannot say that it is impossible. 
1048. Did Captain Rossi tell you to leave the room? He did. 
1049. Did you not remain after that? Not longer than I could get out. 
1050. Was not the table between you and Captain Rossi when he told you to go out? I cannot say 
exactly. The length of the table might be. I think I was at the side of the table. 
1051. The length of the table might be between you? Yes. 
1052. Was not Captain Rossi sitting down at the first? Yes, but he did not remain so. 
1053. Were you not standing by the door, it being open? No; the door was not exactly shut, but it was 
within three or four inches of being shut. 
1054. Would you say that it was ajar? Yes, it was ajar; but as nearly shut as it could be. 
1055. How far were you inside the door? I suppose about a couple of yards. I cannot say for certain, 
but I must have been about that distance inside. At first I went to the end of the table. 
1056. Did you ever state that you were only one yard from the door? I might have been only one yard 
from the door. 
1057. Did Captain Rossi tell you a second time to leave the room? I am not certain. I think not. 
1058. Will you swear he did not? No, I cannot swear it now. It is too long ago, and I have never 
paid any particular attention to it. 
1059. Did you call any witnesses in support of your charge? I subpomnaed one; but he had gone out of 
town, and did not attend. 
1060. What was his name? It was young Horn. I do not know his christian name. Mr. Horn's son, who 
was in the Band at the time. He came to me voluntarily, and made a statement to me that he had seen 
the occurrence. 
1061. Was not the case decided in the Police Court on your evidence only? Yes, it was. 
1062. Did you not afterwards ascertain that there were other persons in the adjoining room? I know 
there was-not in the adjoining room, but in the room next to the adjoining room. 
1063. Within hearing? Not within hearing of what took place in the captain's room, I should imagine. 
1064. This was not when the case was being tried, but when the alleged assault took place? When the 
assault took place. 
1065. Do you say of your own knowledge that Captain Rossi threatened that your boy should be fined £10 
if he did not sign an apology to Mr. Deane? The apology that he signed was a special apology. It 
distinctly stated that such would be the case if he did not sign it. I am sorry I did not keep a copy of it. 
I showed it to Mr. Gannon who is now in the Court. 
1066. Did Captain Rossi threaten in that apology to fine the boy £10 if he did not sign it? He did in 
the apology. I do not know of my own knowledge that he did in any other way, for I was not there. 

Mr. Davie$ objected to the ecca'niination, on the ground that it had reference to a written document in 
Captain Ro.sai'e poseession. 
321-F 1067. 



200 

34 

Pt. B. 1067. Was his refusal to play the second bugle the only ground upon which the apology was asked? I 
Mawon. know nothing except from hearsay. 

1068. Did you not swear to-day that it was the only ground? Not to the best of my knowledge. 
1 Dec., 1873. 1069. Is that the apology? I do not remember seeing this before. It was never in my possession. 

1070. That is not your signature?. I believe it is my boy's. It was never in my possession. (Document 
received in evidesce, and read by the Court. l7ide Exhibit H.). In connection with this apology, the boy 
said that he was compelled to sign it, and that if he did not he would have been fined £10. That is all 
I knew about it. 
1071. Do you know of any regulation which gives Captain Rossi power to fine one of the bandsmen £10? 
I think so. The bandsmen were compelled to sign a bond for £10 on some condition, I believe. At any 
rate, my boy told me that he was compelled to sign a bond for £10 when he joined. I was never asked 
to sign it. 
1072. You were never in the Band? But the boy was a junior, and I should have signed for him. To 
the best of my recollection I was never asked to sign it. 
1073. Did not Corporal Fuller resign as corporal on account of the examination being instituted? I 
cannot say. 
1074. Are you aware that Corporal Fuller resigned immediately upon the Commandant's opinion being 
given upon that point, he having desired to learn that opinion? No, I am not aware of it. I heard as 
much ; that is all. 
1075. You do not know it of your own knowledge? I do not. 
1076. Was the alleged assault upon Fuller before or after the examinations instituted for corporals? 
Before; to the best of my knowledge, a good while before. 
1077. How many months do you suppose before? I cannot say. 
1078. Was it not many months? I did not take the dates. To the best of my knowledge it was before, 
but I could not swear positively even that it was before. 
1079. Do you believe that Captain Rossi has any ill feeling to the Corps or to any member of it. No, I 
do not think so for a moment. 
1080. Have you ever heard Captain Rossi say that he esteemed the 100 men in his Company as surpassing 
any 100 men out of it? I have heard him make use of expressions something similar to that, but I could 
not be positive as to the words. I know he was very proud of his.  Company. 
1081. Will you mention the name of any member of the Company whom Captain Rossi offended by saying 
"sir" to? I did not take particular notice. I have heard the expression made use of; but I did not take 
particular notice to whom it was used, except in connection with Corporal Fuller. I know Captain Rossi 
offended him. 
1082. If you do not remember the name of a person to whom Captain Rossi said "sir," could you remem-
ber any occasion on which he said it? I can remember it being used on more than one or two occasions 
to myself. 
1083. What occasion was that? The occasion in connection with my not saluting the captain on the 
platform. 
1084. Did Captain Rossi speak to you in his office about that? He did indeed. 
1085. Are you perfectly clear upon that point? I am perfectly clear upon it. 
1086. Was it not at the railway station itself that you were so addressed? Certainly not. 
1087. Was it not on an occasion when Captain Rossi was going to Sydney at night-time? No. 
1088. Is that one of the grievances-that Captain Rossi called you "sir"? I did not say it was a grievance-
I did not make use of it as such. 
1089. Is it one of the grievances of the Corps? The Corps did not know anything about it until this 
moment. 
1090. Is it one of the grievances of the Corps that Captain Rossi addresses members of it in that way? 
Yes. I have heard them talk about it as well as myself. 
1091. Can you bring forward any man to say so? [Question objected to and disallowed.] 
1092. Will you name any one who has expressed himself dissatisfied at being so addressed? I cannot for 
certain. I should cause disagreement with other people if I did. 
1093. How has Captain Rossi been offensive and contemptuous in his manner to the Company generally? 
In his manner of addressing them at times. If a man did wrong-or if anything went wrong in particular, 
he would speak to a man in a very harsh way-in a way not fit, in speaking to any man under his charge. 
1094. Will you describe the words used, and Captain Bossi's manner on the occasions to which you refer? 
He would say, "How dare you do this ?" that, or the other; and after asking a man to speak to him in 
one instance, he said, "How dare you speak to me F" 
1095. Was that when they made mistakes in the drill? It might be when they made mistakes in their 
drill. 
1096. Was it when they were doing right? 1 do not suppose it was when they were doing right. 
1097. Have you not spoken very sharply to the recruits whom you have drilled from time to time? I 
have done so, decidedly, but not in a manner like that. I am quite satisfied that the recruits I have 
drilled should be allowed to answer for themselves. 
1098. In your answer to question 426 of the evidence given by you before the Select Committee, you say 
that "We have lost forty or fifty men through these disturbances." Within what time did the forty or 
fifty men you then spoke of leave? As one instance, there were twenty recruits whom I was drilling, 
and they resigned to a man. There was a great many more left the committee. I do not know how or 
why they left. They went away from the Company. 
1099. At about what time? It is two and a half or three years ago. 
1100. Within the period from 1870 to 1872? It was about that time; I cannot say for certain; but it 
was immediately after the meeting when the resolution was passed to pay at the rate of a shilling a week. 
1101. What time elapsed? Forty or fifty resigned within six months. 
1102. Within six months? To the best of my knowledge. 
1103. In what year? I think it must have been 1870 or 1871. 
1104. Leaving the twenty recruits out of the question for a moment, will you name twenty who left the 
Company through these disturbances? No, I cannot name them individually. 
1105. Can you name one? No, I cannot name any individual. 

1106. 
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1106. Eighteen or twenty are represented as going away on one occasion. Did any of these recruits come Pt. B. 
back? Yes, afterwards. Maw8on. 

1107. How many do you suppose came back? To the best of my knowledge, I believe there were ten or 
eleven who came back. - $1 Dec., 1878. 

1108. Were there twelve? I cannot say. 
1109. Thirteen? I cannot say. 
1110. Eighteen? I cannot say. 
1111. Will you swear that there were not eighteen? I will not swear. 
1112. Did they not return almost immediately after having resigned? Some time afterwards. 
1113. What do you call some time? I cannot say exactly. It might be a week, or a fortnight, or a 
month. 
1114. Shortly after? Yes; and I believe I was the means of bringing them back again. 
1115. Did they ask to be allowed to withdraw their resignation? They did, and through my persuasion. 
1116. Have gentlemen complained of your manner of speaking to them? I do not know that I have a 
right to answer that question unless it is in connection with the Corps. 
1117. Was it not for omitting to salute him .that Captain Ilossi threatened to report you to the head of 
your department? Yes, for not saluting him when I was on duty as the Commissioner's servant at the 
railway station. 
1118. In that capacity have you not been very unpleasant to others? [Question disallowed.] 

.Examination by Mr. Davies, through the Court :- 
1119. Did you consider that Captain Rossi threatened to report you on the occasion alluded to for not 
giving him the military salute? The military salute. 
1120. Not as a railway servant? Not as a railway servant. 
1121. When you were asked to name some of those forty or fifty who resigned, your answer was, "I cannot 
name one." What did you really mean by saying "I cannbt"? I meant that the persons would not like 
their names to be made use of. 
1122. You did not mean that you are not actually able to name them, but that you have an objection to 
do so? Yes, I could name them-I could do so from the rolls. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court 
1123. Do you not know that many of the Volunteers have joined only for the purpose of obtaining land 
orders? I do not. I have never known any of them to come and tell me that they have done so. It 
would be a very bad spirit to join under. 
1124. Will you give your reasons for not having attended drill for the last three months? Principally 
from the press of business. We have been too busy for me to get away from the station to attend. 
1125. Do you not know that others have not attended because they are qualified for their efficiency? 
Not from any certain information I do not. 
1126. Do you not know that the attendance during 1873 has been higher than during any other year 
whatever, as shown by the efficiency? As shown by the efficiency it really has; but I could prove that it 
had not in other instances, and it could be proved by the quarterly returns of the Company. There are 
more efficients decidedly. 
1127. Why were you not reinstated as sergeant? Because the Colonel considered it inexpedient after 
what had taken place between me and the captain. 
1128. Was that letter shown to you by Ensign Dignam? Yes. (Document received in evidence and read 
by the Court. Vide Exhibit I.) 
1129. And this one also? I do not remember ever seeing this letter. 
1130. Is it not the regulation that no member shall be received who is under sixteen years of age? 
It was the regulation at first when the Volunteer Force was formed. I do not know whether it is 
so now. 
1131. Will you say that any of.the recruits are under sixteen years of age? I do not know. It is only 
from the appearance of the men that I speak. 
1132. Can you say how many are under size? No, I cannot; I did not count them particularly. I only 
saw them at a distance. 
1133. Can you mention their names? I do not know their names. 
1134. Are there two? I should say there are more than three or four under 5 feet 6 inches. There is 
Mungall for one. 
1135. Is Mungall in the Company? I- do not know. 
1136. Do you not know that he is not in the Company? I do not, indeed. 
1137. Do you believe that there are more than two in the Company under size? I do, under 5 feet 
6 inches. 
1138. Will you swear that there are more than two under size? No, I will not. 
1139. As to those two, do you know under what circumstances those two came into the Company? No. 
1140. Are you aware that there was a special permission given by the Commandant for those two? No. 
1141. Did you ever see that roll-book before to-day? I have seen it, for I signed my name in it. 
1142. Did you ever look through it? Yes; but it is a long while ago, when there was a lot of names 
deficient in the Company that are there now-when we hunted the men up to get them to sign. 
1143. In whose possession was the book then? It was in Sergeant Trenery's possession. 
1144. Do you know the handwriting of Mr. Martyr? No, I do not. 
1145. You swear that you do not know Martyr's handwriting? I have never taken any particular notice 
of it. 
1146. You would not know it if you saw it? No, I would not. 
1147. How long is it since the occasion when you looked at the book? This book? 
1148. You referred to some other book? A book that the names are entered into at parade, and then 
from that entered into this. 
1149. How long is it since you saw that book? About four months. It may be less, or it may be more. 
1150. Do you state that Hayley's name was on the book that you saw, when he was not a member of the 
Company? I do not say any such thing. I said that Hayley had returned to the Company. 
1151. When he left the Company was he immediately transferred to the Artillery in Sydney? I do not 
know. 

1152. 
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PL B. 1152. When he returned to Goulburn three months ago, was he retransferred to the Goulburn Corps P 
Mawson. I cannot sdy for certain. I believe he was. He has been on parade with the Company. I know nothing 

more about it. 1 Dec., 1873.. 1153. Do you know of any regulation by which it is imperative that a Volunteer recruit should sign the 
roll-book P I could not positively swear there is; but to the best of my knowledge I believe there is. 
I think you will find one. 
1154. Where is it to be found P I cannot say; but it strikes me that I have seen one. I know it was 
compulsory with us when we joined at first. We had to sign it to a man. 
1155. It might be a Company regulation P It might. 
1156. Do you know by the regulations in whose charge the roll-book should be P I believe it should be 
in charge of the secretary of the Company. 
1157. Do you know it? Not for certain. 
1158. Do you know whose duty it is to get the roll-book signed P I do not. 

Examination by the Court: 

1159. What persuasion did you use to induce these recruits to rejoin P I told them that I thought it was 
very foolish of them to resign about such a simple matter as that was. It was a little display of passion 
that caused them to resign; and I told them that I thought it was better for them to join again. It was 
only the night before that the captain said to me-" I am very proud of my squad of recruits." 

By Captain Rossi, through the Court 

1160. In reference to question and answer 427 of your evidence before the Select Committee, did not the 
member whom Captain Rossi put under arrest, one of the twenty you referred to, persist in speaking to 
Captain Rossi after he had told him not,-all being on duty at the time P I cannot remember. 

The Court desired to ascertain whether it would be convenient for the witnesses and other parties 
interested in the ease to attend to-morrow; and, Jlndinq that it would not, the President 
intimated their intention to adjourn the Court at its rising, until Ten o'clock, am., on Friday. 

Quartermaster-sergeant A. Sproule was duly sworn. 

Examination by the Gourt :- 

Qm.sergt. A. 1161. Your name is Andrew Sproule? Yes. 
Sproule. 1162. You are a quartermaster-sergeant in the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles P I am. 

31 
1163. You gave evidence before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly some time ago? Yes. 

Dec.,ec., 8i3. 1164. Was that evidence true? Yes. 
1165. Are you willing that the evidence which you then gave should be received now as your evidence in 
this case P I am. 
1166. The evidence will be read over to you, and as it is read you will have an opportunity of correcting 
any inaccuracy you may possibly have fallen into in giving your evidence on that occasion P Yes. 

Captain Rossi said that he did not object to the reception of the evidence. 

The evidence given by the witness bqfore the Select Committee of the Leqislative Assembly on the 
26th of February, 1873, was then read by the Court, and admitted, as follows 

1167. You are connected with the Goulburn Volunteers P I am. 
1168. In what capacity? As quartermaster-sergeant. 
1169. You have had some connection with the Band P Yes, all through, from the very first formation of a 
Band. I was connected with the fife Band, and afterwards with the brass Band. 
1170. You have had some disagreements in the Band? We have had nothing else but disagreements. 
1171. Do you know anything of a misunderstanding between the bandmaster and the Band? Yes. The 
members of the Band did not consider him able to teach them, so they sent a memorial to the committee 
asking them to dispense with his services. Committee meetings were held night after night for a long 
time, and nothing was done; but at last, one night a resolution was brought in that the services of the 
bandmaster should be dispensed with. They all agreed with this resolution but the captain, and when it 
was carried, he said that he would not give the resolution to the bandmaster-that he would not forward it. 
The next meeting of the committee, however, he said that if the committee would sign a legal document 
removing all responsibility from him, that he would then send the resolution in. 
1172. Was there any responsibility? That I do not know. 
1173. How was the bandmaster engaged? I imagine by the captain, if by anybody; but the curious thing 
was, that nobody seemed to know how he was ellgaged. - 
1174. Would he be engaged by the captain under the Regulations? No, the Regulations had nothing to do 
with it. The engaging of the Band and the bandmaster is a non-military matter that the Begulations have 
nothing to do with. The Government do not recognize the Band in any way; it belongs to the Company, 
and as much to one as to another, because all subscribe to it. - 
1175. How many are there in the Band? There must have been eighteen, I should say. 
1176. And how many of these voted against the bandmaster? The members of the Band had nothing to 
do with it; it was the committee.  
1177. How many of the committee were there? Six. 
1178. And how many voted against the bandmaster? They were all against him except the captain, and 
he did not make any opposition to the resolution, because he saw it was no use. 
1179. And he would not carry out the resolution of the committee? He would not, and in consequence 
the committee all resigned. 
1180. What induced them to take that course? From the fact of the unfitness of the bandmaster, and his 
being retained in spite of them. 
1181. In what way was he unfit? He was unfit to teach the Band. 
1182. Did they make no progress under his teaching? None. 
1183. So that though the resolution was passed nothing was done? Nothing at all. 
1184. And the bandmaster still continues to hold his office? He does. 

1185. 



203 

37 

1185. Are the committee likely to rescind the resolution? No, they certainly are not, and what is more, Qrn..sergt. A. 
I do not think that at the annual meeting of the Company they will pass the balance sheet containing the Sproule. 
payments to the bandmaster since the date of the resolution. His pay has been going on ever since, at ' 
the rate, of £2 per week. . 31 Dec., 1873. 
1186. this salary is paid .by the Company? Yes, from the subscriptions ; all these non-military payments 
are made out of the Company's funds. 
1187. What occasion then had you to consult the captain in the matter? Because from his position he is 
a member of the committee. He is always chairman of the meeting at any time he may be present; the 
senior officer of the Company present is always the chairman. 
1188. The resolution was put to the meeting? Yes. 
1189. And was carried? Yes. 
1190. But was not acted upon? It was not. 
1191. But if the resolution was passed, what had Captain Rossi to do with it? That is exactly what we 
cannot understand ourselves. The resolution was agreed to, and then the captain coolly tells the com- 
mittee that he will take his own time to carry it out. He brought some document which he wanted us 
to sign, and I said I would do nothing of the kind. The document was denying the correctness of all 
that had been previously stated, and the captain wanted the members of the Band to sign it. 
1192. Have you had any particular disagreement with Captain Rossi? Yes, I have had one disagreement 
in particular, relative to my position as sergeant. 
1193. I am not clear as to that other complaint of yours against Captain Rossi. You pass a resolution-
that is the committee do-the captain puts it to the committee, and it is carried: now, is it part of his 
duty to see the resolution carried into effect? In my opinion it is. He is always there; and, having 
command of the Company, it is for him to carry out the resolutions. 
1194. The resolution affirmed that the bandmaster should be dismissed: now, was it the duty of the 
captain to carry out the resolution and dismiss him, or is there any other officer in the Company to whom 
that duty would fall? I understand now what you mean. The secretary, Mr. Martyr, said that he would 
convey the resolution to Mr. Deane; but the captain interfered, and said that he would do it himself; and 
then afterwards he told the committee that he would take his own time about giving it to the bandmaster. 
1195. However, he was not dismissed? He was not. 
1196. Seeing that the captain had failed to carry out the resolution, could not anybody else dismiss the 
bandmaster? Captain Rossi said that he, as chairman of the committee, took the duties into his own 
hands. 
1197. Who put the committee in motioll in the first instance? The members of the Band. 
1198. They Were asked to sign some document after this resolution was carried? Yes; that was a 
document procured by the bandmaster, from Deane & Deane the solicitors, in Sydney, running something 
like this,-That the previous letter to the committee was all false, and making out that the members of 
the Band were all wrong, and the bandmaster all right. The captain told the members of the Band that 
there would be an action in the Supreme Court against them if they did not sign. One or two of them 
got frightened and signed it, but the rest would not. 
1199. Were the committee asked to sign this? No: only the Band. 
1200. Who is it made the agreement with the present bandmaster? [ do not know who made the agree-
ment, for I was not on the committee when he was engaged; but I can tell you something that can help 
you, and that is,-that after Mr. Deane was engaged and the other had been dismissed, Captain Rossi said 
that, if Mr. Deane did not give satisfaction to the committee, he should go to the right-about the same as 
Wilcox had done. And yet after saying this, when the resolution was carried to dismiss him, he would 
not give it effect. 
1201. Was there a similar resolution in regard to another bandniater? Yes; with regard to Wilcox. I 
told the captain one evening-" You had no compunction about sending Wilcox off, and why do you not 
do the same thing now with Deane ?" But his reply was that this was a different case. 
1202. You spoke to the captain about it? Yes, I did; and he would not do anything, although he said 
that Deane should go to the right-about if he did not give satisfaction to the committee. 
1203. You stated that you had one particular disagreement with him-what was it? I asked him when 
we were in a committee whether, if he gave me an order on a non-military matter, I was bound to obey 
him. He said, certainly I was. I said if that was the case, his answer ought to be inserted in the com-
mittee book amongst the proceedings. Mr. Martyr, the secretary, said that, as a brother committee-man 
had asked him to do it, he would do so. Captain Rossi said-" You will do it whether you like it or not." 
In a case of this kind I have only to give the command. 
1204. What is your idea of Captain Rossi as a person to be entrusted with the command of a number of 
men? He is not fit, from his great want of tact, to command any body of men. Look at the difference 
in the Company now to what it was. - 
1205. What difference is there? Why, formerly the Company was composed of men that you were not 
ashamed to be seen with anywhere; but now it is composed to a great extent of new members, not equal 
to those they have succeeded. He solicits men to join, and is only too glad to get a man, witheut any 
reference to his respectability. 
1206. Do you know of any cases of insubordination in the ranks? No, I do not. 

1207. Have you heard the charges read? No. 
The char qee contained in the first 'memorial were read to the witness. 

1208. Can you give any further evidence with reference to these charges? I would rather that Captain 
Rossi would cross-examine me. 
1209. You do not wish to give any further evidence? No. 
1210. What is Captain Rossi's usual mode of addressing members of the Corps when on duty? He has 
so many different ways that it is hard to say. 
1211. In general terms, is his manner respectful or not? I do not think so. 
1212. Are the men as a rule satisfied with the manner in which he addresses them? They are not. 
1213. In what way are they dissatisfied? He is too abrupt-too bounciblb. He bounces the men too 
much, and does not treat them as men at all, in my opinion. 
1214. What do you term bounce; what words does he make use of; what is his manner? He calls them 
"fellows," and names like that. . , 1215. 
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Qm..sergt. A. 1215. But you are satisfied with the way in which he addresses you? He addresses me right enough. 
Sproule. 1216. Are you satisfied with the way in which he addresses the Company generally? No, I am not. 

1217. When did you last attend the drill of the Company? I think it was the first drill this month. 
1218. That will be about a month ago? On the 8th I think it was. 
1219. Do you know how many were present? I do not. 
1220. Do you know if there were twenty present? I would know if I were at home. I could tell from 
a return I drew up. 
1221. Had you a drill on that occasion? We had. 
1222. You do not drill unless you have a certain number present? No. 
1223. Then there must have been the required number? Yes. 
1224. Twenty is the required number? One-third of the Company, I believe. 
1225. You are clear you had a drill about the 8th of this month? To the best of my belief we had. 
I will not swear positively without I look at the book. I do not remember the numbers that were there. 
1226. What state do you consider the Company in generally now-is it as efficient as it has been usually, 
as regards drill and discipline? I do not exactly understand that. They have attended until lately; and 
I suppose they have done as well at drill as they usually do. They have, as far as my own judgment goes. 
1227. Do you consider the Company as efficient now as it has been hitherto? No; not that I am aware of. 
1228. Are you aware of any number of members who are impatient of Captain Rossi's command? If I 
may take what they say themselves, I should say that there are two-thirds of the members of the Company 
who are impatient of the captain's command. I am only speaking from what they say themselves. 
1229. Being quartermaster-sergeant, you are in a position to know a good deal about the Company and 
the feeling of the members of it. From your knowledge of the Company, do you think that by retaining 
Captain Rossi as commanding officer of the Company it would be injurious to the Company? I believe 
so; and for one good reason. From what the members have told me themselves, there will be at least forty 
clear out at the end of the year. I know I will go out myself. One man who has been in the Company 
for four years told me the other night that he would not stay in the Company under Captain Rossi, so 
that by leaving he will throw away four years' service. 
1230. Can you define any particular manner on the part of Captain Rossi which induces this strong feeling 
against him-can you describe any particular instances which have led to this feeling? What I have 
principally seen has been on the committee. 
1231. His action in committee? Yes; and at one inspection here, there was one man who went out 
to speak to him about his badge; and he came up to him and said, "What does that fellow want there ?" 
That is not the way to treat a man. I was standing by at the time, and was going to receive my own 
badge. 
1232. Was the parade called for the purpose of receiving the badges? It was an inspection, and the 
badges were distributed afterwards. 
1233. Had he received any order to leave the ranks? No; he came out. He was a transfer from 
Maitland. 
1234. Did he address Captain Rossi at all? He came to the shoulder and spoke to him. That is the only 
time, I believe. 
1235. You think that it is Captain Rossi's conduct on the committee which has rendered him unpopular? 
No; the Company do not know how the committee are treated at all unless members of the committee 
tell them. 
1236. When the Court asked you to particularize conduct on the part of Captain Rossi calculated to 
render him unpopular, you referred to the committee. We want to ascertain from you some particulars 
as to Captain Rossi's mode of addressing you and the Company, generally which has rendered him so 
unpopular? When anything took place in the Company I was not on drill at the time, and I could not 
therefore speak of what I did not see. But I saw him serve young Clarke a very nasty trick, but he was 
not a member of the Company. If I may speak from hearsay, if a vote of the Company were taken you 
would not have the captain. I was on drill the night that Corporal Clarke was reprimanded, but I suppose 
you have already got that in evidence. 
1237. You say that Captain Rossi behaved in a very dirty way to young Clarke,-whom do you mean? 
The son of.  then Corporal Clarke. 
1238. Do you say he did not belong to the Company? He belonged to the Band. 
1239. Would you explain in what way Captain Rossi behaved to him? The boy came up to the captain 
in a hurry, and handed a note to him. 
1240. Were you present? Yes. Young Clarke handed the note to him quickly, and turned away. The 
captain called the boy back, and threw the note at him, saying that was not the way to hand a note to 
him. He called him back to him a second time, and told him to salute him. 
1241. Did the boy exhibit any insulting manner towards Captain Rossi in the way in which he handed 
this paper to him? Not that I could see. It was night-time. I was at one end of the Company and he 
was at the other. We were standing in line at the time. 
1242. You say that he threw it down a second time. I walked away round to the back of the Band. 
1243. You did not see anything further? No. 
1244. Do you remember the words used by Captain Rossi on the occasion? I could not recollect-it is a 
long time now. 
1245. There is one charge here-imperfect and unsatisfactory manner of keeping the accounts. Do you 
know anything about that;-are you aware that the manner in which the accounts were kept was unsatis-
factory to the Company? Yes, in many instances. A man might get a bill for £1 to-day, and next month 
when it was made out the account might show that 30s. was due, or perhaps the amount might be stated 
at less. I have had several times to see about accounts which members of the Company had paid to me. 
1246. Who had charge of keeping the accounts? As far as I know, I believe it was the secretary's duty 
to make the accounts out. There were cases where the money was paid to the captain, and the captain, I 
suppose, had forgotten to give the secretary notice of it. I know that in two or three instances the captain 
found entries in his own diary where I had paid him the money. 
1247. You say you had the accounts to collect as a sergeant? The sergeants were the only members of 
the Company that had accounts to collect. 
1248. Who handed you the accounts to collect? I do not recollect now. I think I got some from Mr. 
Martyr one time. t do not believe I ever got any from the captain. 1249. 
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1249. To whom did you hand the money? At the time I am speaking of, to the captain. Now the Corn- Qm.-BergL A. 
pany is divided into right and left, and according to the division of the Company a man belongs to he must Sproule. 
pay the ensign or the lieutenant. I have not received any bills to collect since the captain divided the (' 
Company. I have received money since and paid it to the ensign. 31 Dec., 173. 
1250. You say you have been a good deal connected with the Band? Yes, from the first four months. 
1251. Are you aware of a document being sent to the boys of the Band to sign? Yes, I saw it first in the 
captain's office, and the captain told me that it was a very serious thing, that if they did not do it there 
would be an action entered against them in the Supreme Court in Sydney. 
1252. Was that the threat that Captain Rossi is charged with having used to make the boys sign it? I 
believe so. 
1253. Did you hear him make use of it? I did not-only from the boys themselves. 
1254. Was it offered in the form of a threat, or merely as a warning? Unless I saw the way in which the 
captain put it to them I could not answer the question properly. 
1255. Were you on the committee of the Company? I was. It was my resolution which carried the 
dismissal of Mr. Deane. 
1256. Were you on the committee when the committee resigned? There have been two or three com- 
mittees resigned. I resigned from one. 
1257. On the first occasion when the committee resigned? It was in 1869 when the first committee 
resigned. 
1258. What occasioned the resignation of the committee at that time? .1 do not properly understand all 
about that. I only know about it from what members of the committee have said to me. 
1259. Were you not on that committee? I was not. 
1260. On what occasion was it that you did resign? I resigned in 1872, last year. 
1261. What occasioned your resignation? It had reference to Mr. Deane and the Band. 
1262. What reference to the Band induced you to resign? We were elected by the Company as a com- 
mittee, and I thought that the captain did not carry out the wishes of the committee. I thought that it 
was useless to be there wasting time for nothing. 
1263. You have not said that the captain did not carry out the wishes of the committee? He did not 
carry them out, and his not doing so affected the Company more than anything could do. It was 
their money that was being wasted upon Mr. Deane. If the captain did not carry out that resolution it 
was useless for us to be there. We could not touch upon any military matter.only financial matters; and 
that was the greatest matter we had-it was the sum total of all our expenses. 
1264. From the way. in which Captain Rossi declined or failed to carry out the resolution of the committee, 
did you gather that it was a feeling of antagonism to the committee which induced him to decline to carry 
out their decision, or what do you suppose was the reason which actuated him? That is rather a difficult 
question. I thought so at one time, and then when he asked me to sign a document to relieve him from 
all legal responsibility the matter appeared in a different light. I thought he was bound to pay Mr. 
Deane a certain sum of money if he went. That made me doubt. 
1265. Are you aware that Captain Rossi was bound to pay the bandmaster? I was not. I did not, and 
do not even now know on what conditions Mr. Deane was engaged. I only knew what the captain had said,- 
that if he did not give satisfaction he could go to the right-about the same as Mr. Wilcox. From that I 
inferred that the committee had power to dismiss. 
1266. Who did engage Mr. Deane? I do not know. 
1267. Had you no rules determining who should engage the bandmaster or who should dismiss him? 
I understood, and do even now, that the committee had the power to do that. It is not a military matter 
that. I think that the committee have power to do as they like in a case of that kind, provided they have 
got a majority. 
1268. Were the cases of Mr. Deane and Mr. Wilcox precisely similar? I believe so. I believe Wilcox 
did not give satisfaction to the committee, and they dismissed him. 
1269. Was he dismissed on the recommendation or decision of the committee? I believe so. 
1270. Immediately upon their expressing dissatisfaction? Yes, he was dismissed at once; and, instead of 
notice, he got £1 and was sent off at once. 
1271. Do you not know how Mr. Deane was appointed? I do not. 
1272. Was it solely on account of Captain iliossi's refusal to dismiss Mr. Deane that the committee 
resigned? That and other matters in connection with it. On one occasion the captain ordered the 
secretary out of the room. I was going out and the captain called me back. If one of the committee 
were ordered out of the room we might as well cease; he might as well order the whole lot out and act 
himself. 
1273. Do you remember the appointment of Sergeant Hayley? Yes. 
1274. Do you know how old he was when he was appointed? I should take him to be about eighteen. I 
am a bad judge of ages. 
1275. Was his appointment satisfactory to the Company? Not at all. I think there was as much row 
and bother in the Company over that as anything else. 
1276. It gave dissatisfaction? Yes. The first thing that setit going was when he was Corporal Hayley, 
he went under examination as corporal, and the members of the Company in speaking of it afterwards, 
said they had not a chance by undergoing examination. 
1277. Did you ever hear of an order sent round by Captain Rossi to invite all the corporals to compete 
for the promotion to sergeant? Yes. For a long time we had not a corporal. 
1278. How do you account for that? I do not know. A,great many who would have gone in for it 
would not undergo an examination. The captain read the order that an examination would have to be 
passed. 
1279. There was a disinclination on their part to submit to examination? There was. 
1280. Were you a member of the Rifle Association which was formed up here? I was one of the com- 
mittee. 
1281. Are you aware that Captain Rossi refused to allow a match to be shot with the Richmond Company? 
Yes; he sent a Company order to be posted up closing the targets for that day. It was to be a simultaneous 
match. 
1282. Did he assign any reason for doing that? If he did I did not hear it, and through that we broke it 

up. 
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Qxn.-sergt. A. up. That was when he reprimanded Mr. Clarke afterwards. We went there as private citizens to break 
Sproule. it up, to dissolve it altogether. We did not go as Volunteers. 
.'---" 1283. Do you know what led to the formation of this Association? I believe that Lieutenant Arnheim 
31 Dec., 1873. was the prime mover in it, and I heard him say himself that he had told Captain Rossi that he had better 

have nothing at all to do with it, although the captain agreed with the rules and everything else in con-
nection with it. 
1284. Were you one of the persons who assisted in forming this Association? Yes. 
1285. You took an active part in it? Yes. 
1286. Are you aware of any intention on the part of the promoters of that Association to supervene 
Captain Rossi's authority? I do not believe it; I do not believe that a single member would have 
objected to what the captain would have done, if the captain had acted properly. I believe if captain 
Rossi had given them time to understand what they were doing, there would not have been any bother at 
all about it. 
1287. Do you know the rule which generally guides matters of that kind between the Association and the 
military authorities in reference to the use of the targets? We had rules made for the guidance of the 
Association, but there was nothing in them that would lead us to suppose that we had to ask the captain's 
permission at all, even if we were inclined to do so. I do not know of any rule at all in connection 
with it. 
1288. We do not refer to your own rules, but to the rules applicable to Volunteers generally. Are you 
aware that it is usual, in fact that it is necessary, to get the authority of the captain of the Company 
beibre the butts can be used? I am now, but I was not at that time. 
1289. Were you and the Association generally of opinion that you could use the butts and the arms of 
the Company without reference to Captain Rossi? Decidedly. I thought all we had to do was to make 
the match and shoot it. 
1290. There was no slight intended to be put on Captain Rossi? I do not believe there was. 
1291. Are you aware now that it was necessary to consult Captain Bossi? I am, from what I have heard 
since, but I was not aware of it at the time. 
1292. Knowing that, you think that the Association was wrong in attempting to arrange a match without 
Captain Rossi? I did not know it at the time. 
1293. If you were attempting to make up a match now, would you do so without reference to Captain 
Rossi? I would not act in the same way now; but I did not know that I was wrong at that time, and 
did not think so. 
1294. But you are aware now that you did not adopt the proper course then? I am. 
1295. Would you adopt a different course now? I would; but at that time I did not know the difference. 
1296. You say that some time ago the Company consisted of men whom you would not be ashamed to be 
seen with, but that now it is composed of men who are not equal to those whom they have superseded? 
There is a different class of men in the Company. now altogether. There are men, or at least boys, now 
that I think would not be passed by the Colonel. 
1297. Do you mean that a large proportion, or any proportion of the now members, are undesirable as 
associates in the Volunteer Corps? I would rather not answer that question. 
1298. You were very strong on the other. You said that they were men that you would not be ashamed to 
be seen with, and the inference from that is that the Corps is now composed of men with whom you would 
be ashamed to be seen? If I answer the question, am I bound to give the names? 
1299. It is optional with yourself? There are men in the Corps that I would not care to be seen with. 
1300. Are there many in the Corps of that stamp-men that you would be ashamed to be seen with? 
There are many now away from it. There must be twenty or twenty-five that we have not seen for a long 
time. 
1301. What really is your objection to them-does it rest on the ground of social status? Yes. 
1302. Do they exhibit any impropriety on parade, or as citizens? Not on parade. 
1303. It is their social status that you object to? Yes. 
1304. And general conduct? Yes; outside the Company. What I have seen of them at drill is right 
enough, as far as I know. 

Examination bi,  Mr. Davies, throuqh the court:- 
1305. How long did hunt continue to pay is. a week, the increased subscription? A short time. I could 
not say how long. - 
1306. A week, a month, or three months? I could not say how long, but it was for only a very short 
time. 
1307. Do you think it was three mouths? I do not think so. 
1308. Did he give you any reason for discontinuing the payments? He gave me no reason only this,-that 
he objected to pay is. a week; no other reason than that. 
1309. Did Private Paris ever offer to pay you a shilling a week? He offered to pay me a shilling a 
month, which he said was legal; but he would not pay a shilling a week, because he said it was illegal to 
charge it. I presented him with the bill, and he offered to pay. I was on the committee, and one who 
voted to have Paris summoned. I did not give the reason for it at the time, but it was to try the legality 
of the rate. The case was dismissed. 
1310. Did Private Paris tell you that one reason why he would not pay was that he required a receipt? 
Yes. I told him I could not give him a receipt because the bill was for a shilling a week, and he would 
only pay a shilling a month. 
1311. Did he tender you a shilling a month? Yes; or at least he told me he would pay itif I would 
give him a receipt. 
1312. Did he not say that the reason why he wanted a receipt was that he had paid money and it 
was not placed to his credit? I think so; it was a trifling amount. 
1313. He paid some money? Yes. 
1314. How long is it since the Band played? The inspection before last. It was the 21st or 23rd of July, 
I think. 
1315. How long is it since it played regularly? Since March, I believe. 
1316. How long have you been connected with the Corps? 'Since its first formation. 

- 1317. 
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1317. Are you due for your land order? Yes. Qm..sergt. A. 

1318.. Do you know how long Private 1{ayley was in the Corps before he was made corporal? I believe Sproule. 

he was in from 1869. 
. 5 7 3  1319. When was he made corporal? Some time in 1873. 31Dec.,  

1320. That is about three years, then? Yes, I suppose about that time. 
1321. And how long was it between the time when he was made corporal and the time when he.was 
made sergeant? I think a very short time, but, unless I had the returns before me, I could not speak 
positively. 
1322. Was it six months? I do not think so. 
1323. Will you undertake to say that it was three months? I think that it would be less than three 
months, but I would not like to swear to it. 
1324. Have you ever khown promotion so rapid in the Company? No. 
1325. Can you say that the secretary had command of the books, by which he could make out the 
accounts? Not the whole of them. 
1326. In whose charge were they? The colour-sergeant had one, and I believe the captain had one, or 
ought to have had. The secretary had the minute-book, and if he had any others I am not aware of it. 
1327. Do you think that the secretary would not be able to make out the accounts correctly owing to his 
not having the books P It would be impossible for him to make them out correctly. 
1328. Having regard to the rules of the Rifle Association, assented to by Captain Rossi, do you think they 
acted wrongly in the course they took P I do not admit that we acted wrongly then, because we did not 
know that it was wrong. If I only knew as much now as I did then, I would act precisely in the same 
way at the present moment. 
1329. Are you aware that Colonel Richardson does not think the Rifle Association acted wrongly or 
illegally? No, I am not. I recollect that the captain read something to the Company. I believe he said 
that it came from the Brigade Office, and that all matches made after that were to be made through him as 
captain. 
1330. Can you, from the roll-book which is before the Court, give any information with respect to any 
names which are there-the names of men who have left the district or have resigned from the Company? 
Yes, I think I can point out a good many of them. 
1331. Do you remember the name of Bourke-is his name written on the roll after he has long left? I 
believe he has left the district. I have not seen him for some time. 
1332. Do you remember a man named Nicholson? Yes; he has been away since the breaking out of 
Tambaroora. 
1333. How long is it since the name was erased P It is on the roll still. 
1334. Do you remember a man of the name of M'Neil? He is in the town, but has not attended for 
two years, I think. 
1335. Is there a man of the name of Smith? He is on the roll, but has not attended drill for nearly two 
years, as far as my memory serves me. 
1336. Do you know, as a fact, that Smith has actually resigned? No, I do not. If he had, I should get 
a notice from the captain, and should have to strike his name out. 
1337. Do you know if M'Neill has returned his accoutrements? He has returned his accOutrements, but 
not his clothing-he said he would keep that. 
1338. Do you know a man of the name of Gale? Gale's name is on the roll, but he has not attended 
drill for a long time. 
1339. How long do you suppose it is since he attended drill? Since I have been quartermaster-sergeant 
he has not had a mark at all. 
1340. How long is that? Since last year. 
1341. Do you know if Lindsay Waugh's name was retained on the roll long after he left the district? It 
is on the roll still. 
1342. And how long is it since he left the district? About a couple of years. 
1343. Was his name ever erased from the roll? No, it is on the roll still. 
1344. Are you aware that this gentleman, Lindsay Waugh, is about as far away from here as he can get,- 
that he is now the manager of a bank at Bairanald? Yes. 
1345. Do you know a man of the name of Bishop who is in a similar position? Bishop went away about 
the same time that Nicholson did to Tambaroora. 
1346. That is about two years ago P Yes. 
1347. Do you know persons of the name of M'G3vern? Yes; there were three. One resigned; one 
has been attending on and off, and the other has not attended for nearly three years I should think. 
1348. Do you know a man of the name of J. M. Macdonald? Yes; he went avy over twelve months ago. 
1349. is his name still on the roll? It is. 
1350. Do you know if Lieutenant Chishoim has resigned? Only from reports I have heard, and what I 
saw in the newspapers. 
1351. Did the reports with respect to his resignation emanate from himself-that is, have you heard it 
from Lieutenant Chisholm himself? No, he never told me that he had resigned; but he told me, some 
time before these reports were circulated, that if there was not a different state of affairs he would clear 
out of the Company. 
1352. You have heard reports and seen it in the newspapers that he has resigned? Yes. 
1353. Can you say how long ago it is since you have seen these reports in the newspapers? I suppose it 
would be six weeks or two months. 
1354. Is his name still on the roll? Yes. 
1355. Do you know a man of the name of Booth? Yes. 
1356. Can you tell us any circumstances respecting his going away? Booth went away, I heard, to 
Homebush, and I believe he also took his uniform with him. .1 know his wife was hawking his trousers 
about to sell them. I know that as a positive fact. 
1357. How long ago is it since Booth went with his clothing? It must be over two years, at least I 
believe so. 
1358. Is his name still on the roll? No. 
1359. How long did it remain on after he left? I could not tell you, because I was not quartermaster 
sergeant at the time. 1360. 

321-P 
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Qm.-sergt. A. 1360. It was prior to your becoming quartermaster-sergeant? Yes. 
Sproule. 1361. Are you aware that Captain Rossi has been made acquainted with the fact that Booth went away 

31 Dec.,1873 with his clothing? I do not know whether it has been reported officially or not. 
1362. Has it been reported at all? I believe Captain Rossi was spoken to about it. 
1363. The clothing has not been returned? No. 
1364. Can you think of any other names than those that I have thought of which are on the roll, or were on 
the roll a long time after the persons had left? I suppose there are from twenty to twenty-five on the roll• 
that we have not seen for a long time past. If I had my own roll I could soon show them. 
1365. Does the fact of keeping these names on the roll make it appear that the Company is efficient in 
point of numbers? I believe not, because the Act distinctly states that you must have sixty efficients to 
keep the strength of the Company up. 
1366. Does the retention of thesQ names on the roll prevent those twenty-seven recruits who are said to be 
waiting to come in from joining? Yes. I spoke to the captain myself about it, telling him that I had no 
room to put recruits in-I could not put them into the returns. 
1367. The state of affairs then, as you say, is that according to the roll-book the numbers are 100, the full 
number allowed, and that there are twenty-seven yet to come in, and that these 127 do not represent the 
actual state of the Corps? If there are twenty-seven recruits-and I cannot, say how many there are-
but whatever there are I cannot put them in. They cannot come on the roll until they pass an inspec-
tion. They are put on the blank sheet. 
1368. Are they only waiting for inspection: is there room to put them on the roll ? There is no room. 
1369. If all the names of those who are not entitled to be on the roll were expunged, would there be room 
for the recruits? Yes. 

The Court adlourned at thirty minutes sfler &v o'clock p.m., until Ten o'clock a.sn., on Friday. 

P1IDAY 2 JANUARY, 1874. 

jproent:- 
MAjoR P. L. C. SHEPHERD, VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY, President. 
MAJoR T. H. G-OODLET, SUBURBAN BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 
MA.TOR THOS. RICHARDS, SYDNEY BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

The Court met at Ten o'clock, n.m. Quartermaster-sergeant A. Sproule was called. 
The President said that now that the memorialists had arranqed to be represented by one of them-
selves, the Court would permit re-examination by Mr. Davies on new matter. 

.M'r. Davies desired to know whether he might apply for certain witnesses to be called. 
The President intimated that the- Court did not wish to restrict examination in any way which was 
compatible with the proper investiqation-of the matters submitted, and they would summon any 
witnesses whose names miqht be handed in by the parties on either side. 

Mr. Davies applied to have summoned Rnsiqn W. Dignam, Private Cleqg, Private Fuller, .M-. 
Ha4fieid, and JJfr. T'f'alker, Gaoler of Goulburn. 

Captain Rossi asked f papers had been sent up in reference to a previous Court qf Inquiry. 
The President said that papers had been received, and were available to the parties on either side. 

.Examination of Andrew Sproule, by Captain Rossi, throuqh the Court :- 
Qm.-sergt. A. 1370. How are matters in the Corps now? The members are greatly discontented. I think I answered 
Sproule. that before. 

1371. Is the Corps in a more efficient condition now, in your opinion, than ever it was, as regards the 
2 Jan., 1874. number of ecients? I believe there are more efficients this last year than we have previously had. 

1372. Have there been any disagreements in the Corps since Mr. Martyr was dismissed? Not that I am 
aware of. 
1373. With reference to the alleged disagreementsnamed by the memorialists, have you,  ever sought to 
obtain redress through the memorialists or through Mr. Martyr? Through the mernorialists. 
1374. Have you taken steps to request the memorialists to take action against Captain Rossi? I took 
part in the matter. 
1375. Captain Rossi would like von to answer" yes" or "no"? Yes. 
1376. Is Mr. Martyr included aiongst those from whom you sought redress? I really do not know. 
1377. Will you say positively that be is not one of those whom you applied to? I did not apply to him. 
138. Did you name any grievance to him? . Yes. 
1379. Did not Captain Rossi himself suggest a Court of Inquiry before the memorialists ever moved? 
I do not recollect it. 
1380. Did you not receive a circular from Captain Rossi to that effect? Not that I am aware of. I may,  
have received one. I have seen a circular, but I do not recollect what was in it. 
1381. Have you seen this circular? Yes I have seen a circular something like that, but I do not 
recollect a word that is in it. 
1382. Do you recognize that circular as having been seen by you before? Something similar to it. There 
might have been one sent to me, but I do not recollect anything about it. (Document received in evidence. 
Vide .Exhibit .J) 
1383. Was not a copy sent to each member? I heaM that there was. 
1384. Can you say why Captain Rossi's suggestion was not adopted? I cannot. 
1385. Had you any grievance at that time? In connection with the Company? 
1386. Any kind of grievance relating to Captain Rossi in connection with the Company? I had. I did 
not like the way in which the captain treated the members of the Company. 
1387. Did the public meeting of the 600 take place shortly after Mr. Martyr's dismissal? Yes, I think 
so. I do not recollect the dates. It was after. 
1388. Was it not shortly after? I really cannot recollect. 
1389. Was not Mr. Martyr dismissed about the 2nd or 3rd of September? I do not recollect what month 
or date it was. 1390. 
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1390. Do you remember the date of the public meeting? No. Qn.s A. 
1391. Was there a drill that night? I was just trying to recollect if there was. 
1392. Can you recollect? I cannot. 

2 Jan. 1874. 1393. Did you take part at that meeting? Only by being present. 
1394. Did you tender any information to any one who took part at that meetihg? I may have done so. 

J&. Davies objected to the line of cross-examination beinq pursued. 
The President stated that no witness need give evidence to cr.iminate or prejudice hiinsc?f 

1395. Did not Mr. Martyr take an active part in getting up that meeting? I do not know. 
1396. Did you seek to be' examined before the Select Committee? I did not. 
1397. Do you know at whose instance you were sent for? No. 
1398. Has Captain Rossi ever treated you in an imperious and, insolent tone? Yes. 
1399. Will you state the occasion? On more than one occasion he has told me to sit down and not to 
talk. "Just let me speak now,"-he will talk to me like that when I am speaking. Even when I am at 
the surgery,  he will ride up and call out to me-" Quartermaster-sergeant Sproule," and will want me to run 
about the town on Volunteer business when I am attending to my employer's business. 
1400. Have you ever thanked Captain Rossi for his kindness, consideration, and forbearance towards you? 
Have I ever thanked him? 
1401. Yes? I do not know that I have; I do not know that 1 have anything to thank him for. 
1402. Captain Rossi would like you to answer "yes" or "no." Have you ever thanked Captain Rossi 
for his kindness, consideration, and forbearance towards you? I thanked him once in connection with 
my certificate. 
1403. Captain Rossi says kindness, consideration, and forbearance. Have you ever thanked him? I may 
have done so; but if I have, I have forgotten it. 
1404. Had you any great difficulty in obtaining your certificate for 1869?, Yes. 
1405. Extending over a very long time? Yes. 
1406. Did not Captain Rossi repeatedly write to head quarters on your behalf? Yes. 
1407. Did you not at last say that you would have nothing more to do with it, you had been so long at it? 
I said I was getting tired of it-continually writing backwards and forwards. 
1408. And that you would have nothing more to do with it? I did not say that I would have nothing 
more to do with it. 
1409. Did not Captain Rossi say,-" You do not know what it is to lead a forlorn hope. I will do it for 
you"? I do not recollect. 
1410. Will you swear he did not use those very words? I do not recollect. He may have said so. 
1411. Did not Captain Rossi at last obtain it for you? Captain Rossi got the returns. The returns had 
left my name out in some way; but I got the duplicate from the late quartermaster, showing that I had 
had fifty-two drills in, whereas the other return left my name out altogether. Then I got my certificate. 
1412. After Captain Rossi told you that he would lead that forlorn hope for you and get it, did you not 
go and thank him for it? I recollect that Captain Rossi was getting it for me. 
1413. Did you not get it immediately after Captain Rossi said that he would lead the forlorn hope for you? 
I do not recollect his saying that;  he may have done so. 
1414. Did you not say that only for Captain Rossi you never would have got it-did you not say so to 
Captain Rossi ? I might have said so. I cannot recollect conversations of that kind. 
1415. Can you recollect on another occasion going to Captain Rossi and saying,-" Captain Rossi, I have 
to thank you so warmly for your kindness and consideration to me yesterday"? Yes, I can recollect 
that. The occasion was on the Saturday, and I think I thanked him on the Monday following. 
1416. Did you not say on that occasion, had Captain Rossi been severe with you he could have dismissed 
you from the Company and you could never have said a word? 1 do not remember it. I remember 
having some conversation about the affair. - 
1417. Do you remember the words? I do not. 
1418. Do you not remember having said to Captain Rossi that if he had been severe to you he could 
have dismissed you from the Company, or words to that effect? I might have said words to that effect 
but I do not recollect the exait words. 
1419. Do you not now believe that had Captain Rossi been severe with you he could have dismissed you? 
I believe that if Captain Rossi had reported the matter, I would have perhaps been disrated or dismissed; 
but Captaiii Rossi could not have dismissed me, 50 1 could not have made use of the words. 
1420. Did Captain Rossi ever wound you by calling you "sir"? The way in which he has made use of 
the word on several occasions is most disagreeable to the men. 
1421. Did Captain Rossi ever wound your feelings by making use of the word "sir"? In committee. 
1422. Name the committee, and say what took place P I cannot recollect what took place at' the time. 
It is impossible to recollect occasions of that kind. 
1423. In reference to question 436 of your evidence before the Select Committee, did you not say that 
Mr. Deane's was a yearly engagement? I was not, as 1 said on Wednesday, on the committee .at the 
time that Mr. Deane was engaged. 
1424. Did you or did you not know that his engagement was by the year? I understood that Mr. Deane 
was engaged for a certain time, and that if he did not give satisfaction to the committee he was to go. 
Being a member of the committee afterwards, I understood that he was engaged for a year. 
1425. By whom was he engaged? I do not know. 
1420. Did you not receive a copy of that letter? Yes, (Document in Minute Boo/c received in evidence 
and read by the Gourt. l7ide Exhibit K.) 
1427. Did any of the committee ever give the indemnity asked for? No. 
1428. Was not that the reason why the resolution was not carried out? That is the reason the captain 
gave the committee. 
1429. Do you not know that in the course which the captain pursued he was guided by the solicitor 
whom the committee themselves named? I heard so. 
1430. Was it not a fact that the committee did elect a solicitor? Yes. 
1431. Did the solicitor not attend a meeting of the committee to advise? Yes. 
1432. And subsequently this letter (Exhibit K) was sent to the committee? The letter was sent after 
the decision of the committee. . 1433. 
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Qm..sergt. A. 1433. And subsequent to the solicitor being consulted? I do not recollect. 
POU e. 1434. Had the committee-Captain Rossi is referring now to the resignation of the second committee- 

any other reason for resigning than the fact that Captain Rossi would not carry out the resolution, 
2 Jan., 1874. wanting that indemnity.? If they had, I do not know. Of course I do not know their reasons. 

1435. Were you not one of the committee? Yes. 
1436. Was not that the reason alleged? That was the reason why I resigned from the committee. 
1437. You have sworn that all the committee resigned: do you adhere to that still? Yes. 
1438. How many formed the committee? Six. 
1439. Six elected, that is? Six elected. 
1440. How many of the six elected resigned? The whole of them. When I say that the whole of them 
resigned, I did not see their resignations, but they told me that they had resigned. 
1441. Will you say that Mr. Deane was unfit to teach? I decline to answer that question. 
1442. At question 457 of your examination before the Select Committee, you say that you had a particular 
disagreement with Captain Rossi-what was that disagreement? It had reference to my position as 
sergeant. 
1443. Will you explain what that disagreement was? The captain told me that I was only sergeant of 
the Band, and not sergeant of the Company. The disagreement arose out of that, and I sent a memorial 
to the Colonel about it. 
1444. Did not Captain Rossi tell you that your position as sergeant of the Band and not sergeant of the 
Company at that time was in accordance with what Colonel Richardson told him ought to be the arrange-
ment when he first appointed you? Captain Rossi told me so. 
1445. Did not Captain Rossi send your memorial down? Yes. 
1446. Is this it? Yes, this is the letter. 
1447. Did not Captain Rossi say that you had very greatly misunderstood the matter? Yes. 
1448. Did he not tell you of, or show you a copy of the letter which he sent having reference to you to 
the Commandant? Yes. 
1449. Your memorial was referred to Captain Rossi, was it not? Yes, it was referred back. 
1450. Did not Captain Rossi send another letter on your behalf, of which he informed you of the character 
and contents? I suppose the captain has the Colonel's minute there, which will explain the thing much 
better than I can. He did explain the contents of a letter to me. (Docu'inent handed in by captain 
Rossi, received in evidence, and read b' the Gourt. Vide E.vhibit L.) 
1451. Were you not immediately promoted, in accordance with the Colonel's wish? Yes. 
1452. Is that still a grievance with you? No. If the captain had told me what was explained in these 
letters before I wrote that, I should not have written it. 
1453. Will you explain your grievance in connection with the matter? I explained my grievance in the 
letter, but when I wrote that letter I was not aware of what had taken place before. 
1454. Captain Rossi asks you to explain what you mean by your examination at questions 457 and 468 
before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly? The question was asked me by a Member of 
the Select Committee-had I any grievance with Captain Rossi in reference to my position as sergeant, 
and I then went on to explain that that grievance had been set aside, and that is how that question fdllows 
on afterwards. 
1455. Do you mean that you had two disagreements, or do you confine yourself to the one which we have 
done with? I had two; but the first one, in reference to my position, that of course was set aside, as I 
have explained, and now it is reduced to one. 
1456. What was the grievance towards yourself on the other occasion,-what is the grievance which exists 
now? In fact I would not serve under Captain Rossi as captain again. 
1457. That is the result of this grievance: we want to know why? He will not let the members in the 
committee have their own way. If they wish to carry a resolution, they may carry it as long as they like, 
but the captain will take his own time about carrying it out. 
1458. Would you try and explain the particular points in which you consider yourself aggrieved in 
reference to Captain Rossi-any personal matter that you have to complain of? As I complained this 
moruing, a very short time ago he ordered me to get in the uniform for the members of the Band. I 
explained that I could not neglect my business to attend to that, and he said that he did not care-he had 
given the order, and I must do it. 
1459. Can you fix anything elm? I have stated others. 
1460. You say you object to serve under Captain Rossi. What are your reasons for objecting to him 
personal to yourself? From his manner to members of the Company in the ranks, and out of it even. 
1461. Do you persist in saying that the corporals had no opportunity of being examined? I did not 
say corporals-I said Corporal Hayley. 
1462. Corporal Hayley had no chance of being examined? I understood from members of the Company 
that Corporal Hayley underwent an examination, and no other member of the Company. I think it was 
not fair. 
1463. You mean that he only was invited, and that others were not invited? I understood so from 
members of the Company. 
1464. Do you know how corporals were appointed by Captain Rossi prior to Hayley's appointment? 
Corporal Clarke was appointed without any examination-he was taken out of the ranks. 
1465. Will you answer the question generally-prior to Hayley's appointment? By taking them out of 
the ranks. 
1466. You have stated that Hayley was appointed on examination-the question is, how the corporals were 
appointed previous to Hayley's appointment---the mode of appointment? The captain called them out' 
of the ranks, and appointed them before the Company. 
1467. Of his own will? I believe so. He has the power. 
1408. Did he not appoint Private Dignam of his own will, without examination? Yes. 
1469. Was it not of his own act that he appointed others without examination, and was it not by his own 
act that he appointed Hayley with an examination? Yes. 
1470. Were any exceptions taken to his appointments without examination? I think not. 
1471. Was Hayley's appointment the first one thatwas taken exception to? No. When I said yes before, 
I was speaking with reference to the corporals. 

1472. 
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1472. Was Hayley's appointment as corporal the first appointment as corporal, that was objected to? I Qm..sergt. A. 
believe so; as far as I know myself. 

prou C. 

1473. Are you aware that Captain Rossi would not appoint Hayley unless he underwent an examination? 
It is impossible for me to say. 2 Ian., 1874. 

1474. Are you aware that Captain Rossi would never appoint any one since without an examination? They 
have not been appointed since without examination. 
1475. You say that the Corps is not so respectable now as it was. Can you say what proportion of the 
Corps as to numbers are not respectable? My evidence does not show that 1 said they were not 
respectable. I said that those who.had joined in the place of the men who had left were not equal to 
them in any sense at all-in education or positioii, or in any way. 
1476. What is the number of those whom you consider so objectionable? I could not tell the number 
unless I went over the names. I would rather not answer as to the number, because it might lead me into 
difficulties afterwards. 
1477. In what way is their social status objectionable? I think social status is just as near an answer as 
1 can give to it. 

i 1478. Do you consider that there are members following such an avocati6n in life as s incompatible with 
Captain Bossi's acceptance of them as Volunteers? The captain has to accept them-not me; but there 
are men in it with whom I would not associate. 
1479. Is it on account of thcir,action? No. 
1480. Is it on account of their private character? Yes. 
1481. Were you ever -present when Captain. Rossi ever accepted the services of any Volunteer recruts? 
Yes. 
1482. Can you say the first thing he does ;-can you explain the usual manner in which he accepts recruits? 
No, I cannot. 
1483. Do you not know that Captain Rossi does make inquiries into the character of recruits before 
accepting them? He may do so. I am not aware of it. 
1484. Did you ever know Captain Rossi to accept any without inquiry, unless they were personally known 
to him? 1 do not recollect his doing anything of the sort. 
1485. Do you know the interval there was upon Corporal Trenery's first examination and his second 
examination upon which his promotion followed? No, I do not. 
1486. Do you know the interval of time which elapsed between the examination of .Hayley as corporal 
and his examination as sergeant? I anwered that on Wednesday. it thought it was a very short time. 
1487. Can you give a more definite idea? I think I said about a couple of mouths. I could not recollect. 
1488. Did you not say on Wednesday that you never knew such quick promotion? No. 
1489. Was not Trenery's promotion more rapid than that of Hayley's? I do not recollect the time 
between either of them. 
1490. Which of the two was quicker? To the best of my belief Hayley's might be, but I am not positive. 
I have not got the dates. 
1491. Could not the seretary get all the books for the purpose of making out the accounts? I cannot 
answer that question, because the colour-sergeant has a book; but that book might not be filled in properly. 
The captain has a Letts' diary, in which he enters any payments received by him at the time. 
1492. Do you know anything to prevent the secretary from getting the books? No, I do not. 
1493. Will you say that all the names which you mentioned on the hist sitting are on the roll still? I do 
not recollect all I named. If I had the names before me I could give an answer to the question. 
1494. Booth's name, you said, was on the roll? No; I said Booth's name was not. 
1495. Is that your handwriting? Yes, that is my handwriting. (Docum.eilt received in. evidence. Vide 
Jjzltibit M.) 
1496. Is not that a list which, during this last quarter, that is, since the 30th of September, you furnished, 
at the desire of Captain Rossi, to give him the names of every man in the Company who was away, or was 
doing nothing whatever in the Company? I gave him that list last month, I believe. 
1497. Did you give it for that purpose P I did. - 
1498. Did not Captain Rossi tell you that he wanted it., so that he might strike them all off in the last 
quarter's return? I do not recollect Captain Rossi telling me that it was for the.purpose of striking them 
off. He told me he would send parties. 
1499. Did he do it for the purpose asked? I believe that was the purpose for which he was doing it. 
1500. Are you kware that Captain Rossi asked Colonel Richardson what he should do in such cases, at the 
last inspection? I do not recollect the last occasion. I recollect some time ago the captain calling me 
that the Colonel said -he would have a grand field day with them,-meaning, as 1 understood, that he 
would dismiss them.  
1501. These names represented those who were absent from the Company, but had not resigned? Yes. 
1502. Do you know that there is a difficulty in striking a man's name off unless he has resigned? I do 
not. 
1503. Have not several of those who have left the district paid their subscriptions, from time to time, since 
they left? I do not know of several. I know of one who paid myself. 
1504. Will you name him? Cooper. 
1505., What about Egu-has he paid? I do not recollect. He may have paid. 
1506. And Waugh? I do not know. - 
1507. And Smith? I do not know. 
1508. Bourke? I do not know whether Bourke has paid since he left. 
1509. Do you know of any other? No. 
1510. It is not your particular business to know it? It is not now. It was when I was on the committee. 
1511. Can you say that several have not paid? I believe they have not-I do not know for certain; but 
I think I should have heard about it if they had paid. There is hardly, a thing which takes place in the 
Company that is not talked over a dozen times a week. If they have paid, they have paid within a very 
short time. 
1512. Where did Waugh go to first when he left Goulburn? I do not know. 
1513. Did he not go to Braidwood? I think he did. 
1514. Did he not return on and off? I was not quartermaster-sergeant at the time, and I do not recollect. 

1515. 
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Qm..sergt.. A. 1515. Do you remember the Band playing on the Prince of Wales's Birthday? I can recollect on one 
proale. occasion. 

2Jn 1874 1516. You do remember his having come? Yes. 
1517. Your only knowledge of Mr. Chishoim having resigned is gathered from what you saw in the news-
papers? Yes. 
1518. Has it ever been officially notified to the Corps? No. 
1519. With reference to Booth's trousers, of which you have spoken, were they the original trousers of 
1869 or the new trousers? The trousers that were hawked about by his wife were the gray trousers such 
as I have on now. 
1520. Were they a new pair when issued to Booth? I do not know. 
1521. Do you believe they were? I cannot say. 
1522. Do you know whether any steps have been taken to recover those trousers? I do not recollect 
of any. 
1523. Did you see Booth on Queen's Birthday when we were out, walking beside me and speaking to me? 
No, I do not recollect seeing him at all. 
1524. Do you say that the names of the persons to whom reference has been made, remaining on the roll, 
has prevented recruits from coming into the Corps? It has prevented inc from putting the recruits in the 
returns. 
1525. Suppose there were only fifty in the Company, could you put the recruits in the returns? I said 
on Wednesday that they could not go into the Company until they had paSsed an official inspection. 
1526. When will be the next inspection? It all depends upon the Colonel, I suppose. 
1527. Will it be this half-year or the next? According to the Act, I believe, there is to be one in each 
half-year. 
1528. Up to the present time there has been nothing to the prejudice of the recruits-Nothing to keep 
them out of the Company? No. 
1529. -In point of fact, you are aware that the return which will be forwarded this day, the return for the 
31st of December, will have to appear without those names in it., according to Captain Rossi's original 
intention expressed to you more than a mouth ago? I was not aware that they were not going down. 
1530. I.sthat a copy of the last roll, as far as the names go, made by yourself? This is what I made out 
for the information of the Company, to let them know how many drills they had to do before the end of 
the year, to make themselves efficient. 
1531. Was it not made for Captain Bossi'a information? Yes. (Document received in evidence. lTide 
'x1iibit N.) 
1532. Would you not be wanting in your duty if you had left names out? I think not; because all I 
was expected to do was to make up a list of those who were doubtful about their efficiency. 
1533. Must it not necessarily have included the name of every member who had not made himself efficient? 
No; because there are some who have not been there for years past. 
1534. Was it not necessary that it should include the name of every man who was not efficient? No; 
some of the men are away from the district altogether, and I might have left a name or two out to save 
time and crowding of the paper. 
1535. How could they be efficient if they were absent from the district altogether? It was impossible. 
1536. Did not Captain Rossi ask you to give him the names of all those who were not efficient? I do not 
recollect that he did. Captain Rossi did not ask me for that. He sent a memo, up to me for it: 
1537. Where is this memorandum? I do not know where it is now. 
1538. For what purpose was that list (Ezlzibit M) furnished to Captain Rossi? I believe it was sent to 
the captain. He wanted to know the names of the men who were on the roll who ought to be taken 
off it. 
1539. That was since the last quarterly return went down ? I have said it was last month. 

.Ecamination by the Gourt: 
1540. Were you a member of the committee when Mr. Deane was engaged as bandmaster P I was not. 
1541. Were you not cognizant of the terms on which Mr. Deane was engaged? No, I was not. 
1542. Are you aware of the period for which Mr. Deane was engaged? I do not know. 
1543. Was the committee dissatisfied with the manner in which Mr. Deane performed his duties? Yes. 
1544. Did the committee direct his dismissal? Yes. 
1545. Was it necessary to give Mr. Deane notice? I do not think so. 
1546. Would it have been proper to have dismissed Mr. Deane without notice? I think so; and I would 
have done it if it had been my case. - 
1547. Do you copsider that, having regard to the terms of Mr. Deane's engagement, Captain Rossi would 
have acted legally in dismissing him summarily? I think he would. 

Eaamination by 31r. Davies, through the Court 
1548. If your namehad been properly forwarded in the first instance, would it have been necessary for 
Captain Rossi to have made any extra effort at head quarters? Not at all. It was left out through the 
carlessness of the colour-sergeant or the quartermaster. There were several others in the same fix. 
1549. How was it found out that you were entitled to this certificate, apart from Captain Jiossi's efforts? 
I got the duplicate copy of the annual return showing that I had fifty-two drills in ; and in the return 
sent down my name was left out. 
1550. Has the error in the drill book in reference to your drills been rectified? I have not seen it. 
1551. Are you in any doubt as to whether you will get your land order, through lack, of efficiency? No. 
1552. Have you the annualertifleates of efficienc 
1872. 

y as far as issued? Yes; I have four, from 1869 to 

1553. In what year was it that Captain Rossi did you this fa'vonr? In 1871, I think; but I did not get 
the efficiency certificate until last year. I think it was the week after the Select Committee sat in Sydney. 
That was when I got my efficiency certificate for 1869. 
1554. Was Trenery's promotion as sergeant after }Iaylev's? Yes. 
1555. Up to the period of Hayley's appointment, was that appointment the most rapid promotion to 
sergeant you had known? To the best of my belief' it was, 

e 1556. 
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1556. How did you make up your quarterly returns? I make them up from the monthly return-, of the Qm..serg. A. 
orderly sorgeant. Properly speaking, I ought to make it out of the colour-sergeant's book. Sproule. 
1557. Are these returns that are sent in to head quarters certified? Yes. 
1558. By whom? By Captain Rossi. 2 Jan., 1874. 
1559. Is the return which you sent in at the end of September, 1873, certified by Captain Rossi P Yes. 
1560. Did you ever provide Captain Rossi with a list of absentees prior to the one which has been 
produced to-day? No; I do not recollect ever doing anything of the sort. 
1561. Were you ever requested by Captain Rossi to furnish him with a list of absentees prior to the 
proceedings before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly? No. 
1562. Did you return to any one the memorandum which you received from Captain Rossi respecting that 
list? I believe I have it at home with all the papers which I have in connection with the Company. 
.1563. Did you leave certain names out of that return which you fhrnished, simply because they could 
not make themselves efficient? Yes. I may have left the names out because they had left the district. 
I had to leave Waugh's name out on one occasion. There was no room for it, and I told Captain Rossi 
about it. 

The Court adjourned at three minutes after One o'clock p.m., to fifteen minutes ater Two o'clock p.m. 
The Court resumed at 1wentj minutes after Two o'clock p.m. 

John Spicer Paris was duly sworn.. 
Examination b'y the Court : 

1564. What is your name P John Spicer Paris. 
r r loGo. You heard the memorial read on the 30th P Yes. J. S. Paris.  
1566. And the charges included in that memorial? I heard the whole of what was read by the Court 
until the witnesses were ordered out. 2 Jan., 1874. 
1567. You gave evidence before the Select Committee P No, I have never given evidence in the case 
at all. 
1568. The first charge is assault by Captain Rossi on Corporal Fuller, in the ranks. Were you present 
when that assault was committed? I was not. 
1569. Were you present on the occasion referred to by the second charge, when the assault by Captain 
Rossi on Sergeant Mawson was committed? No. 
1570. Do you know anything in connection with the resignation of two different committees? No, I 
never had anything to do with committees at all. . I was a priv'ate in the ranks. 
1571. Do you know anything in reference to the resignation of the corporals? No. 
1572. Do you know anythiiig about the dismissal, on apparently trivial grounds, of Privates Chambers 
and Morris? I was not present when they were dismissed. All I know is from hearsay. I cannot speak 
of anything from personal knowledge which transpired when I was not present. 
1573. Do you know anything of the appointment of Sergeant Hayley-are you aware that it was distasteful 
to the Company? Yes I heard great dissatisfaction expressed. I was a Volunteer during all these 
matters, excepting during the time when Hayley was appointed. Hayley was appointed after I was 
dismissed from the Company, but I heard a great deal of talk about it. 
1574. Are you aware what there was distasteful in this appointment P I beard it frequently commented 
upon,-Bayley being so young, and being appointed - over the heads of men who were much older, who 
had been quite equal in attendance, and who had been as long in the Company. 
1575. How old was Hayley at the time he was appointed? I could not say his exact age, but I know he 
was very youthful. He had not long left school, -and he had been a short time in the Bank. I should 
have taken him to be about seventeen or eighteen at the outside. 
1576. Were you present when Private Robertson was Ordered to give the salute P I was not. 
1577. Were you a member of the Rifle Association here? No. 
1578. You know nothing about the matters referred to in these charges? Nothing, excepting general 
conversation which ensued about it. 
1579. Do you know anything about the public reprimand of Corporal Clarke, for saying at a non-military 
meeting that the captain had committed an error of judgment in bringing about the dissolution of the 
Association? That all took place since I have been dismissed from the Company. Since then I know 
nothing about what has occurred, as I have only sean them drill-twice. 
1580. Do you know anything about the dismissal of Private Martyr P Only on the sathe information 
that I know of all these other matters. 
1581. Do you know anything about the summoning of Mr. Martyr before the Police Court? I know 
that he was summoned for not giving up his arms and accoutrements, but I was not present at the Court. 
1582. Do you know anything about the disputes between the members of the Band and the bandmaster, 
and the retention of the latter in his situation? Not from being mixed up in them. All these disputes 
principally occurred after I left the Company. 
1583. Were you not in the Company when these disputes occurred in reference to the Band? There had 
been prior disputes relative to the fife and drum Band. 
1584. We are speaking of the disputes between the members of the Band and the bandmaster? Mr. 
Deane had not been long appointed when I left the Company. 
1585. You know nothing of attempts, supported by threats, to get members of the Band, many of them 
boys, to sign a document P No. 
1586. Nothing about increasing the weekly subscription to a higher rate than in any other Company, 
without taking a regular vote? Yes, I know there was a meeting called relative to that. 
1587. Will you tell us what was done at that meeting? I was not present at that meeting, but I was a 
Volunteer at the time. I was out of G-oulburn at the time that the meeting was he]d ; and when I 
returned I heard great disgust expressed at the way the resolution was carried. It was said that the 
motion had not been carried legally; that it had only been put for and not against. I was told that there 

ands for it, and that the captain did not call were only forty present; that only some few held up their h 
for a show of hands against it. - 

1588. 
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J. S. Paris. 1588. You were not present at the meeting? No. 
1589. You were dismissed for something in connection with this increased rate. Will you explain to the 

2 3am, 1874. Court how that took place? 1 have never had an explanation of how I was dismissed; I have never 
received any charges. 
1590. Have you received no official intimation? Only that I was dismissed. 
1591. To what effect was the intimation? That I was dismissed, and was to return my arms and 
accoutrements. 
1592. Have you the document in your possession? No; I have kept no writings on the subject. 
1593. It seems that you refused to pay more than the former subscription, believing the increased rate to 
be illegal? Yes. 
1594. Oil what grounds? From the general tenor of what the Volunteers said. As I was not present, 
I only had the opportunity of receiving through them my knowledge of the meeting. There was a great 
many besides myself who did not pay. 
1595. Did you ever pay any subscription to the Company? Yes. 
1596. To whom did you pay it? I believe it was to Sergeant Trenery. 
1597. When did you pay it? When we were first dismissed from the recruit drill. When we came on to 
the court-yard I gave Sergeant Trenery half-a-crown. He said he had not change; and I said it did not 
matter, it could stand on for further subscriptions. 
1598. Did you ever make any complaint that that amount was not placed to your credit? Yes. 
1599. You are aware that it was not placed to your credit? I was aware of it when I received a bill for 
the amount. I was billed for the whole of the subscription. I spoke to Sergeant Trenery about it, and he 
said "Well, old fellow, you may have paid it, but I do not recollect it." 
1600. In what way did you convey your refusal to pay the increased rate? I thought the is. a week was 
illegal, and an imposition; and I told the sergeant that I would not pay.. I was quite willing to pay the 
is. a month if they gave me a receipt. 
1601. You say that you were dismissed without knowing what you were dismissed for? Yes; I received 
no specific charge against me. 
1602. Had you any warning that unless you conformed to certain rules and orders you vould be dismissed? 
No; but after drill on Thursday evening, I received an order from Captain Rossi on Friday morning to 
attend drill on the following Monday and bring with me the subscription. I told Sergeant Sproule that 
I had to go away with cattle; and when I returned I was told that I had been dismissed. 
1603. You stated that you could not attend? Yes; I told Sergeant Sproule I am a drover by profession, 
and business calls me continually out of town. 
1604. You are suite sure that you tendered the usual rate of subscription? Yes; I tendered it frequently. 
It was refused on the grouad that they could not give me a receipt for is. a month, as the rate in force 
was is. a week. I was told that both by Mr. Martyr, who was secretary at the time, and by Sergeant 
Sproule. I merely wanted a receipt to guarantee the payment, because there had been a dispute in 
reference to this half-a-crown previously, and I knew that there had been great irregularities in receiving 
moneys previously. 
1605. What irregularities do you refer to in receiving money? I had often heard persons say that they 
had paid, and there had been a long argument before it was found out that the money was paid. 
1606. Were not the moneys paid in accounted for? I had heard those who had paid subscriptions speak 
to the sergeants about it. I do not know that the money has ever been ignored; but there have been 
discussions about the payment of it. 
1607W. Are you aware of blame being attached to any one for improperly applying money? No, I am not. 
1608. Has any inquiry taken place as to what has become of missing money? Not to my knowledge. 
1609. Is it usual. in Companies to give receipts for subscriptions paid? I do not know, only in regard to 
myself. I thought that a person who paid money had a right to a receipt. 
1610. Was it the usual custom in the Company for persons who paid money to get receipts when they 
paid their subscriptions? I could not tell. I only looked after my own individual case. 
1611. I think you said you did not get a receipt when you paid the half.crown? No. 
1612. Did you ask for it? No; I had only just got out of recruit drill. I should not have asked for a 
receipt afterwards if the payment of the half-crown had been recognized; and I wished to have it put in 
the receipt that I was paying is. a month, and not is. a week. 

.E.ra.rnina.tion by Mr. Davies, through the Gourt :- 
1613. What general order was there as to paying subscriptions at all? I do not know of any general 
order being issued. I only know from the Act or the by-laws that we were to pay is. a month. 
1614. Was there any bylaw defining the, time or place where the is. a month or any subscription should 
be paid? No; I do not think it is specified in the Act as to where it should be paid. 
1615. Are you aware of a by-law of the Company, or an order from Captain Rossi, as to where this sub-
scription should be paid? No. 
1616. Or to whom? No. 
1617. Was there to your knowledge any treasurer? No, not to my knowledge. 
iGiS. To whom did you tender the smaller amount? To Mr. Martyr, secretary of the Company, to 
Sergeant Sproule, and I believe to any of the sergeants who ever asked me for it. I could not say for a 
fact whether any others did ask m'e for it, but I was always willin to pay. 
1619. You were willing to pay the whole of your subscriptions up to the time of the increased rate being 
carried?. Yes. 
1620. Conditionally that you got a receipt? Yes. I do not believe that I was ever asked to pay any 
subscription until the increased subscription was demanded.. No one was asked, but they just paid it as 
they liked. They would sing out, "Anybody who has got money to pay will pay it." Nothing passed until 
after the increased subscription, when so many refused to pay that they hunted us up to force us to pay. 
Previous to that no one was specially appointed to ask. I was never asked. 
1621. To whom did you refuse to pay the subscriptioii of is. a month, if to any one? I never refused to 
pay. 
1622. Who made application to you for the payment of is. a week? There was not a special application 
for the is. a week; but I received a bill through Mr. Martyr for my subscription, and is. a week was men-
tioned. In fact I received several bills; and I am only sorry that I have not got theni here to produce. 
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I can swear positively that one bill would be for a greater amount than another; another would be for less,  
and so on. Sometimes they charged me fines, and sometimes they did not. No two bills agreed. 
1623. To whom personally did you ever refuse  to pay the is. aweek, if ever, when demanded? To Captain 2 Jan., 1874. 
Rossi, 
1624. Did Captain Rossi come to you personally for the money? He met me and called me to him as I 
was riding along the street. He asked me why I refused to pay the is. a week. 
1625. What was your reply? I told him that I did not think that the matter was legally carried, and that 
is. a week was an imposition. When I joined the Company I had to pay is. a month. 
1626. That is all you said? That is all I said. Captain Rossi told me something in reply. 
1627. What did he say in reply? He told me then that he would have to summods me for it; and I told 
him that I thought that was the best way of proving the legality of the transaction; and I told him if the 
law awarded it I should have to pay it. 
1628. Did Captain Rossi say anything further? No. 
1629. When you were summoned to the Police Court did the Bench award it? No, the case was dismissed. 
1630. Did Captain Rossi say that he would dismiss you if you did not pay it? He never told me that. 
I never heard anything about being dismissed until I was dismissed. 
1631. Were you dismissed? Yes. 
1632. Who dismissed you? I was not present when I was dismissed. 
1633. Who dismissed you? Captain Rossi. 
1634. How do you know that Captain Rossi dismissed you? Only from an order signed by him that I 
was dismissed, and directing me to send in my arms and accoutrements. 
1635. Have you got the order? No, I have not. 
1636. Is it in existence? Not to my knowledge. 
1637. Did that order state the reason for your dismissal? I believe not; I could not possibly swear to 'it, 
but I. do not think there were any remarks laid down as to the cause of my dismissal. After I was dis- 
missed I sent in my arms and accoutrements, and I thought I would apply to another source for inquiry: 
1638. Did you appeal against that dismissal? Yes. 
1639. To whom? To Colonel Richardson. - 
1640. What was the result? I have never heard. 
1641. Have you ever had a reply to your communication? No. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court 
1642. Were you summoned to give evidence before the Select Committee? Yes, but I was at Wagga 
Wagga at the time. I did not receive the notice until within a day or two of the close of the proceedings. 
1643. Was Hayley a member of the Corps three years and a half before his appointment? I could not 
say that from my own knowledge. I was nearly two years in the Company, and he was in the Company 
with me. 
1644. You do not know when he was appointed? I do not. 
1645. After the resolution was carried that the subscription should be is. a week, did you, or others, 
come to complain that anything illegal had been done? No, I did not. I had a specific reason for not 
going. 
1646. What was that reason? The reason was that from what I had seen of Captain Rossi I thought 
the further I kept from Captain Rossi th€i better it would be for myself. From the way in which he had 
generally.behaved, I thought that the less I came into contact with him the fewer disputes we should 
have between us. 
1647. What had Captain Rossi done to induce you to form that opinion of him? Only that his manner 
was generally offensive. There was hardly a drill that there was not something offensive. 
1648. Can you give an instance? No ; they were so general-I could not define them. 
1649. Can you name one instance in which Captain Rossi behaved in this manner? I could not particu-
larize the occasion. I have seen him shove and call men fellows, all that sort of thing, on parade, but as 
to mentioning particular names I could not. I always noticed that his manner was not that of a gentle-
man when on parade. 
1650. Can you mention any occasion on which he has been discourteous to you personally? No; because 
I never came into collision with him. 
1651. If you felt any hesitation in seeing Captain Rossi personally, could you not have written to him? 
[Question disallowed.] 
1652. Do you remember Captain Rossi asking you personally to pay your account? I have already stated 
that. 
1653. Did you not promise Captain Rossi that you would pay him a part as soon as you received certain 
money you were expecting? The is. a month. 
1654. Did you offer to pay a part when you had received this money? No; I never was in such a bad 
position in G-oulburn but I could pay the whole of the money at any time. 
1655. Did you not at that time expect some money? I did. 
1656. Did you not expect it from Mr. Carter? I did. 
1657. Did not Mr. Carter give it? He did. 
1658. Do you now remember having said to Captain Rossi that you would pay a part? No; I said I 
would .pay my subscription, is. a month, which I always tendered. 
1659. When you received the money expected, what did you tell Colour-sergeant Trenery within a few 
minutes afterwards, when he applied to you for the money? I received the money in the Court Huse 
yard; it was for collecting the Census, or something of that sort. I had hardly got the money into my 
hand when Sergeant Trenery rushed at me about it. I was irritated at being followed up so about the 
money. I was a little excited, and I told them that they need not be frightened. It looked as if Sergeant 
Trenery had been lying in wait to pounce down upon me immediately I got the money, and I felt hurt 
at it. 
1660. With whom were the disputes as to the payment of these moneys that you speak of? They were 
general. 
1661. Were they with Captain Rossi? I do not understand the question. 
1662. Were the disputes which you have referred to in relation to money matters with Captain Rossi? 
Personally between Captain Rossi and myself? ' 1663. 
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J. S. Paris. 1663. Yes? I have said that I had no communication with him. 
1664. Had the disputes in reference to the variation in the accounts anything to do with Captain Rossi? 

2 Jan., 1874. I do not know whether they emanated from Captain Rossi, or the secretary, or the treasurer, or who. 
1665. Do you not know that the subscriptions at the time you speak of should have been paid to the 
sergeants? Yes, I am aware that the sergeants collected them when they were offered. 
1666. Do you know of any complaint ever having been made to the captain as to the correctness of those 
accounts? I do not know of any. 
1667. When Captain Rossi spoke to you, did his application precede any notice of what you owed, or had 
you had previous applications? I had had previous applications-several. 
1668. Subsequent to Captain Rossi speaking to you, had you an application from a non-commissioned 
officer? I might have had. I would not say positively. I do not remember. 
1669. Do you remember having an application from Corporal Blackshaw at the time? If my memory 
serves me right, I do not think that Blackshaw was a corporal while I was in the Company. 
1670. Had you an application or had you not? I cannot say. I had several applications. I could not 
say whether subsequently or previously. 
1671. Did you not receive more than one written notice from Captain Rossi to pay the money? I have 
no recollection myself of receiving any notice, except the notice subsequent to the Police Office case. I have 
no recollection of receiving any special notice from Captain Rossi. 
1672. Did you not receive one from Corporal Blackshaw prior to the proceedings at the Police Court? I 
do not remember. 
1673. Will you undertake to say that the case against you was dismissed on account of the subscription 
having been raised to the higher rate? No; my impression was that it was dismissed because I had never 
recognized this higher rate. Another Volunteer had been summoned, and he had to pay because he had 
recognized it. 
1674. Will you swear that that was the reason? I will not. Mr. 0-annon was employed in the case, and 
he studied it more than I did. 
1675. You were there yourself? Yes, I was. 
1676. Can you state positively on what ground the case was dismissed? [Question disallowed.] 
1677. What reason did the Police Magistrate give for dismissing the case? I could not say what the 
reason was. I thought the case was dismissed on Captain Rossi's own evidence. 
1678. Prior to your dismissal, did you receive a notice of which this is a duplicate? I think it was some- 
thing similar to that, but I would not be sure. (Document received in evidence. Vide Lxiii bit 0) 

.21&. Davies called the attention of the Court to the 42nd clause of the Volunteer Act of 1867. 

B. Chambers was called, but did not appear. 

Private W. F. Robertson was duly sworn. 
Examination by the Uozsrt :- 

Pt. W. P. 1679. What is your name? William Foxton Robertson. 
:Robertson. 1680. You are a private in the Goulburn Company of Volunteer Rifles? I am. 

18 
1681. You gave evidence before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly? Yes. 

23 an., 74. 1682. Are you willing that the evidence which you then gave should stand as your evidence on this 
occasion, subject to any alterations you may think proper to make as it is read over to you? Yes. 
1683. Was the evidence you then gave true? Yes. 

Captain Rossi stated that he did not object to the reception of the evidence. 
The evidence given by the witness before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly, on the 26th 
of February, 1873, was then read by the Obzsrt, and admitted by the witness, as follows 

1684. You are a member of the Goulburn Volunteer Company? I am. 
1685. How long have you been in the corps? Nearly four and a half years. 
1686. What rank do you hold in the Company? I am a private. 
1687. There have been some disagreements in the Company, have there not? Yes, frequent disagreements. 
1688. Have you any grievance to complain of in respect to the Company? No personal grievance, with 
the exception of one, which is a very great grievance. I was publicly reprimanded on parade by Captain 
Rossi, for refusing to give him the military salute when I was in private clothes. I know that there have 
been disputes between Captain Rossi and other members of the Corps, but I have not been mixed up with 
them. I very early recognized a peculiarity in Captain Rossi's manner, and I always took care to avoid 
coming in contact with him. 
1689. Where was it that this refusal of yours to salute the captain took place? On the rifle range. I was 
there in plain clothes, and Captain Rossi was in command of the squad who were firing. 
1690. Is there any regulation providing for a salute being given to a captain or officer of Volunteers when 
his subordinate is in plain clothes? No; the regulation says that the salute is imperative only when 
both the parties are in uniform. 
1691. Will you state to the Committee what occurred on that occasion? On the 13th May, 1872, a squad 
of the Goulburn Volunteers, of which Captain Rossi was in command, was engaged in a rifle match at 
Goulburn. I went on to the rifle range where they were so engaged, to watch the progress of the match, 
when Captain Rossi accosted me and said: "Won't you give me the salute." I replied: "I did salute 
you; I wished you good evening." He then said: "I want the military salute." Whereupon I politely 
explained to him that I was not in uniform, and therefore not subject to military discipline; but he still 
persisted, saying it did not matter-he wanted the military salute. Knowing that he was assuming an 
authority over me to which he had no right, and considering it my duty as a member of society to maintain 
my, proper position, that position, having previously been the same as that of Captain Rossi, I did not 
consider to have been reduced, but, on the contrary, to have been elevated by my submission, for the 
defence of the Colony, to strict military discipline as a private in the ranks, whilst on military duty,-I refused 
positively to give the military salute. On the 18th of the same month, upon a special full dress parade of 
the Company, and in the presence of a large assemblage of the public, Captain Rossi ordered me out of 
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the ranks of the Company to the front, and then, after having stated the circumstances of the case as Pt. W. F. 
above referred to, read to m6 the following memo., which he stated he had received from the Commandant Robertson. 
of the Volunteer Force, in reply to .his communication on the subject, and which he had telegraphed for 
and obtained authority to read to me on that particular occasion on parade:-"  The action of the member 2 Tan., 1874. 

 

referred to was in excessively bad taste, and marks him as deficient in one of the most essential attributes 
of a soldier." Captain Rossi also then said that he insisted upon every member of the Company saluting 
him upon all occasions that they mtt him, and that he had made conditions with the recruits before 
receiving them as recruits to the Corps that they should do so, and that he would receive recruits upon that 
condition only. I conceive that there could have been no other reason for Captain Rossi's having selected 
such an occasion as he did to address me in such condemnatory terms than a desire to subject me to as 
great humiliation and severe punishment as possible, in order thereby, I presume, to deter myself and other 
members of the Corps from resisting in future these vexatious exactions. If his action in this matter had 
been successful, it would have had the effeit of excluding myself and a majority of the members from the 
Corps. On the 20th5  I wrote to Captain Rossi the letter, a copy of which I now hand to the Committee. 
(Appendix D 1.) 
1692. Did you get any reply to that P Yes; on the 25th May I received a memo. by way of answer. 
(See also Appendix D 1.) On the 10th June, I again wrote to Captain Rossi a letter, of which I hand in 
a copy (see Appendix D 2), and very nearly three weeks after, I received a reply in the memo. dated 27th 
June, 1872. (See Appendix D 3.) 
1693. Is that all the correspondence which bears upon this point? No, there is one other letter. On the 
4th June, Captain Rossi read a long address to the Company, including myself, in which the following 
passage occurs with respect to me:-"  I assume that most of the circumstances have become known to you, 
relative to a member of my Company who lately declined to give me the military salute. It may not 
therefore be necessary to make any other allusion to this case than to name that, as soon as possible after 
the parade on the 18th ultimo, I requested to see Private Robertson, and, during explanation upon the 
subject of the salute, I told him that what I had done 'was not a reprimand,' and, in reply to a question 
from him, I said I did not claim the military salute as a right at all times. Now, had Private Robertson 
been willing to have accepted these, my two statements, there was no necessity for the matter to have 
proceeded further, as, after that interview, his difficulties ought to have been removed and himself satisfied, 
if he had been contending for any principle. I here give my reply to a subsequent question put to me in 
writing by Private Robertson, as to 'whether it was a mistake his being reprimanded on parade.' My 
answer was—'In reply to your query, contained in letter of 8th instant, I have to say that the communi-
cation to you on parade was merely an expression of opinion on the part of the Commandant,' being in the 
very words of the Commandant, after reference of the question to him,—while unknown to the Com-
mandant, these words correspond with my previous statement to Private Robertson, that it was not a 
reprimand." To this I replied in a letter of the 11th July, 1872. (See Appendix D 4.) 
1694. That is all the correspondence which took place? Yes, that is all. 
1695. This communication from Colonel Richardson—did Captain Rossi read the whole of it? No, only 
the portion which I have given. 
1696. Have you got that communication? Captain Rossi read what he said was the communication. 
1697. Have you ever seen a copy of Colonel Richardson's communication in full? Not what I could say 
was a copy. There has been something published in the papers which was said to be a copy, but I cannot 
say if it is so or not. In his letter published in the Sydney Morninq Herald, Captain Rossi gives the 
memo. of Colonel Richardson in full, or what he says is the memo. 
1698. Will you read it P In his letter of the 20th June, 1872, he quotes the memo. as follows :- 

"I think it a pity Captain Rossi should have placed himself in a position to be refused, as I see no• 
remedy, the Volunteer Regulations distinctly specifying that both should be in uniform, to 
make the salute compulsory. I need hardly say the action of the member referred to was in 
excessively bad taste, and marks him as deficient in one of the most essential attributes of a 
soldier." 

1699. Now, was the whole of that memo. read to you on parade? No; only the latter part which I have 
given before. It was subsequ.entiv published in this form, and a copy sent round to all the members of 
the Corps. 
1700. Then the Regulations do not make the salute compulsory when either party is in plain clothes? I 
was satisfied that they did not, in the first instance, and Colonel Richardson says so here, very distinctly. 
1701. Have you ever had any charge brought against you of insubordination in the ranks P No, I have 
never had a complaint of any kind made against me. 
1702. Have you ever noticed any insubordination in the ranks? No; and there could not have been any 
without my noticing it. 
1703. Do you know anything of the other disagreements in the Corps P No, I do not know much about 
them; I have never allowed myself to be mixed up in any of them. Captain Rossi was not a personthat 
I cared to have any dealings with, and I have kept clear of him as much as I could. It was only when he 
took me up in this way, that he was not justified in doing, that I thought it necessary to assert what I 
considered to be a principle. 
1704. Then I understand you to say that you did not consider that Captain Rossi's replies to your com-
munications were satisfactory? iNo, most certainly they were not satisfactory. 
1705. Have you ever asked Captain Rossi that, as he had publicly censured you, so he should just as 
publicly exonerate you P Yes; in this private interview he speaks of, I did. I told him that I could not 
recognize his private acknowledgment that it was not a reprimand, when it was evidently intended to be 
one. It was intended at the time to act as a kind of punishment on me, so as to prevent the recruits and 
others from refusing to give him the salute, which they might have done, had I been successful in the 
contest. 
1706. Have you ever made a distinct request that he should publicly exonerate you from this charge, inas-
much as he had publicly spoken of it on parade? I have not done so in so many words; but in this 
correspondence it will be seen that I have done so as nearly as I could without using the actual words. 
1707. Captain Rossi's letter, on the whole, admits that he had committed an error P No, he does not 
admit that at all. He calls his address to me on parade a mere expression of opinion, whereas the fact 
was that it was given as a reprimand, and intended to be so, and at the same time he has not proved that 
there was anything for which I ought, to have been reprimanded. 1708. 
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Pt. W. F. 1708. Then what do you expect from Captain Rossi—what do you demand from him, seeing that he has 
Robertson. done something unjust to you, to put you in a proper position? I only ask him to admit that he was in 

error, and that I was wrongly reprimanded. 
2 Jan., 1874. 1709. You say that he was wrong in insisting upon the salute, and that the Commandant had the same 

opinion, that your conduct was not in contravention of the Regulations? Exactly. 
1710. Then what do you require at their hands? To admit that Captain Rossi was in error, and that I 
was correct, and that his interference with me was consequently unjustifiable. 
1711. Is there any other cause of complaint that you have against Captain Rossi, or any other officer of 
the Company, in regard to the Corps? No, none personally; but I know there are a great many disputes, 
and that the Corps is going on not at all satisfactorily. 
1712. In your opinion, there are many disputes—who with? Between Captain Rossi and the members of 
the Corps. 
1713. And you think these constant disputes impair the efficiency of the Corps? I do; so much so that a 
great many members have retired from the Corps, and numbers more would do so, but that they have only 
a short time before them to complete their five years' service to entitle them to a grant of land. These 
are only hanging on to complete their five years, and when these are up they will resign. 
1714. Will you tell the Committee about these disagreements which you say are so injurious to the 
efficiency of the Corps—in what way do they arise; they must arise from some cause, or from the action 
of some person: how is it they do arise? I think that they arise from Captain Rossi's incompetence to 
manage them, rendering him unfit to have the control of any large number of men. 
1715. Do you allude to his general incompetence? It is not so much incompetence as his general character, 
and his want of control over his temper. 
1716. Is his manner offensive? Yes, at times, it is; it is certainly not such as to make the men respect 
him. 
1717. Have you been in the Company ever since he has been in command? I have. 
1718. Is the attendance of members as large now as it was previous to his taking the command? That 
I could not say. I have not seen the rollbook. 
1719. Is the attendance regular? No, not particularly. We usually muster enough to count for a drill; 
twenty  is about the ordinary number. 
1720. How many men usually turn out upon special occasions? On the last time the Company was 
inspected, there were forty odd on parade. The number of names on the roll was over a hundred, but I 
believe that many of those whose names were on the roll had long before either resigned or left the 
district. 

D 1. 
Private Robertson to Captain Rossi. 

Goulburn, 20 May, 1872. 
Sir, 

Having reference to your communication to me on parade on the 18th instant, I have the honor to request that I 
may be informed as to what I am to look to to instruct me in my duty as a Volunteer. 

Having studied the" Volunteer Force Regulation Act of 1867," and all the Regulations now in force under that Act, 
and having always acted strictly in accordance with them, I am quite at a loss to know -ivhy I should have been placed in the 
unpleasant position in which I was placed at the rifle range on the 13th instant, and again on parade on the 18th instant. 

I have, &c., 
W. F. ROBERTSON, 

Private, Goulburn Corps, 
Volunteer Rifles. 

MEM0.—I am quite persuaded that Private Robertson has, as he expresses himself, sought to conform to the letter of the 
Volunteer Act. The subject which I had occasion to refer to is one which is left to the discretion and taste of members. The 
Commandant had in this particular case given his opinion, which I have conveyed to you. 

I may add, that I only esteem the observance of my request as evidencing a higher military feeling, though it is not 
compulsory. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, 

20/5/72. 
 

Private Robertson to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 10 June, 1872. 

Sir, 
Am I to understand from your memorandum to the effect that I had a perfect right to use my own discretion as to 

whether I should give or refuse the military salute, when I refused to give it to you,—that it was a mistake my being reprimanded 
on parade on the 18th ultimo? 

I have, &e., 
W. F. ROBERTSON. 

 
Captain Rossi to Private Robertson. 

MEMo—In reply to your query contained in letter of 8th instant, I have to say that the communication to you on parade on 
the 18th instant was merely an expression of opinion on the part of the Commandant. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, 

27/6/72. 
 

Private Robertson to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 11 July, 1872. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, on the 2nd instant, of your memorandum dated 27th June last, in 

answer to my letter of 10th June last, and to express my satisfaction therewith; your communication made b me on parade 
on 18th May last being thereby more satisfactorily explained. 

With reference to the statement made to the members of the Corps by you on the evening of the 4th instant, to the 
effect that if I had been contending for any principle I would have been satisfied after the private interview I had with you in 
reference to this matter, I submit that, as you openly, publicly, and officially declared that the Commandant was of opinion 
that I had acted in excessively bad taste, and that I was deficient in one of the most essential attributes of a soldier, I could 

not 
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not recognize any private acknowledgment that there were no grounds for such opinion, as I had always acted strictly in Pt. W. F. 
accordance with the spirit of the Volunteer Force Regulation Act and all the regulations and insljuctions afforded me. Robertson. 

I further submit that I have not considered this as entirely a personal matter, but as a matter affecting the position of 
myself and every Volunteer; and, in resisting the exaction of military discipline in my civil capacity, I have acted with the 
object of maintaining my proper position, and not in a spirit of opposition to the requisite military discipline, 2 Jan., 1874.  

And, in prosecuting the matter further, after you read the Commandant's opinion to me on parade, I have done so with 
a desire to obtain redress for what I conceived to be a grievance. 

I am, &c., 
W. F. ROBERTSON. 

Examination by 1J&. Davies, through the Court 
1721. Were you asked to compete with any one else for the position of corporal? No. 
1722. Were you ever offered in any way any chance of becoming a corporal upon any terms? No. 
1723. Are you aware whether a reprimand conveyed to a Volunteer becomes a record in any book? I am 
not. 
1724. In what time will you be entitled to your land order? That is rather a difficult question to answer: 
I joined the Company in July, 1869. 
1725. How many certificates have you got? Three. 
1726. Have you obtained a certificate for 1872? I have. 
1727. When will you become entitled to your land order P At the end of this year. 
1728. Do you intend to remain in the Corps after you get your land order? No,; not under the present 
command. - 
1729. Have you any other reason for leaving the Corps; that is, for purposing to leave? In fact, it would 
be a great sacrifice for me to retire from the Corps. 
1730. If Captain Rossi is retained in command, is it your intention to leave before you are entitled to your 
land order? No. 
1731. What is your impression of the effect produced upon the Corps by Captain Rossi's maimer? I 
think that the efficiency of the Corps is to a certain extent impaired by the manner which Captain Rossi 
exercises. Members appear to lose interest in the Corps. 
1732. Has it any other effect P No, I think that conveys all. Before the cross-examination commences, 
I may perhaps be permitted to state something for the information of the Court. With reference to 
question and answer No. 370 of my examination before the Select Committee, although I only expected 
Captain Rossi to admit that he was in error in demanding the salute from me on the rifle range, yet it is 
hardly for me to say what justice expects from him for inflicting upon a person who was perfectly innocent 
a most severe punishment-a punishment only inflicted by Court Martial in the regular Army. It is asserted 
that I went on to the ground to insult Captain Rossi. 
1733. Who made the assertion? Captain Rossi. Captain.Bossi having asserted that I went down to the 
rifle range for the purpose of offering him offence, I wish to take this opportunity of positively denying 
that I went down for any such purpose. I merely went down there to watch the progress of the match, and 
I cannot imagine how Captain Rossi can suppose that I went down there to insult him, or offer him offence 
in any way. There were numbers of witnesses there at the time who could corroborate my statement. I 
was on parade when Corporal Clarke was reprimanded in the presence of his inferiors in rank, on a charge 
the only evidence of which was a mere newspaper report. 

Cross-examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court :- 

1734. Did you not let Captain Rossi know that his explanation with you was satisfactory? 'I never said 
that I was satisfied with Captain Rossi's conduct,-never. 
1735. Do you remember Captain Rossi writing you a letter on the 10th of June, 1872? No I have 
received no letter dated the 10th of June. 
1736. "I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, on the 2nd instant, of your memorandum of the 
27th June last, in answer to my letter of the 10th of June last, and to express my satisfaction therewith." 
Did you write that? Yes, I remember writing that; but in looking at that you must look at the corre- 
spondence before the memo, upon which that reply was given. 
1737. Since writing that, have you taken any action of yourself in this matter? With the exception of 
giving evidence before the Select Committee-none. 
1738. Did you seek to be summoned there of yourself-were you asked to go or did you volunteer to go? 
[Question objected to-objection overruled.] 
1739. Did you make application to be examined before the Select Committee? No. 
1740. Can you complain of any discourtesy from Captain Rossi to you, other than the one matter to which 
you have referred? No; and I think that makes it more remarkable that Captain Rossi should imagine 
that I went down there to insult him. 
1741. Can you state positively that Captain Rossi ever did make such an assertion-that you went down 
there to insult him? I cannot say that he used the actual words, but he used words implying that. 
1742. Do you say that of your own knowledge? Yes. 
1743. Did Captain Rossi say that to you? No. 
1744. Did he say it in your bearing? No. 
1745. Then how could you be aware of it of your own knowledge? From a letter published by Captain 
Rossi in the Sydney Morning Herald. 
1746. Was Captain Rossi's name to the letter published in the Sydney Morning Herald? It was. 
1747. Have you got that letter? I have not, but I assert that it was published. 
1748. Can you produce it? I really do not know whether I can or not at the present moment. 
1749. Do you remember the date? No; I remember about the date. 
1750. Will you state the time that you think it was published? It was in June or July. 
1751. Last year? In 1872. 
1752. Do you know that any member of any Company going to a rifle range in Sydney is obliged to go 
in uniform or he is not allowed on .the ground? I am not aware of any such regulation. 
1753. Will you give the names of the persons who have been continued on the roll, but who have 
resigned? I have not the roll. 

1754. 
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Pt. W. F. 1754. Do you persist in saying that there are the names of persons on the roll who have resigned? There 
Robertson. certainly were at that me-resigned or left the district. 
'•-' 1755. The question is, resigned? Resigned or left the district. 
2 Jan., 1874. 1756. In your evidence you say that many of those whose names were on the roll befre had resigned or 

left the district? Yes; resigned or left the district. I am positive about their having left the district. 
1757. How would it be a sacrifice to you to quit the Service at the end of your five years? Simply because 
I take great interest in the Force. It affords me great pleasure to be a member of the Force. 
1758. At whose suggestion did you make the additions to your evidence to-day? [Question disallowed.] 
1759. Do you not hold a paper in your hands at the present time in the handwriting of Mr. Riley, with 
suggestions? No; most positively I do not. 
1760. Or coming from any one in any way connected with the Herald Office? [Question disallowed.] 
1761. Are you not aware of this Company order :-" Any one desiring promotion to the rank of corporal 
would be good enough to give me without delay his name, and to state when he would be prepared to 
undergo the necessary examination.(Signed) F. R. L. Rossi, Captain. Rossiville, 30th May, 1872"9  1 
am aware of that. 

By Mr. Davies :- 

1762. Was that before or after Hayley's appointment to the rank of corporal? After. 

By Captain Rossi 
1763. Did Hayley's appointment close the field for all time against all corporals? [Question disallowed.] 

By the Court :- 
1764. Do you consider that Captain Rossi gave you a positive order to give him the military salute on the 
occasion alluded to? It amounted to an order. 
1765. Do you consider that he gave a positive order? I do. 

Sergeant J. J. Trenery was called, but did not answer. 

Private J. B. Craig was duly sworn. 

By the Court 

Private J. B. 1766. 
Craig. 1767. 

2 J 1874. 
.Examination by Mr. Dames, through the Jourt :- 

1768. At the time the subscription was increased from is. a month to is. a week you were a recruit? I 
was. 
1769. Were you one of the twenty recruits who resigned in a body? - I was. 
1770. For what reason? The foundation of the reason was that we were not allowed to vote, but there 
were other matters connected with it at the time. We wished to have an explanation from Captain 
Rossi, and that gentleman did not see fit to listen to us. He placed the spokesman under arrest, and 
dismissed us. 
1771. Who was the spokesman he placed under arrest? Private Booth. 
1772. Were you the Volunteer who asked if you would be allowed to vote at that meeting when the 
increased subscription was proposed? I am not certain whether I asked the question or not, but one of 
our twenty asked it. We were interested in it, and at drill we arranged that the question should be 
asked, and the question was asked. 
1773. After resigning, did you apply to withdraw your resignation? I did. 
1774. And you have continued in the Force since? Yes. 
1775. Were you asked by Captain Rossi to compete for promotion from the ranks to corporal? No. 
1776. Did you ever have any opportunity afforded you at all of competing for promotion prior to Hayley's 
promotion? No.  
1777. Did you ever know of any disturbances among the Volunteers upon the rifle range? Disturbances? 
1778. Yes? I was present at the time when Private Robertson would not give the salute, and I was 
present when I got into a squabble myself.. 
1779. Was the disturbance relating to yourself, between you and the captain? He gave me a reprimand, 
or censure, or whatever you like to call it, on the rifle range one day. 
1780. Did you see the disturbance in Robertson's case? I did. 
1781. Did you observe anything offensive in Robertson's manner? No, nothing whatever. 
1782. Did you observe anything offensive in the manner of the captain? I should say it was offensive 
if it had occurred to me. 
1783. Do you understand that, on the testimony of Captain Rossi, you are one of the best men in the 
Corps? I am aware that he said so. 
1784. What is your opinion of his conduct as captain in reference to his Company? I think that Captain 
Rossi is a great failure as a commanding officer. 
1785. How long have you been in the Force? I joined about a month before that coffee business at Mitta-
gong. I joined on the 4th of May, and I suppose it must have been in the year 1870. 
1786. About three years ago? Yes. 
1787. Do you mean to remain in the Corps? I cannot say whether I do or not. I have long thought of 
resigning from the Corps, and many a time I have been asked to stay until the five years of others are 
up. I have asked them if they would stay until my five years are up, and they said they would not. I, 
therefore, do not think that I shall remain. - 
1788. Will you state the reason why you are not disposed to remain in the Corps? Because there is 
such terrible dissatisfaction in the Corps. There is no pleasure to be in it. 

.Exasmination by the Court:- 
1789. On whose suggestion did you withdraw your resignation at the time the twenty recruits retired? I 
said that, as far as I was concerned, I could pay the is. a week. 1790. 

What is your name? John Bissland Craig. 
You are a private in the G-oulburn Company of Volunteers? I am. 
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1790. On whose suggestion did you withdraw your resignation? We were considered a crack squad, and Private J. B. 
there was a great many who desired that we should be in the Company. Amongst others there was 
Sergeant Mawson who said that he was very proud of us, and he and other people would come to me and 
say that Booth has withdrawn his resignation, and somebody else would say to another that Craig had 2 Jan., 1874. 
withdrawn his resignation, so that we got to have no confidence in each other, and in that way we all 
withdrew our resignation. 
1791. In what way do you consider Captain Rossi a complete failure? I consider that he is a failure as 
commanding officer, and before the Select Committee I gave evidence of it on military matters, and I thmk 
he has been a failure as a financier, from the way in which he has acted. As a military man, he is wanting 
in temper, tact, and judgment. 
1792. Were you a member of the committee when Mr. Deane was engaged as bandmaster? No. I was 
a member when we endeavoured to dismiss him. 
1793. You say that you were a member when he was dismissed? No; when we endeavoured to dismiss him. 
1794. Were you cognizant of the terms upon which he was engaged? No-not from my own knowledge. 
1795. I suppose it was pretty well known in the Company on what terms he was engaged? Yes. 
1796. For what period was he engaged? The first time, I believe, he was engaged for six months. 
1797. Were the committee dissatisfied with the manner in which Mr. Deane performed his duties? Yes. 
1798. And did the committee direct his dismissal? Yes. 
1799. Under the terms of his engagement, do you consider that it was necessary to give Mr. Deane notice 
prior to his being dismissed? I had nothing to do with his engagement. 
1800. Being aware of the terms of his engagement, do you consider that Mr. Deane should have been 
dismissed at once, or that he should have had notice prior to his dismissal? Mr. Gannon said that it was 
necessary to give him notice. We had his advice. I do not know whether it was necessary or not. 
1801. Did the committee direct that notice should be given to Mr. Deane? Yes. 
1802. They did not wish him to be dismissed at once? Yes; they named a date when his services should 
be dispensed with. 
1803. That*as in August? We directed that his term of engagement should cease on the 1st of August. 
1804. Do you still consider that the committee were right in taking the action they did in reference to 
Mr. Deane's dismissal? Certainly. 
1805. What reason was assigned by the committee for dismissing Mr. Deane? The reason assigned was 
that he was not doing that for which we paid him to do. They 'were not learning, and we were under the 
impression that it was Mr. Deane's fault. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Codrt 
1806. Did the committee assign any reason for wanting to dispense with Mr. Deane's services? They did 
not record a reason. 
1807. Do you know whether Mr. Deane was competent or not? I am not a musician, and consequently 
I do not know; but this I do know, Mr. Deane was getting ff100 a year and we were getting no Band. 
1808. Do you know whether that was Mr. Deane's fault or the boys'? I cannot answer the question yes 
or no; but, from the preponderance of evidence we had, it was Mr. Deane's fault. 
1809. Can you say whether it was Mr. Deane's fault or the boys'? I cannot. I am not a musician. 
1810. Can you say what was the record of absences of boys from practice during one month? I heard it, 
but I cannot say now. 
1811. Was it not between 100 and 170 absences of the Band, counting the numbers of individuals, for the 
month? I cannot say. It may have been. I cannot remember the figures. 
1812. Were it so, and absences to that extent continued month after month, would that explain why the 
Band did not progress? Of course it would explain that part. Why 'those absences took place would be 
another matter for explanation. 
1813. You were on the committee at the time of the investigation by Mr. Deane? Yes. 
1814. Was not the resolution to dispense with )Y[r. Deane's services to take effect from the next day? 
The day after the meeting. I think the 1st of August was the next day; but it was within a couple of 
days of the meeting. 
1815. Way not the meeting of the committee for that purpose about the 30th of July? Yes, I suppose 
it would be. 
1816. Was Mr. Dignam afforded the opportunity when in the ranks of undergoing an examination for 
corporal? I do not know whether he was afforded it or not. 
1817. Had you not an opportunity of being made a corporal? I have been told several times lately that 
all those who wished to go up for examination could do so. 
1818. Are you aware of a Company order to that effect, inviting all parties who wished promotion to 
compete? At the present time there is one in excess. 
1819. Are you aware of an order on the subject issued and dated 30th May, 1872? I cannot tell whether 
it is eighteen months ago or not. It has not always been in existence. 
1820. Do you' know how Mr. Diguam was appointed a corporal at all? I know Captain Rossi appointed 
him, but I do not know how he appointed him. 
1821. Is that your letter and signature? Yes, that is my signature. (Document received in evidence and 
read by the Court. I/ide Exhibit P.) 

By the Court 
1822. With regard to this letter. You state here that you find that your conduct in common with 
other members of the committee failed to give satisfaction to the men. In what way did you fail to 
give satisfaction? We agreed in committee that a certain bond should be signed for blue trousers. That 
action did not meet with approval outside. The next day I got a little bit of abuse about it, and I sent in 
my resignation. 

R. Chambers was duly sworn. 
By the Uburt :- R. Chambers. 

1823. What is your name? Richard Chambers. 
1824. What business are you? A printer. 2 Jan., 1874. 
1825. You are not a member of the Company? No, I am not. 
1826. You were at one time? I was. 

The charges contained in the memorial were read over to the witness. 
Examination 
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R. Chambers. 

2 Jan., 1874. 

.Examination by Mr. Davies, throuqh the Court 
1827. How long had you been a member of the Corps when you were dismissed? About eighteen 
months, I think, or nearly that. I was in from the commencement. I was one of the first who joined the 
Corps. 
1828. Had any complaints been made against you up to the time of your dismissal? No. 
1829. Captain Rossi had not in any instance found fault with you at parade or otherwise? Not the 
slightest. 
18.30. At the meeting of the Corps out of which your dismissal arose, were you in uniform? No. 
1831. Had you received any notice to appear in uniform, by public advertisement or otherwise? No. 
1832. Was that the first public meeting of the kind which you had attended? No. 
1833. In connection with the Corps? Yes. 
1834. When Captain Rossi declined to hear you at that meeting because you were not in uniform, did you 
assume any uniform? Captain Rossi said that if I had any portion of the uniform I might take part. 
There was an undress cap lying on the table at the time. I said-" This is a part of the uniform, and I 
claim my right to be heard." 
1835. After you had put on some portion of the uniform were you then allowed to speak? I did speak. 
He took objection to it. 
1830. Did you go on speaking after you had assumed the uniform? I did. 
1837. What action did Captain Rossi take thereupon? He did not say anything, but from the time I got 
up to speak, and there was a great deal of discussion, he endeavoured to prevent me; not directly, but he 
put obstacles in the way of my speaking. 
1838. Can you remember anything which Captain Rossi said to you, touching this matter, on that 
occasion? .1 could not say anything in particular as to the words he used, because it is such a long time 
since. 
1839. When you got up to speak, in what way did Captain Rossi prevent you? By saying that I had no 
right to speak, not being in uniform, or words to that effect. 
1840. But after you had assumed the cap? He said that was not a uniform; but he had previously said 
if I had any portion of the uniform I might take part in the meeting. 
1841. At a previous meeting at which you had attended was Captain Rossi's manner offensive? He was 
not captain at the previous meeting I attended. It was shortly after the Company was formed. 
1842. What followed this meeting personal to yourself? A few days afterwards I heard that there was to 
be an investigation into the conduct of myself and others at this meeting ; and the next I heard of it 
was an order to appear at the Court House here before Captain Baynes, who had come up here to 
investigate the matter, at the instance of Captain Rossi. 
1843. Did Captain Baynes hold an inquiry? If it can be called an inquiry. He came up, asked a few 
questions, pooh-poohed the whole affair, and said we might retire. His manner was very violent at the 
time. 
1844. Whose? Captain Rossi's. Morris was dismissed. 
1845. How? From something  that transpired. Captain Rossi got into a very violent state of temper, 
and Captain Baynes had to quiet him. 
1846. You have said that the inquiry was held by Captain Baynes alone? Yes. 
1847. What followed that inquiry made by Captain Baynes? The next I heard of it was one night at 
drill at the railway station when I was called in front of the Company and dismissed. There were a 
great many spectators present. He said,-" I dismiss you from this Company for your conduct,"-or 
words to that effect. 
1848. Were his words of dismissal preceded by any statement of authority? No. 
1849. Did you ever hear in any way the result of Captain Baynes' inquiry? It was never communicated 
to me at all. 
1850. Was any one else dismissed at the same time? Mr. Morris. He was not at drill, but Captain 
Rossi said that he would take that opportunity of dismissing him also, although he was not at drill. 
1851. Had you formed any opinion up to that time of Captain Rossi's manner as a competent commander? 
I had been to drill several times when Captain Rossi was commanding the Volunteers here. It was my 
decided opinion that Captain Rossi was not fit to command, owing to his infirmity of temper. I have 
noticed it repeatedly. 
1852. Has that opinion been in any way erased subsequently? His conduct subsequently has confirmed 
all I then thought. 

.B, Captain Rossi, throuqh the Court :- 
1853. Were you and Morris dismissed in any way until after the military inquiry ordered by the Com-
mandant? Certainly not. 

Captain Rossi handed in to the Court documents marked Exhibits Q and R. 
The Court adjourned at five minutes after Five o'clock p.m., until half_past Seven o'clock p.m. 

The Court resumed its sittings at twentm,i-feve minutes before 8 o'clock, p.m. 
W. H. Riley, was duly sworn. 
Examnination b, the Court 

W. R. Riley 1854. Your name, if you please? William Russell Riley. 
1855. You are not and never were, I think, a member of the Volunteer Rifle Corps here? I am an 

2 Jan., 1874. honorary member. 
Examination ky .2J!Lr. Davies, tlirouqh the court :- 

1856. Did you decline to attend the proceedings of this Court at first? I did not propose to do it; I did 
not rightly decline. 
1857. What induced you to alter your purpose? Chiefly because at the Select Committee Captain Rossi 
expressed a wish to exathine me. I am here now that he may have an opportunity of doing so. 
1858. Were you ever on the committee of the G-oulburn Corps of Yolunteers? I was elected on the 
committee on the 31st of March last. 1859. 
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1859. Did you ever sit on that committee? The committee were not called together. W. R. Riley. 
1860. You never sat on it then? No. 
1861. Had you ever an opportunity of sitting on it? No. 2 Jan., 1874. 
1862. Do you know why no opportunity was afforded you of sitting on that committee 7 Yes. 
1863. Will you state it? Captain Rossi appealed to the Colonel to know whether the election of honorary 
members was legal. The Lieut.-Colonel said that it was not. We appealed to the Government to take 
the opinion of the Crow-n Law Officers in the matter; and the Solicitor General gave it as his opinion 
that be was inclined to think that we had no right. 
1864. Are you aware what subjects are dealt with by the committee? Financial matters only. 
1865. In going upon the committee, you did not anticipate that you would have anything to do with 
military matters? No. 
1866. You did not purpose to interfere in military matters? No. 
1867. Have you ever interfered in any shape or way with military matters in this Corps ? No. 
1868. Have you ever had any number of men in your employ connected with the Corps? Yes. 
1869. How many in all? From first to last, eight. 
1870. How many now? Four. 
1871. What has become of the other four? Two have been dismissed. 
1872. Chambers and who else? And Mr. Martyr. 
1873. And as to the others? One has left the district, and the other has resigned, but I believe his name 
is still on the roll. - 
1874. What is his name? McGeorge. 
1875. Are you aware why McGeorge resigned? I am not myself aware. I have heard the reason, but 
not from himself. 
1876. What connection are you of Mr. Teece, the Member for Goulburn? He is a cousin of Mrs. Riley. 
1877. Did you promote his election to the House ? I opposed it. 
1878. Did you attend the Parliamentary Committee and give evidence? Yes. 
1879. At whose expense did you go down? My own. - 
1880. Were your expenses paid by the Government afterwards? No, I did not ask for them. 
1881. Did you go down voluntarily, or were you requested to go down ? I was summoned. 
1882. By whom? I think by the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly. It was a printed summons, signed 
by some official. 
1883. When this Parliamentary Committee was sitting, was late Secretary Martyr in your employ? No. 
1884. Was Sergeant John Trenery ever in-your employ? No. - 
1885. Was Colour-sergeant Trenery ever in your employ? Yes. - 
1886. When? From the end of January to a week or two ago, perhaps a month ago. 
1887. Did you ever in any shape or form influence Chambers or Martyr to any of those acts which are said 
to be insubordinate? Decidedly not. 
1888. Did you ever refuse to admit into your paper letters and articles reflecting adversely upon Captain 
Bossi? Yes. 

1889. Did en-Secretary Martyr ever contribute to your paper any anonymous letter or document of any 
kind reflecting upon Captain Rossi? No. 
1890. Have you, in fact, any ill feeling towards Captain Rossi? I have not. 
1891. Can you of your own knowledge state whether this public newspaper attack-if we may call it so- 
this public newspaper notice of Captain Rossi's conduct-commenced with the Goulburn .Herald? It did not. 
1892. Of your own knowledge, are you aware in what paper this notice did begin? The first article I 
saw was in the Southern Argus. - 
1893. Have you any interest in the Southern Argus? No; my interests are rather antagonistic to those 
of the Goulburn Arqus. - - 
1894. Have you a direct interest in the Goulburn Herald and Chronicle? Yes. 
1805. Are you a proprietor? Yes. 
1896. Do you-the Goulburn Herald and Chronicle-and the Southern Argus-represent tolerably well the Goulburn public? Yes. 
1897. Was the notice in your paper of these disagreements, to your knowledge, the second notice that 
appeared? No. 
1898. Neither the first nor the second? No. - 
1899. Were you ever in any way mixed up with the disputes of this Corps, excepting as a public journalist? 
Excepting as a public journalist and as a supposed member of the committee in March and April. But 
there was some dispute arising over for all that. 
1900. What dispute arose in connection with that committee of which you were a member? A dispute 
connected with the transfer of the Band instruments from the possession of the Company into the hands of 
the police. - 
1901. Did you oppose their being retained by any officer of the Company? No. 
1902. Did you oppose their being handed over to the police? I did. 
1903. How long has en-Private Chambers been in your employ? Thirteen years. 
1904. Will you be kind enough to state to the Court your opinion of that gentleman? I have a very 
high opinion indeed of him. 
1905. When you interfered with the change of the custody of these Band instruments, did you believe that 
you were interfering improperly in a military matter? No. 
1906. Will you look at that paper? Yes. 
1907. Did you evei see it before? I got it this afternoon from Private Robertson, after his examination 
here. 
1908. Whose writing is that on the face of it? My clerk's writing. 
1909. What is the nature of the writing? It is a bill against the Volunteer Company for £1 17s. that 
has been owing to the for about two years. 
1910. Will you reverse the paper, and say if there is any writing on the back? Yes. 
1911. Whose handwritihg is it? There are memoranda on the back in the handwriting of Private 
Robertson. 

321-H 
1912. 
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W. R. Riley. 1912. With the exception of the writing on it by your clerk-which is simply an account out of the office- 
and the memoranda at the back of it, by Private Robertson, is there anything whatever to connect that 

2 ian., 1874. paper with you or your office? Nothing besides what is on the face of it. What is on the back does not 
connect it with my office. 
1913. Were you one of the requisitionists to the Mayor to convene a public meeting? Yes. 
1914. You were one of the requisitionists to the Mayor, and one of the parties who drew up the resolu-
tions at the public meeting? Yes. 
1915. Do you feel at liberty to name any of the parties who assisted you to draw up the resolutions? I 
would rather not, withoutconsulting them. 
1916. Was Mr. Davies one? I rather think he was. 
1917. Was Mr. Martyr one? I think not. 
1918. Do you feel at liberty to give an opinion as to the fitness of Captain Rossi to command the Goul-
burn Volunteers? I think he is not fit. With reference to the Band instruments, I should like to explain. 
There were three honorary members elected to that committee. Mr. J. W. Chisholm, who had subscribed 
£40 to purchase the instruments, Mr. Martyr, and myself. We were elected on that committee because 
the members thought that we should be free from military control, and be able to take a more independent 
position, and one less painful to ourselves than if we were in reality members of the Corps. Captain 
Rossi went to Sydney and he sent up instructions here that the instruments were to be taken possession 
of. Mr. Martyr, Mr. Chishoim, and myself thought that they ought not to be allowed to go into the 
hands of the police; but our wishes were disregarded, and they were taken possession of. I should like 
also to remark that Captain Rossi has dismissed Mr. Martyr from being an honorary member of the 
Company. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court 
1919. Have you been much affected by what you have read in the newspapers about Captain Rossi? No. 
1920. For what length of time has Captain Rossi's conduct as commanding officer been impugned in letters 
and paragraphs in the Goulburn journals? About fifteen months in the Goulburn Herald, and a little 
longer in the Argus and Yass Courier. 
1921. Has it not been over two years? I think not. 
1922. Has it not been over three years-has it not been nearly five years? It may have been by letters. 
The first leading article on the subject in the Goulburn Herald was published in September, 1872. 
1923. For what length of time past has Captain Rossi's conduct as commanding officer been impugned by 
letters and paragraphs in the Goulburn journals? I should like to amend my answer in the way the 
question is now put. I understood Captain Rossi to mean leading articles. I am not sure how long it is. 
1924. It may be about four years? I do not know. I can give no idea. 
1925. How long back is it since the oldest appeared in your journal? That I am not sure. I can tell 
you when the first leading article appeared. 
1926. Captain Rossi is speaking of the first time when his conduct was impugned in the papers? I am 
not sure. 
1927. Have you ever written anything yourself against Captain Rossi? Yes, leading articles. 
1928. Have you ever received any information from Mr. Martyr to enable you to write those articles? No. 
1929. You have never received any information from Mr. Martyr? Exactly. 
1930. From whom did you receive information by which to narrate matters which took place in com-
mittees? I decline to mention. it is possible I may have received minor pieces of information in conver-
sation with Mr. Martyr; but he has certainly never sat down with me and inspired any leading article. 
1931. You have had very frequent conversations 'with respect to Captain Rossi with Mr. Martyr, have you 
not, during the last four years? Since Mr. Martyr's dismissal. 
1932. Did you not say in your journal, which you acknowledge to have written yourself, that Captain 
Rossi had resisted all your admonitions, and that you now called upon him to resign? I do not recollect 
the words. The Goulburn .Arqus first advised Captain Rossi to resign, the Yass Courier next advised 
Captain Rossi to resign, and the Goulburn Herald was the third paper which advised him to resign. 
1933. Captain Rossi simply asks you if you wrote that? I do not remember the words. 
1934. Would you be able to remember them if you were shown them? Yes. I know the Goulburn Herald 
did advise Captain Rossi to resign. 
1935. Did you not use these words-" Captain Rossi has resisted all our admonitions. We now call upon 
him to resign "-about June, 1872? I do not believe that those words were used; but I say that the 
Goulburn Herald did advise Captain Rossi to resign, and that, I take it, is all that is material. 
1936. Did Captain Rossi accede to your invitation to resign? No. 
1937. Not long after that you joined in the public meeting against Captain Rossi? I did not join in it 
at all. 
1938. Did you not join in it by accepting what you represent as the commission of the 600? That was 
not joining in the meeting. 
1939. Are you not hard to satisfy in your ideas of military matters? No. 
1940. Are you not dissatisfied with the Commander-in-Chief? Yes. 
1941. Are you not dissatisfied with the Commandant? Is not the Commandant the Commander-in-Chief?- 
When you said Commander-in-Chief I understood you to refer to Colonel Richardson. 
1942. Now, Captain Rossi asks you are you not dissatisfied with the conduct of the Commander-in-Chief? 
I decline to discuss the conduct of the Commander-in-Chief in this Court. 
1943. Have you not during the last week-have you not said that you are dissatisfied with what His 
Excellency has done? With all due respect to this Court, I do not think that this Court is the proper 
place to discuss the conduct of the Commander-in-Chief. 
1944. Captain Rossi asks you if you did not during this last week write condemnatory of the Commander- 
in-Chief? I decline to answer. 
1945. Did you not within the last week-have you not continually written against the Commandant? 
Not continually. 
1946. Frequently? Occasionally. 
1947. Have you not objected to the construction of the first Military Court of Inquiry that came here? 
Yes. 1948. 
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1948. Have you not objected to the second Military Court which came here? Yes; and do so now. W. B. Riley. 
1949. And have you not objected to everything which Captain Rossi has done? No. 
1950. For what is Captain IRossi allowed credit by you? I should like a more definite question. 2an., 1874. 
1951. What do you give Captain Rossi credit for having done right? I should like a more definite 
question. I can, however, answer it as far as I can understand it. I give Captain Rossi credit for desiring 
to make his Company efficient, for taking a great deal of trouble and working very hard, in his own way, 
to do so. 
1952. Has not Captain Rossi at all times been courteous and polite to you? Yes. 
1953. You say you appear here, having understood that Captain Rossi wished to examine you ;-then why 
was there any hesitation the other day on your part in coming here? Because I so strongly object to 
a Military Court sitting after a Parliamentary inquiry. 
1954. Who proposed you as a member of the committee? I proposed the whole committee, and my prO-
position was agreed to unanimously. 
1955. And who seconded the motion? I do not know. 
1956. Did Mr. Martyr? I do not know. 
1957. Are you sure that Mr. Martyr .did not? I cannot be sure. 
1958. Did you go with Mr. Martyr to the meeting? We were both there; but whether we went 
together or left together I do not know. 
1959. Before a committee meeting was called, had you not been advised that you had no legal right to be 
there? No; but I must be allowed to give some explanation, in order that my answer may not convey a 
wrong.impression. When I got up to speak Captain Rossi objected to my speaking. I claimed the right 
as an honorary member to do so. Captain Rossi said that I was not an honorary member because I had 
not paid my subscription for the then current year. I showed him a receipt proving that I had paid the 
then current subscription, and he no further objected. 
1960. How.long before that evening had you paid it? I paid it that very day, because I believed Captain 
Rossi would take that objection which he did take, and which I regarded as purely technical and vexatious. 
1961. Are you aware that Captain Rossi had been made acquainted with that fact before you spoke? No. 
1962. Then how could he know that you were an honorary member? I am not saying that he did know. 
1963. Before the committee was summoned were you not advised by the Solicitor or Attorney General 
that you had no legal ability to act, as Captain Rossi had also told you, on that very night? There are two 
matters mixed up in that question. 
1964. Did not Captain Rossi on that night tell you that there were great doubts as to whether it was legal 
for you to be elected a member of the committee? He told me that the question might arise as to whether 
I had a right to sit there or not; but he at that time had no objection. 
1965. Did not Captain Rossi tell you that he had doubts as to whether you could legally act on that com-
mittee? He did not use those words. The words he used were more nearly those that I have mentioned 
than the words that he .has mentioned. 
1966. Have you not said that you were so advised? I never admitted advice; I admitted an objection. 
1967. Captain Rossi understood that you said you were of the opinion of the Solicitor General? That 
was upwards of a month after this meeting, and after the dispute about the Band instruments. 
1968. You admitted that you were so advised afterwards? Yes. 
1969. Did you not at any time furnish Mr. Teece with information as to these Volunteer matters? I do 
not think so. 
1970. Are you sure you did not? No. 
1971. You were not surprised when you got that summons to attend the Select Committee? No; being 
one of the memorialists, I was not surprised. 
1972. Do you remember when Mr. Martyr was dismissed? No. 
1973. Do you remember about the time-the 3rd of September, 1872? I think about the time Captain 
Rossi mentions. 
1974. How soon after that was it first thought to have a Select Committee? I do not know when it was 
thought of to have a Select Committee. 
1975. Now Captain Rossi asks you, was it not in contemplation to have a Select Committee to inquire 
into Mr. Martyr's dismissal? Not that I heard of. I do not know what Honorable Members of Parlia-
ment contemplate. 
1976. That is prior to the public meeting itself? Yes. I never heard of it. 
1977. Is it a rule in your office that no one in your employment is allowed to write an anonymous letter? 
It is my rule. 
1978. Would that have been the cause why Mr. Martyr did not write during the time you say he -was 
employed by you? (Question. disallowed.) 
1979. Will you say that Mr. Martyr never wrote an anonymous letter in -your journal when he was in 
your employment- did you ever receive or insert any anonymous letter or, paragraph concerning Captain 
Rossi, when Mr. Martyr was not employed by you? I did not;  and I wish further to explain, that finding 
letters reflecting upon Captain Rossi were getting numerous, I put a notice in the paper saying, that unless 
those letters were written by members of his Company, they must have the writers' names attached to 
them. During all the time since Mr. Martyr was dismissed that rule would apply to him, as he was not a 
Volunteer. Under that rule he could not write without signing his name; that is, he could not write, 
reflecting on Captain IRossi's management of his Company, without inserting his name. 
1980. Then the eastigations of Captain Rossi you reserved for your own hand? (Question disallowed.) 
1981. Will you say that no one ever wrote in your journal against Captain Rossi, excepting yourself? 
(Question disallowed.) 
1982. Why should you, having no locus standi, interfere with an order which the captain had given to the 
quartermastersergeant to collect the instruments, and let him have them? That question partakes of a 
duplex character. It involves the question of our locus standi, and it involves the question of the removal 
of the Band instruments. I will answer the question as to the removal of the Band instruments first. 
We did not object to their being in the possession of the quartermaster-sergeant, but desired that they 
should remain there. We objected to their being removed from the hands of a member of the Company 
and being given over to a non-member. With regard to the locus standi we had not been informed that 
we had no right, and I should like to place on record my opinions on that point. We had not received 
the opinion either of the Lieutenant-Colonel Commanding, or the opinion of the Solicitor General. 

- Whether 
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W. R. Riley. Whether these reasons be right or wrong they were the reasons which we believed at the time to be right, 
and I should like them placed in evidence if you will allow me to state them. They are these:-"  We, 

2 Jan., 1874. as honorary members, claim the right to sit on committee, first, because honorary members subscribe to 
the funds, and the working of the committee is purely financial; second, because regulation 3, in the 
pamphlet of 1868"—I have not got a copy of the more recent pamphlet—" recognizes honorary members 
as Volunteers; third, because regulation 47 says they are not allowed to interfere with the military duties 
of the Corps, thereby implying that they may interfere with financial or civil matters." I still believe 
that honorary members have this right, although I do not intend further to contest this matter. The 
word "we" applies to Mr. John Chishoim, Mr. Martyr, and myself. 
1983. Assuming that you had the locus stanch, what right had you to interfere with an order which Captain 
Rossi had given to the quarterm aster- sergeant ? I refer you to my answer given to the previous question. 
1984. What right had you and your friends, if you had been next in command to Captain Rossi, to 
interfere with an order which he gave to the quartermaster-sergeant? I think my former answer answers 
this. 
1985. Would the whole committee, collectively, have the power to interfere with an order Captain Rossi 
had given to the quartermaster-sergeant—the whole of a legally constituted committee? I still think 
my former answer answers that. I think I have explained very clearly that our objection was not to the 
Band instruments remaining with the quartermaster-sergeant, but quite the contrary ; it was as to their 
going out of the Company altogether. 
1986. Do you consider the Corps in a more efficient state at the end of 1873 than it was at the end of 
1869? Not being a military man I would rather not give an opinion. My opinion would probably be 
worthless. 
1987. Do you know what makes high efficiency or low efficiency? Not being a military man I prefer not 
to answer these purely military questions. My view of what is high efficiency and what is low efficiency 
might materially differ from Captain IRossi's. 
1988. Are you aware of any very active effort being made to relieve Captain Rossi of the command in 1869? 
I never heard of it before. 
1989. Are you aware that a deputation waited upon the Commandant to that effect in 1869? No. 
1990. Did you not admit, in reply to a question put to you by Mr. Walsh, a solicitor of Sydney, that the 
Volunteer movement in G-oulburn would have died out but for Captain Rossi's devotion to it? No. 
1991. Were you with anybody else at the time who did admit that? I am not quite sure; I have no 
recollection of ever having heard a person say that much of Captain Rossi. 

Examination by the Court :- 
1992. Did you consider that interfering with the Band instruments was not a military matter? Yes; 
these Band in were bought to a great extent by public subscription, and a great many members 
of the Band were not members of the Company at all. The committee assumed to engage the band-
master and to remove him. 
1993. And how did you interfere? Simply by protesting against their removal from the hands of the 
quartermastersergeant to the hands of the police. 
1994. Did the instruments actually pass out of the custody of the captain of the Company? Yes. 
1995. Were they not placed in somebody else's hands for safe keeping, the captain still being responsible 
for them? They were taken charge of by the senior-sergeant of police; and I suppose that as the captain 
handed them to him he could take them back. 
1996. Was the captain still responsible for those instruments? I do not know. I ceased to be a member 
of the committee almost immediately afterwards in consequence of Colonel Richardson having said that 
our appointment was illegal. 
1997. Did you not consider that Captain Rossi was still liable for them? Well, we had a reason for pro-
testing against this, which I would rather not mention, as it would reflect more strongly on Captain Rossi 
than perhaps anything which has been said if I did mention it. 

Captain 1?ossi: I shall not shrink from it. 
1998. Will you mention it? It appeared to Mr. Chisholm, Mr. Martyr, and myself that Captain Rossi 
was desirous of getting these instruments out of the hands of any member of the Company, so that if the 
bandmaster brought an action against him, and recovered damages, he would direct the bailiff to levy on 
them, and sell them. 
1999. What grounds had you for believing that? Simply the extraordinary step he was taking at that 
time to remove them from the hands of a member of the Company into the hands of a person who was 
not a member of the Company, and from his wish to get an indemnity. 
2000. Was there any debt upon those instruments at the time of their removal into the custody of the 
police? Not that I know of. 
2001. Were they absolutely handed over to the custody of the police? Yes. 
2002. They were not placed in the custody of the police sergeant as a mere matter of convenience? I do 
not know what passed between the captain and the police. They were in the hands of Quartermaster-
sergeant Sproule, who was prepared to take care of them. 
2003. You give Captain Rossi credit for working hard to make his Company efficient ;—do you consider 
that his efforts have been attended with success? I do not. 
2004. What is your opinion, as a civilian, of the condition of the Company at present, as compared with 
its state when Captain Rossi took command of it? There is a great deal of dissatisfaction amongst the 
men. 
2005. What do you think the effect upon the Company would be if Captain Bossi were retained in 
command? I think it would be prejudicial. 
2006. Is there a desire, or otherwise, on the part of the people here to join the Company? There is 
cerjainly not a desire on the part of the more respectable members of the community to join. 
2007. Is there any difficulty now in obtaining recruits? I do not think there is. 
2008. Do you consider that the recruits who have recently joined are eligible, or otherwise? I do not 
know who they are personally, but I am told that many of them are very young. 
2009. Do you consider that it is objectionable to take young men as recruits? I should think that a man 
who had served several years in the ranks would be a better soldier than the man who had only just 
joined—that a veteran was bettor than a boy. 2010. 
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2010. Do you think that the principal feeling engendered against Captain Rossi is in consequence of the W. B. Riley. 
mode in which he addresses them when off duty-that is, his mode of addressing his men? No, I think not. c-- 
2011. You think that it is more from his conduct towards them when they are on duty? I think that it is 2 Jan., 1874. 
from a variety of causes; but I think that, more than anything else, it arises from his general unfitness to 
command than from one or two overt acts. 
2012. What do you consider his unfitness consists in? Want of temper, want of tact, want of judgment- 
his inability to deal with a body of men. 
2013. How is his want of temper exhibited? You have had that detailed to a great extent in evidence 
to-day. 
2014. In your evidence? No. 
2015. The Court would like to have your own evidence upon the point? I see very little of Captain Rossi 
when he is in front of his Company. 
2016. You judge of that circumstance from what has occurred rather than from what you have observed? 
Yes; I have seen scarcely anything myself of his demeanour to any of the Volunteers. 
2017. Were you a member of the Rifle Association that was formed here? Yes. 
2018. Was it desired that that Association should act in any way independently of the ca.ptain? I do not 
quite understand the question. 
2019. When a match was arranged with Richmond, it has been given in evidence that Captain Rossi's 
permission for the use of the targets was not asked, and that he issued an order forbidding the use of the 
range ;-did the Association consider that they ought to have the right to use the range without consulting 
Captain Rossi? I was not on the committee, but from what I have heard from those who were on the 
committee, I think they regarded Captain IRossi's forbidding the use of the targets as rather harsh, and if 
they had been apprised that such permission was necessary I believe they would have asked. 
2020. Would it have been contrary to the rules or the intention of the Association to have asked Captain 
Rossi, in the first instance, for the use of the targets? The rules were silent on the subject. 
2021. Do you know what course is adopted in Sydney-in the Rifle Association? No. 0 
2022. Or in any other similar Association? No. 
2023. What was the result on that occasion of forbidding the use of the targets as regarded the proposed 
match? The match did notcome off. 

Examination by Mr. Davies, through the Court :- 
2024. As to the Mr. Walsh, whose name has been interpolated, do you know Mr. F. Walsh in Sydney? Yes. 
2025. To which Mr. Walsh did you understand Captain Rossi to refer? To Mr. Walsh, the solicitor. 
2026. Who is he? A solicitor. 
2027. Is he Mr. F. Walsh? No. 
2028. Who is Mr. F. Walsh? The son of Mr. Walsh, the solicitor. 
2029. Is it your opinion that the Volunteer Act of 1867, together with the Regulations appended, cover 
the whole of a Commanding officer's duty and responsibility? I am hardly in a position to answer. 
2030. Is there any word in the Act or Regulations, to your knowledge, referring to a Band or to Band 
instruments? I do not know that there is. 
2031. If it were a fact that there were any such word in the Act or Regulations, would it be your opinion 
that the committee and not the captain should have the charge of those Band instruments? Yes. 
2032. Is it your opinion that any system of command that would lead to the older members of the Force 
going out and very young members coming in, would be advantageous to the Company? No. 

Sergeant J. J. Trenery was duly sworn 

Examination by the Court 
2033. What is your name V John Joseph Trenery. 

Ser t J. J. 2034. You are a sergeant in the Volunteer Rifles? I am. 
2335. You have heard the charges read over? No. 

The charges contained in the first 'memorial were read to the witness. 2 Jan., 1874. 

.A&. Davies suggested that the evidence given by the witness before the Select Committee of the Legis 
lative Assembly on. the 12th of March, 1873, and on the 2nd.April, 1873, should be received. 

2036. You gave evidence before the Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly? I did. 
2037. Are you willing that that evidence should now be considered as evidence, before this Court? Yes. 
2038. Is that evidence true? Yes. 

Captain. Rossi stated that he did not object to the reception of the evidence; and it was read over to 
the witness, and admitted by him as follows 

2039. What is your name? John Joseph Trenery. 
2040. You are a member of the G-oulburn Volunteer Corps? I am. 
2041. How long have you been a member of it? Since its formation', in 1869. 
2042. What position do you occupy? Sergeant and honorary secretary. 
2043. How long have you occupied those positions? I have been sergeant from some time in June, 1872. 
I don't know the exact date; and hon. secretary for some three or four months. 
2044. Were you promoted to the position of sergeant? Yes. 
2045. By Captain Rossi? Yes. 
2046. From what grade? Corporal. 
2047. Have you had any disagreement yourself with the Company? Yes, in respect to the promotion. 
First disagreement with respect to promotions was out of Haley's promotion. 
2048. How came you to object to that? That he was placed over other men's heads, and we did not 
consider that he was entitled to the place he was placed in. I can.give you proof of that. 
2049. State the circumstances? I was told to give notice to the corporals that those who wished to 
compete for the sergeantcy would have an opportunity of doing so, and would be required to send in a 
notice in writing to that effect. I gave notice to Fuller, Blackshaw, Clarke, and Haley, and they refused to 

compete, 



228 

62 

ItJ. J. compete, all except Haley and myself. Haley went up for examination. I saw him about 4 o'clock in ery. the afternoon, and he told me he was then going up for examination. I then saw him at Band practice at 
8 o'clock, but did not speak; but I saw him after the practice, and asked him how he got on, and he said, 

2 Jan., 1874. "All right." A few days afterwards I went up to pass an examination, and passed a very satisfactory one, 
but Haley was subsequently appointed. 
2050. Did he pass a better examination? Well, I saw it, and some of the answers were better; but 
before he went up it was supposed he would get it, as he was a pet of the captain's. 
2051. Why did you think him a pet of th&captain's? Because the captain was very familiar with him, 
and was very intimate with his family. He was more familar with Haley than with any one else. 
2052. Then it was an unfair examination? I think there was room for doubt as to the examination, from 
the way it was carried out. The captain examined by himself, and we were called up separately. 
2053. What reason have you for supposing that he favoured Haley? From his intimacy with Haley's 
family. 
2054. Did Haley attend drill as regularly as you did? Not by any means. 
2055. And the captain drilled you and instructed you, I suppose? No, that is, only in ordinary drill. 
On the parade ground the captain was in the habit of instructing us. 
2056. That is the only place of drill, is it not? On one occasion I saw him drilling Haley in the Bank in 
Bank hours-some time in April. 
2057. How many candidates were there for this position? Haley and myself. 
2058. Did the captain drill you? Not in any establishment, or privately either. 
2059. Do you know anything of any other disagreements that. have occurred? I may mention that the 
other corporals did not compete because they thought it would be a gift to Haley, from his intimacy with 
the captain. 
2060. Do I understand you to say he was drilling Haley to enable him to pass this examination? I cannot 
see any other object of his doing so. 
2061. You are not aware whether he drilled any other corporals? No; they refused to compete-they 
thought it was an injustice. This examination was initiated for Haley's first promotion. Examinations 
were never gone into previously, and we were rather surprised to hear it when the captain told us he had 
promoted Haley because he had passed a very creditable examination. Some of them did not consider it 
desirable. There was one person who had been elected a long time a member of the Company, and a very 
good member too, who was considered to have more right to it. 
2062. Who was that? Corporal Fuller. The examination put Corporal Fuller, an old member of the 
Corps, on an equality with this man, who had only been there a few weeks; and the captain examining 
him himself and calling the candidates up separately, we had every reason to complain of it. 
2063. Are you in the Company now? Yes, I am. 
2064. How is it progressing? Well, it is not progressing at all. I think it is in rather an unhealthy 
state. There is one continual growl to be heard. 
2065. Is there any other evidence you wish to give? There is a matter about Fuller's assault case. 
2066. What about that? I was present when the assault was made. 
2067. In the ranks? It was not in the ranks; it was after drill. There were some extra drills, and Fuller 
was present on the Monday and Tuesday, but not on the Wednesday, and Captain Rossi at the next drill 
called him to account for being absent, and he said he could not attend drill because he had to attend to his 
business. Captain Rossi said-" You must put aside business for military matters; all business must give 
way." Then Fuller said-" If that is the case I must resign." The captain then, in an excited manner, 
put his hand on Fuller's left breast and shoved him, and used the words, "Do you dare to tell me you will 
resign ?" I think he said that twice. 
2068. How many corporals were there in the Company? Five. 
2069. When the Company was first formed, how were the officers appointed? They were chosen by the 
Company, I think. 
2070. That was done in your case? No, not in the first instance. 
2071. Did you elect your own captain? Yes; we submitted his name. 
2072. What other officers? Lieutenant, ensign, colour-sergeant, quartermaster-sergeant, four sergeants, 
five corporals, and then the privates, we chose all these. 
2073. If an ensign leaves, who takes his position? We have generally arranged to have a general 
meeting, and the candidates are proposed, and perhaps balloted for, and his name is submitted afterwards 
for the approval of the Governor. 
2074. The candidate may rise from any position? From any position; a private can be made an ensign. 
2075. I am speaking of your Corps? Yes; the last promotion of ensign was made from a corporal. 
2076. There are four corporals? Five ;-there are Clarke, Fuller, Haley, Blackshaw, and myself. 
2077. And you wrote to these four, besides yourself, that they were to undergo an examination? Yes, I 
did. 
2078. What was the nature of it? It was just drill put into a theoretical way. 
2079. Were there questions to be answered? Yes; they were given by the captain verbally, and taken 
down in writing. It was done in Captain Rossi's office, he being present, and we were all examined 
separately. 
2080. How do you know the examination Haley passed? The captain showed it to me. He thought I 
was not pleased, I suppose, and he explained matters, and commenced to compare Haley's answers, and 
we did not agree about that, and the matter dropped. 
2081. How long has this examination been carried on in your Corps? Since some time in the beginning 
of last year. Haley's case was the first. 
2082. And has the captain always acted in that way for all .promotion since? Yes, sir. 
2083. Was there any objection before this to the mode of promotion? No, sir. 
2084. Since the captain has examined them in that way, has there been any objection? Yes; the 
Company with one voice have objected to it, so much so that they have not a corporal in the Company at 
the present time. 
2085. Do you know what is the custom in other places? Yes; at Bathurst and Maitland they elect their 
own non-commissioned officers. I know they do in those places, and I believe in others too. 
2086. That means all up to the captain? Up to the ensign-up to the colour-sergeant, who is supposed 
to be at the head of the non-commissioned officers. 2087. 
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2087. You say that the captain gave Fuller a push. Did Fuller do anything in return? No. The captain Sergt. J. J. 
ptished him with the left hand on his left shoulder, and it appeared to me the push was sufficiently strong Trenery. 
to remove him from where he was standing. 
2088. Might he not have done this because he valued Fuller's services? It might have been so, but it was 2 Jan., 1874. 
a strange way of showing it. 
2089. Your impression was that it was not so? My impression was that the captain was excited, and 
that it was a mode he took of r.eprimanding Fuller, as it were. 
2090. You thought it was intended as a reprimand? Yes, I did. 
2091. Is there any other statement you would like to make? No, I don't think there is anything else. 
2092. What is your name? John Joseph Trenery. 
2093. You are secretary to the 0-oulburn Volunteer Corps? Yes. 
2094. You have been summoned to produce the books and the muster-roll of the Company? Yes. 
2095. Do you produce them? No; I have them not in my possession. Captain Bossi has them. I 
applied to him for them, and he refused to give them to me. 
2096. When did you apply for them? On Sunday. He did not return until the Saturday night. 
2097. What did he say? He said that the books all belonged to him, as captain of the Company; that 
they were his private property, and that he would not give them to me. I explained to him that I had 
been summoned by the committee to produce these books. 
2098. Are the books usually in your custody? No;  they have been in the captain's possession. They 
were in my possession for about four or five weeks; I was waiting for some oaths of allegiance to fill the 
book in. 
2099. To make it perfect? To make it perfect. 
2100. What oaths of allegiance do you refer to? Oaths of allegiance that one is supposed to signwhen 
he becomes a member of the Company; and foreigners coming into the Country are supposed to signthem. 
Until persons sign the roll-book they are not Volunteers. 
2101. As secretary, were you not the proper custodian of these books? As secretary, properly speaking, 
I should be; but the captain keeps the books in his possession, like all other documents. 
2102. How long have you been secretary? Three or four months. 
2103. And out of that time how long have you had possession of the books? Of the roll-book, four or 
five weeks, for I had not the material to fill it up. Captain IRossi referred me to the quartermaster. I 
got the oaths of allegiance in dribs and drabs. I got the last on the Wednesday that Captain Rend started 
to give evidence. I have his memo., and my reply to it. 
2104. What material had to be furnished to fill up this book? The oaths of allegiance. The book had 
been left unfilled up, and Captain Bossi wanted to get it settled. He was asked to produce it, so he told 
me, before this Court, and he wanted to get some material so as to put the book in proper order. 
2105. When did you receive it? I had it in my possession about a month. The last time was about,-2 
o'clock on the Wednesday, and he was starting that night to come down here. 
2106. Did he forward the book to you? Yes, he sent it; no, he brought it over himself, about 2 o'clock 
in the day, and he asked me to fill it up at once. He showed me his summons to attend, in which it was 
stated that he was to produce it. Business came in the way. There was no chance of doing it in the 
time, and I sent it back to him with a note. He sent it back with a note at 6 o'clock, but I did not get it 
until 10 o'clock at night. His memo, and my reply are here. 
2107. You think that the book had been neglected? It had. 
2108. For how long? From June, 1870, and previous to that. There are some forty or fifty names 
entered while Captain Rossi was in command, and they do not bear the signatures of the persons enrolled. 
2109. The Volunteers have not signed the roll? They have not signed the roll; but according to the Act 
they are expected to do it. 
2110. What about the muster-roll? That is the roll-book. 
2111. Is there not some book which records the attendances of members at drill? There is a drill-book, 
2112. Who keeps that? The orderly-sergeants, whoever they may be. They are told off for that duty 
from time to time. 
2113. Is ihere such a book in existence in connection with this Company? Yes. 
2114. Does it not come under your control or possession as secretary? Under the control of the orderly 
sergeant. 
2115. Do you make up returns of attendance at drill? It is the orderly-sergeant's duty to hand a copy 
to the quartermaster-sergeant, and a duplicate to the captain. It is done once a month. 
2116. Has that duty been performed? I think so. 
2117. If a man's name has not been properly entered in this roll-book at the time of joining'the Corps, he 
would not legally be a Volunteer? No. 
2118. Are there any members of the Company, at the present time, who are in that position,-who have 
gone through the drills, but who have not signed this roll-book? I cannot say. 
2119. When you last had the roll-book, there was a number of names not signed? Yes. 
2120. Names of members who were attending the drills? Yes; perhaps forty. 
2121. Forty? Forty who had not signed? 
2122. Yes? I should say about twenty or thirty. Of course it is the fault of the captain. 
2123. These twenty or thirty have no legal standing as Volunteers now at all? Perhaps not, according to 
the meaning of the Act. 
2124. By not having signed their names they are not amenable to the law? I understand that to be the case. 
2125. That is, they do not come under a contract to obey the orders and rules of the Company? I should 
think not, from what I know of the weaning of the Act. That is the construction I would put upon 
it. I may state that when the Company was first formed, the first 100 names were entered by Mr. 
Alexander, and each of those names bore the signature of the persons who joined. He resigned; and 
Mr. Windeyer was in command two or three weeks after Mr. Alexander's resignation. Mr. Windeyer 
ifiled in ten or twelve names, each of which bears the signature of the person who joined. Some time after 
that, Captain Bossi took office; and during his term of office, the book has been kept anyhow and by any 
person, I believe, and it has not been filled in since June, 1870. 
2126. Not since June, 1870: Do you mean to say that there have been none who joined the Company who 
signed the book? Even before that. June, 1870, is the date of the last entry. There are entries before 
that which do not bear the signatures of those who joined. 2127. 
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Scrgt. J. J. 2127. None of the Volunteers who joined since 1870 have signed? No. 
frenesy. 2128. Did Captain Bossi request you to make the book up? Yes. 
E-'- 2129. Did he mean that you should go round and collect the signatures? He asked me to get information 
2 Jan., 1874. from the quartermaster-sergeant. I could get no information from him, and I knew that before I sent to 

him. 
2130. He asked for information? Yes. 
2131. So as to make the book perfect? Yes. 
2132. And the book has not been filled up since June, 1870? With the exception of seven names, as I 
have stated in my memo. 
2133. Those seven names were the names of persons who had signed the book? I am not quite sure 
those names were originally entered. I believe I filled them in by mistake. 
2134. You do not produce any books of the Company at all to-day? No; Captain Bossi has refused to 
give them to me. He says that they belong to him, as captain of the Company. 
2135. You have been asked to make up this book? The captain has applied to me to do it, but I believe 
it is the captain's duty. When other persons were in charge of the Company they have always done it. 
2130. When Mr. Alexander and Mr. Windeyer were in command they looked to that? Yes. 
2137. Since Captain IRossi has been in command he has not done it? He has not done it. 
2138. And you as secretary have not had it in your power to do it.? No, I have not. 
2139. You have been elected secretary three months? Yes. 
2140. It would be impossible for you to do it? It would be impossible, even supposing it were my duty. 
Some of the oaths of allegiance for 1871 were given to me but I said I could not fill them in, because 
there were some of 1870 not filled in. He said-" That comes of trusting to others ; I never saw the 
book." I said-" But there are two names filled in by you yourself, and they do not bear signatures; it is 
evident that you had the book in your possession." 
2141. You say that Captain Bossi wished to present this book to us? He told me so. 
2142. That he intended to present this book to us? Yes. If you will read these memos. and my reply, 
you will see how the matter stands. (Yide Appendix F.) 
2143. You have not filled up the roll-book, as requested? No, I have not. 
2144. Did you go to the Deanery to get it? There was a book sent by the Dean-some District Court 
records-by mistake. 
2145. Did you not go, as requested, for the roll-book? No; it states that he would send it. 
2146. He sent another book to somebody else in mistake? Yes. 
2147. Previous to this letter you had the roll-book in your possession? Yes. 
2148. When did you return it? On the 19th. 
2149. It had been forwarded to you then to be filled up? Yes, it had. I returned it on two or three 
occasions. There were four or five hours hard work to be done; but Captain Bossi wanted all the work 
done at once. 
2150. Although you are the secretary of the Company, you cannot appear here with a single book? I 
applied for them. I have no doubt that Captain IRossi would not object to the book being presented, if it 
were in a proper state. 
2151. The roll-book is the basis of the records of the whole Company? Yes. 
2152. Without that, these men cannot prove that they are entitled to their land orders, or to anything 
else-if their name is not in the roll-book? No, I think not. 

F. 
Memo.-Hon. Secretary, G. V. Rifles,- 

Be kind enough, as soon as you can conveniently, to make the required entries in roll-book. I would have done 
so myself, but it is beyond my power to get it ready in time with the other work I have to complete before I start to-night. 

F. H. L. ROSSI, 

1913/73. Captain. 

Captain Rossi, G. C. V. R.,- 
(Reply.) 9 

Goulburn, 19 March, 1873. 

Sir, 
I had to attend a mining meeting at 6 o'clock p.m. On my return, at half.past 10 o'clock, I received the roll-book. 

I immediately set to work and did a something towards filling it up. 
I now send it per Escort, fearing lest it might be too late for you. If the papers which I have repeatedly asked for had 

been given me in time, the book would have been finished. 
I am, 
J. J. TRENERY, 

Hon. Sec., G. C. V. Rifles. 

Memo-Hon. Secretary, G. V. Rifles,- 168, Alberto-terrace, 
24 March, 1872. 

It appears essential that I should have the roll-book, fully entered up, with the names of Company which you have; 
also, the enumeration of the resignations written opposite to such persons who had left the Corps. Those who had resigned 
you can ascertain from Q.-M. Sergeant Sproule, during 1872. 

Be careful, if you please, not to insert the same name tsvice in book. I had only time to look at book before I left, but 
found that, unknown to yourself, you had commenced the entry of suds names as were already in book. This can be avoided 
by looking up the names of those entered, and comparing them with the names you have by you. Pray oblige by having this 
carefully done as soon as you can, for the book is much required by me. 

I shall write and ask the Dean of Goulburn to be good enough to give you the book which I left at the Deanery. 

F. H. L. ROSSI, 
Captain. 

Enclosed please give colour-sergeant. It is a request to let me have the fine-book filled up. 

2153. 
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2153. Are there any alterations you wish to make in this evidence? No. 

Examination by Mr. Davies, through the Court 
2154. Will you briefly describe the examination you underwent for your promotion as sergeant? The 
notices were dealt out to me to give to others. Hayley went up for examination first, and I went up 
afterwards. We were separately examined. I can hardly describe to you the nature of the examination. 
It was in Company drill. 
2155. By whom were you examined? By Captain Rossi. 
2156. Out of a book? He had a list of questions. 
2157. Were the questions written or printed questions out of a book that Captain Rossi asked you? I 
do not know. He asked me the questions verbally; and I presume they were taken from a book, that is, 
from the ordinary drill-book for 1870. 
2158. Had Captain Rossi a drill-book in his hand at the time? Not that I am aware of. 
2159. Do you know whether the questions asked you were the same as those asked of Hayley? I believe 
they were. 
2160. When Captain Rossi read over to you some questions, and showed you Hayley's answers, did you 
recognize any of them as the questions that you were asked? Yes. 
2161. Have you any evidence in aupport of the statement you made before the Select Committee, as to 
the private drilling of Hayley? Yes, I have. 
2162. Do you produce it? Yes. (Witness produced letters from Diamond and Eqqo, and they were read by 
the Court.) 
2163. Do you know if that letter is in Diamond's handwriting? It is. 
2164. Is that Eggo's handwriting? It is. 

Captain Rossi stated that he did not object to the reception of the letters in evidence. 
The Court postponed their decision on the point as to whether the documents should be admitted 
in evidence. 

2165. Do you know the time which elapsed between Hayley's promotion to the ranks of corporal and 
sergeant? I think between three or four months. 
2166. And the time which elapsed between your promotion from corporal to sergeant? I think mine was 
a little more. 
2167. Can you not name the time? No, I cannot name the time exactly. I think mine was about four 
months-three or four months. 
2168. Up to the time of Hayley's promotion to the rank of sergeant, had you ever known any one promoted 
so rapidly? There is not a case on record since the formation of the Company. 
2169. Are you aware whether Lieutenant Chisholm has resigned his commission? Captain Rossi told me 
that be has his resignation in his hands ; but it is to be used at his discretion. 
2170. How did you, as secretary, make out the accounts, not having the books? I had the account books, 
but not the muster-roll-book that I was required to produce. 
2171. Are the account books in your possession? They are. 
2172. Have all the Volunteers whose names are entered there paid up their subscriptions? No. 
2173. Have any considerable number of them left the district? Yes, I think so. 
2174. Are those who have left the district indebted to the Company? Some of them are. 
2175. Could you state in round numbers how much subscription in the account book is in arrear? It 
would not be possible for me to state that, because members bring in receipts for moneys which they have 
paid as far back as 1871, when the accounts are sent to them. 
2176. And of which there are no entries? Of which there are no entries. 
2177. Had you anything to do with making out the quarterly returns during the past year? No. 
2178. For what purpose should the roll-book be in your hands? To fill it in. It had been neglected. 
2179. But as the ordinary custodian of the roll-book, what was your duty with respect to it? I was not 
the custodian. 
2180. Have you charge of the drill-book? When I have been appointed orderly-sergeant. 
2181. Of your own knowledge, are you aware that a good many names on the roll-book are kept on the 
strength of the Company after the men themselves have left the district? I am. 
2182. How many-about how many? Perhaps twenty or thirty. 
2183. From what materials were you to make up the roll-book when ordered by Captain Rossi? From 
the oaths of allegiance. 
2184. From the oaths of allegiance alone? Yes. 
2185. What particulars had you to put in the roll-book of each Volunteer? His name, profession, height, 
age,-I think that is all. 
2186. Do you believe that the roll-book of the G-oulburn Volunteers can ever be accurately made up? I 
believe it cannot. 
2187. How long have you been in the Company? Since its formation-five years. 
2188. Are you entitled to your land order? I am. 
2189. What course will you take if you get it? If Captain Rossi remains in command I will resign, 
most certainly. 
2190. Have you personally to complain of rudeness from Captain iRossi? On one or two occasions to 
myself. 
2191. Is that sufficient to induce you to leave the Company? No; there is more than that. 
2192. Would you state to the Court what is the reason? I have not sufficient confidence in Captain 
Rossi. He has deceived me, and I have lost confidence in him. 
2193. As to Captain Rossi's general demeanour to the Company, has that anything to do with your resigna- 
tion? It has. 
2194. Have you heard any other members of the Company say that they will resign? Several. 
2195. Did they assign any reason? They did. They said that if Captain Rossi were to remain in com- 
mand of the Company they would not remain. 
2196. Are you aware that there are any persons who have given it as a reason for refraining from joining 
the Company that Captain Rossi would expect the salute from them when in plain clothes? I am. 

321-I 2197. 

Sergt. J. J. 
Trenery. 

2 Jan., 1874. 
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Sergt. J. J. 2197. how do you account for there being no entries of certain payments for which receipts have been 
Trenery. given? I cannot account for it. I was not secretary at the time. Those receipts-receipts of past 
E- years-are frequently cropping up; and the books are in perfect confusion, so much s6 that, although I 
2 Jan., 1874. am acting secretary, I am ashamed to hand them over to any person. 

2198. Did we understand you to say that Captain Rossi said that the books were his private property? 
Yes; that is the roll-book. 
2199. Did you understand him to mean his individual private property, or his property as captain of the 
Company? As captain he said. 
2200. Whom do you consider responsible for the confused state of the books? I have receipts in my 
possession of Captain Rossi's at the present time-receipts given to persons who have made payments. I 
cannot say whether the secretary has been apprised of it or not. 
2201. Whom do you consider responsible? Captain Rossi. 
2202. To whom were the payments made? Some to Captain Rossi. 
2203. Havdthose payments not been accounted for? They have of late. I have given them credit for it 
in the book. 
2204. Are you aware whether there are any receipts of Captain Rossi's still out, the money for which has 
not been accounted for? No. 
2205. From whom did you receive the books? From Captain Rossi. 
2206. Are you aware who had the books in charge before they were handed to you? Mr. Martyr, the late 
secretary. 
2207. They were handed over to you immediately after being taken out of his custody? No, not for 
some time. 
2208. How long do you suppose they were out of Mr. Martyr's custody before you had them? I should 
say a couple of months; perhaps more and perhaps less; I cannot say. 
2209. Do the whole of the irregularities occur between the time when they left Mr. Martyr's hands and 
the time they came into yours? Not all. There are mistakes of different dates. Some are in 1871. 
2210. Where are the books now? They are in my possession. 
2211. Were any of the entries in any of these books made by Captain Rossi? No. - 
2212. None are in his handwriting? No. 
2213. How then do you consider Captain Rossi responsible for their confused condition? . I understand 
that he is responsible for the working of the Company. 
2214. It is on that that you base your opinion? Chiefly. 
2215. Do you mean that he has not exercised sufficient supervision? Yes. 

Captain Rossi applied that the further examination of the witness might be postponed until .1th'nday. 
Witness said that he could not attend on Monday. 
The Court directed the witness to bring the books of the Company in his possession with him to- 
morrow. 

The Court adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Eleven o'clock p.m., until Ten o'clock a.mn. to- 
morrow. 

SATURDAY, 3 ,TAHUARY, 1874. 

tE8Ent 

MAroii P. L. C. SHEPHERD, VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY, President.. 

MAyan J H. G-OODLET, SUBURBAN BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

MAIOR THOS. RICHARDS, SYDNEY BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

The Court met at fifteen minutes after Ten o'clock. 

Sergeant J. J. Trenery was called, and entered the witness-box. - 

The President said that the Court had decided to receive the two letters produced by Sergeant 
Trenery yesterday. (TTide Exhibit S.) 

Captain Rossi asked whether his acquiescence would preclude him from calling the writers of the 
letters if .he desired to do so. 

The President said :-Uertainly not. The Court would be glad to get the evidence of the writers, if 
procurable. The Court has decided to receive the letters chiefly because they understood that 
the evidence of those parties was not procurable. 

Examijinatiom by Captain Rossi, through the Court 

Sergt. J. j. 2216. Did you give evidence before the Select Committee more than once? Yes. 
Trenery. 2217. Did you give much evidence the first time? My evidence is before the Court. Not much. 

2218. Do you consider the second evidence you gave more important? No. 
3 Jan., 1874. 2219. Had you any want of confidence in the mode in which Captain Rossi carried on the examinations 

for promotion in the Company? Yes, I had. 
2220. Will you state on what grounds? Being called up separately. 
2221. Are you aware whether Corporal Chisholm was examined separately by Captain Rossi for his com- 
mission? No, I am not. 
2222. Are you aware that the Governor, as Com mander-in- Chief, gave Corporal Chisholm a commission, 
altogether resulting from the examination, which Captain Rossi had privately given him? I am aware that 
Lieutenant Chisholm is a commissioned officer, but I am not aware who examined him. 
2223. You say that there was a want of confidence-is Captain Rossi to infer that there was a want of 
trust on your part? I do not understand the question. 
2224. Had you no trust in Captain Rossi? To a certain extent I had. 
2225. To what extent? I can hardly say to what extent; but if I had not confidence to some extent I 
should hardly have undergone examination at all. . - 

2226. 
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2226. Before Captain Rossi decided who had passed the best examination, did he obtain the assistance of Sergt. J. J. 
Mr. Ohishoim? He told me so afterwards. Trenery. 
2227. Was Hayley transferred to a battery? 1 have been given to understand that he was. 
2228. Was he re-transferred to the Goulburn Company? He was in the Goulburn Company. t cannot 8ay a Jan., 1874. 
whether he was re-transferred or not. 
2229. How could he be in the Goulburn Company if he were not re-transferred? Because there were 
other members of the Company who have not been transferred. 
2230. During that time had he not lost his rank by the fact of his having left the Corps? Yes. 
2231. Did he not again compete with three others for the rank of corporal? I am not aware that he did. 
2232. Are you not aware that he is a corporal at the present time? I am. 
2233. If he lost his rank when he left, how did he get it again? T do not know. 
2234. Have you not heard that he and three others did compete for an examination? I am not aware 
that he did; I know that others did. I was told that two or three others did compete. 
2235. Will you name the corporals? Fitzgibbons, Cleary, and louis. 
2236. Do you know Hayley to be one? No. 
2237. You know he is a corporal? I know he is a corporal. I do not know whether he passed an 
examination or not. 
2238. Did you hear that the remainder had passed examinations, and that he did not? No. 
2239. Could he have passed an examination without your knowing it? He could have done so. 
2240. Did they tell you that they had passed the examination separately, or that they were all examined 
together ;-were they examined collectively or separately? I was told that three competed. 
2241. Were you told that only three competed collectively? I was told that only three competed 
collectively. 
2242. Do you know how Wilkie was promoted? No, I do not. 
2243. Was it by examination? I am not sure. 
2244. Did you hear that he was promoted without examination? No, I did not. 
2245. Do you know that he is a corporal at all? Yes, I do. 
2246. Do you know if Captain Rossi has appointed anybody corporal without examination? Yes. 
2247. Since Hayley's? No, not since Hayley's. 
2248. That is since the first institution of examinations in the Company ;-has anybody ever been promoted 
to any grade without examination? Not that I am aware of. 
2249. At the time of the resignation of the corporals were you a corporal? I was. 
2250. Were you invited to resign? I was not. 
2251. By none of the corporals? No, not by any. 
2252. Do you know the grounds upon which they resigned? Chiefly upon Hayley's promotion to sergeantcy. 
2253. Do you know how quickly their resignation followed upon Hayley's promotion? I could not say. 
2254. Did anything transpire between Hayley's appointment and their resignation? Not that I am 
aware of; nothing in particular. 
2255. Did they object to examinations? I think they did. 
2256. Are you not sure they did? No, I am not. 
2257. Did you feel hurt at Hayley's promotion? I felt that I had received injustice. 
2258. Did it lead you to resign? Captain Rossi held a threat over my head which prevented me from 
resigning. 
2259. What was that threat? Captain Rossi told me if I resigned I should please the public and offend 
him; and if I offended him I must look out for my p's and q's, or words to that effect. 
2260. Can you not remember the words more nearly than that? No more than that it was a threat. 
2261. Can you, on further reflection, remember the precise words? No, I cannot; not more than that I 
was to look out for myself. 
2262. Will you swear that Captain Rossi ever said that you must mind yourself, or that you had better 
look out fqr your p's and q's? Yes. 
2263. Is it possible for Captain Rossi to have said the first part and not the latter? I hardly understand. 
2264. Do you remember the first part about offending the public? He used both. 
2265. What has Captain Rossi done to you since? Nothing in particular that I am aware of. 
2266. Has Captain Rossi expressed his great desire to have you as secretary? He has. 
2267. Were you not disposed to resign, being a sergeant? Yes. 
2268. And did you not resign being a sergeant? I placed my resignation in Captain Bossi's hands. 
2269. And did he beg you not to do anything of the kind, but to continue? He did some considerable 
time afterwards-some two or three months afterwards. 
2270. Had Captain Rossi accepted your resignation? No. 
2271. Has Captain Rossi shown a kind feeling to you? Yes, he has. 
2272. Has he ever been otherwise than courteous and obliging to you? No, not that I am aware of. 
2273. You were in the Corps in 1869 when Captain Rossi took command? Yes. 
2274. Was Captain Rossi elected captain on account of his popularity? No. 
2275. He was rather otherwise than popular, was he not, when he was elected? Yes. 
2276. About the same as he is now? No; decidedly not. 
2277. Was Captain Rossi ever considered good enough for a sergeant in those times? No. 
2278. Was he thought good enough for a corporal in those times? No. 
2279. Can you say why Captain Rossi was elected captain ;-was it for his assumed fitness, or otherwise? 
Because we could get no person else to take the office. 
2280. Was Captain Rossi elected for his supposed fitness? From his supposed fitness. 
2281. Did he make any promise as to what he would do for the Company? Yes; I believe he said he 
would do his duty. 
2282. Has Captain Rossi failed to do his duty? In some cases he has. 
2283. Will you name them? He failed to have the roll-book filled in. 
2284. Have you any other grounds? He has been very infirm in temper; and has spoken in an 
ungentlemanly way to the members of his Company from time to time. 
2285. Can you think of anything else? He has demanded the military salute in the office from recruits 
when sworn, not in my presence, and several other things which I cannot remember at the present moment. 
2286. You cannot remember anything else? One assault out of the ranks. 2287. 
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Sergt. J. J. 2287. Name the assault P The assault on Corporal Fuller. 
Trenery. 2288. Is that all that you can remember at the present moment P I think that will be sufficient to answer 

Captain Rossi's question. 
3 Jan., 1874. 2289. Whose duty is it to keep the roll-book? The captain's. 

2290. Where did you learn that? It is my opinion. 
2291. Captain Rossi wants the fact? I can give him no fact. 
2292. Do you know nothing about the division of duty in a Company? I do. 
2293. If you do know the division of duty in a Company, then Captain Rossi asks you again whose duty 
it is to keep the roll-book? I adhere to my previous answer. 
2294. Would you describe what you mean by Captain Rossi's infirmity of temper? His abrupt way of 
speaking and addressing the men. 
2295. Will you describe Captain Rossi's abrupt way? On one occasion I drew his attention to the state 
of the parade ground near the 0-aol. There was a mark he had erected previously where there were some 
holes, and some of the Company tripped and fell over. After the parade was over, I drew Captain Rossi's 
attention to it in a respectful manner; and he replied in a boisterous tone of voice-" Do you expect me 
to take a shovel and fill up the holes ?" 
2296. Is Captain Rossi in the habit of speaking in a boisterous tone of voice? At times. 
2297. About how long after you had failed to pass your first examination did you succeed in passing your 
second examination? I do not remember. 
2298. Was it within a fortnight? I could not say for certain. 
2299. Do you know anything as to when you were appointed at all? In what way? 
2300. Do you know anything about the time when you were appointed sergeant? I could not say for 
certain. 
2301. Did Captain Rossi ever send you word by a senior-sergeant that he was hurt at the tone of letter 
you had sent him? Yes; on one occasion, by the colour-sergeant. 
2302. Is that your writing? Yes; that is my letter. (Document received in evidence and read by the Court. 
l7ide Exhibit T.) 
2303. Was that letter dated May 10, 1872, when you were made sergeant? I do not know. 
2304. IV hat does it refer to? It refers to the sergeantcy. I do not know whether I was made sergeant 
on the date of that letter. 
2305. Was it about the time you passed your examination for the sergeantcy? I think so. 
2306. Does that letter not show that you repaired your examination? I think it does. 
2307. Has any disagreement occurred in the Company since Mr. Marty's dismissal? I do not remember any. 
2308. Did you not anxiously inquire of Captain Rossi, on his return from Sydney, how he was getting on 
before the Select Committee? No. 
2309. Were you not walking with Sergeant Heriot of the Company on the occasion? I was. 
2310. Do you now remember having addressed Captain Rossi? I remember Sergeant Heriot shaking hands 
with the captain and asking some questions, and Captain Rossi began to speak about it. I did not say a word. 
2311.. Did you not shake hands? Yes. 
2312. Were you not in uniform at the time? No; it is Captain Rossi's doctrine, either in uniform or out 
of uniform, not to shake hands. 
2313. What do you mean by the term doctrine? It is his custom not to shake hands. 
2314. If it be Captain Rossi's custom not to shake hands, and if he did shake hands on that occasion, did 
it not show a kind disposition on his part? He may have had a motive. 
2315. Then what motive do you suppose that Captain Rossi could have had in shaking hands on that 
occasion P I cannot tell. 
2316. Do you mean to insinuate that Captain Rossi had a motive? I presume he had in deviating from his 
ordinary course. 
2317. On what do you base your presumption that he had? Departing from his ordinary course. 
2318. Did you ever write an anonymous letter in a Goulburn journal against Captain Rossi? No. 
2319. Do you remember a paragraph, or a portion of an article, abusing the Goulburn Corps, in the 
Southern Argus? I do not remember any particular article. Several have appeared. 
2320. The letter Captain Rossi refers to was published after an inspection. The Argus said that it was a 
disgrace to the citizens ;-do you remember that? No. 
2321. Do you not remember having had a conversation with Captain Rossi on that very article or para- 
graph? I do not remember. 
2322. Do you not remember telling Captain Rossi that you had inquired of Mr. Walsh, the Editor of the 
Argus, on that very point? Now I remember what Captain .Rossi is referring to, I do; I have some 
distant recollection of it now. 
2323. Do you remember what you told Captain Rossi that Mr. Walsh had told you in explanation of it? 
I do not remember. 
2324. Did you not tell Captain Rossi that Mr. Walsh had told yo.0 that it was written by a drunken 
reporter? I do not. 
2325. What do you remember having told Captain Rossi? I remember speaking to Captain Rossi, drawing 
his attention to the paragraph; and I said that I would see about it. Captain Rossi asked me to call 
upon Mr. Walsh and ask him about it. 
2326. You have already said that Mr. Walsh told you something ;-d.o you remember what Mr. Walsh did 
say? No, I do not. 
2327. Will you swear that you did not tell Captain Rossi wh't you have just stated? No, I will not. 
I cannot be certain about it. 
2328. Do you not think that Captain Rossi has been severely censured in the Goulburn journals? He 
has been censured. I do not know that he has been severely censured. 
2329. Do you know that Captain Rossi ever made any reply to anything that has been written? Not 
that I am aware of. 
2330. Do you not know that Captain Rossi has told his Company that whatever was written, if every 
journal in New South Wales did nothing else but write against him, he should never reply to them ;-do 
you remember Captain Rossi telling his Company that? He did. 
2331. Has he kept his word in that respect? As far as I know. 2332. 
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2a32. Have not the papers been of great service in redressing the grievances of the Company? I think Sergt. J. J. 
so, to a certain extent. - Trenery. 
2333. Had you no other means of redress than the journals? A Court of Inquiry. 
2334. If there were any grievances in the Company, did not Captain Rossi invite the members to avail 3 Jan., 1874. 
themselves of a Court of Inquiry? Not that I am aware of. 
2335. Did you not at Captain Rossi's charges issue those circulars, one of which was handed in yesterday? 
I do not know to what circulars Captain Rossi alludes. 
2336. This is the circular (Rxh.ibit J) P Yes ; I have seen that circular. 
2337. Did you issue that circular at Captain Rossi's charges? I engaged a person to take them round to 
the members of the Company. 
2338. And you charged Captain Rossi with the cost of having issued them? I did, which he paid. 
2339. And you know that the members of the Company got them? I presume they did. 
2340. You knew the contents of that circular? When I read it I did. 
2341. Was it ever availed of by the Company? Do you mean to say that they availed themselves of the 
suggestions in that circular? 
2342. Yes? I do not know. I really forget what the contents of the circular are just now. 
2343. Did the Company object to the examinations? Yes. 
2344. Did they write a letter objecting to it to the Commandant, forwarded through Captain Rossi? Not 
that I know of.. 
2345. Did you never hear of a large number of the Company joining in such a letter? I may have. I do 
not remember now. 
2346. Was there any dissatisfaction expressed in the journals for Captain Rossi's first act as commanding 
officer? In what year was that? 
2347. In 1869? I do not profess to remember what appeared in the journals in 1869. 
2348. Was there not dissatisfaction expressed by certain members of the Company in 1869 at Captain 
Rossi's first public act? I do not remember what Captain Rossi's first act was. 
2349. Do you remember the appointment of quartermastersergeant over the heads of men of more 
mature age? I remember the election of Quartermaster-sergeant Trenery and the election of Colour- 
sergeant Cleary. 
2350. Captain Rossi asks if you knew of dissatisfaction being expressed by certain members of the Com- 
pany at his appointment of quartermaster-sergeant? I remember that some dissatisfaction was expressed, 
but by whom I do not remember. 
2351. Was it of very serious consequence? I do not think it was. 
2352. Do you not know that in 1869 it was said in the journal, byan anonymous writer, that the G-oulburn 
Corps would soon be a thing of the past? I do not. 
2353. Do you know of a deputation waiting upon Colonel Richardson, for Captain Rossi's removal, in 
1869? I do not. 
2354. Did you ever hear of such a thing? Yes, I heard of it. 
2355. Did you hear of any grounds of complaint then? No. 
2356. Was it not Captain Rossi's manner? I do not know. 
2357. Have you spoken to Mr. Martyr frequently about Captain Rossi's acts as commanding officer? Not 
that I am aware of. 
2358. Will you say that you have not done so? I cannot remember what takes place in conversation. 
2359. Captain Rossi is not asking you to tell him what you have said? I may have done so. I cannot 
answer positively. 
2360. Prior to your going to Sydney the second time to give evidence, did not certain friends make certain 
suggestions to you? They may have made suggestions to me. 
2361. Were not those suggestions that you should give such evidence as would affect Captain Rossi? 
[Question. disallowed.] 
2362. Do you remember coming to Captain Rossi on one occasion and Captain Rossi referring to the 
evidence you gave before the Select Committee the second time? I do. 
2363. What did Captain Rossi say to you? I can hardly remember what he said. He says such a lot at 
times. 
2364. You cannot remember what Captain Rossi said on that occasion? I cannot remember any particu- 
lar thing. 
2365. Did not Captain Rossi say-" Your friends told you, and you cannot deny it, that you were to take 
care and give such evidence before the Select Committee as should get rid of that damned captain"? 1 
remember Captain Rossi saying so. 
2366. Did you deny it? I did not think it worth my while. 
2367. Have you not told any one lately how sorry you were for Captain Rossi? I expressed sorrow on 
several occasions at Captain Rossi's position-to himself and others. 
2368. Do you remember very lately conversing' in front of this building with Captain Rossi, about the last 
time that he spoke to you before we knew of the appointment of this Court? Yes. 
2369. Do you remember what occurred then? Yes; I have a recollection of some conversation that took 
place. 
2370. Will you say what it was? Speaking of Volunteer land orders, Captain Rossi asked me some time 
ago if I knew the state of the market. If they were in advance, would I let him know. 
2371. The conversation which Captain Rossi wishes to call to your memory has nothing to do with land 
orders? He talked about being kicked out. 
2372. Could you state what the conversation was in reference to that? Captain Rossi said that he would 
not commit suicide-that would be resigning; but he would stand like a soldier and be shot-that would 
be being dismissed. 
2373. Do you remember anything else? No, I do not know that I do. 
2374. Did not Captain Rossi say that he would not resign-that he would prefer to be kicked out for 
doing his duty? I think what Captain Rossi said to me was nearer what I have said than what he asks. 
2375. Did not Captain Rossi say to you that he did not think there was a man in his Company could place 
his hand upon his heart and say that there was one single thing .which Captain Rossi had done to him- 
not what he had heard, but what Captain Rossi had done to him individually-upon which he could wish 
his dismissal ;-do you remember Captain Rossi saying that to you? The conversation was so long that 
I do not remember more than I have said. 2376. 
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Scrgt. J. J. 2376. Do you remember what Captain Rossi has. just now mentioned? I remember a portion of it. I do 
Trenery. not remember Captain Rossi saying that no member of his Company could lay his hand upon his heart. 
'-' He said that he had done his duty, and that he had done no person a wrong. 
3 Jtn., 1874. 2377. Will you swear that Captain Rossi did not say it? I will not. It is impossible for me to swear 

when I do not remember. 
2378. What was your reply to the last observation of Captain Rossi? Captain Rossi spoke about 
dismissal, and then I said-" Perhaps you are looking on the dark side of the picture." 
2379. Did you not reply, and say-" No, there is not one"? I distinctly deny having said so. 
2380. Do you know anything about Fuller's case? Yes. 
2381. Are you aware that Fuller has ever made any complaint against Captain Rossi? I believe he has not. 
2382. Has Fuller in any way, anywhere, to any authority, made a complaint against Captain IRossi? I am 
not aware that he has. 
2383. Does not Fuller look upon it as a very insignificant matter altogether? I believe, when I spoke to 
him, that he did say that others had taken action in the matter; that he had not moved, but that if he 
had he would have done something to the purpose. 

Captain. Rossi applied to the Court for a copy of Sergeant Trenery's evidence before the Military 
Court. 

Mi. Davies said that Filler was outside waitinq to be examined. 
The President said that the Court did not object to both sides seeing the papers in the former inquiry. 
They had been forwarded to the Court for that purpose. 

2384. Did Fuller tell you that he did not wish to have this matter brought forward at all? [Question, 
objected to, and disallowed.] 
2385. Did you not give such evidence before the former Military Court? [Question objected to.] 
2386. Did you not give evidence before the Military Court in the matter of Fuller's case? I did. 
2387. Can you recollect another conversation which you had with Captain Rossi with reference to him as 
commanding officer? I have had so many that I cannot recollect what conversation Captain Rossi 
alludes to. 
2388. Do you remember going to Captain Rossi on one occsion, and saying that Mr. Riley had inquired 
of you how we were getting on in committee? I do not; I deny it. - 
2389. Do you not remember telling Captain Rossi the reply which you gave to Mr. Riley? I am at a loss 
to know the conversation to which Captain Rossi is alluding. 
2390. Did any conversation ever take place between you and Captain Rossi with reference to him as com 
manding officer in which Mr. Riley's name was mentioned? Yes. 
2391. You went to Captain Rossi on one occasion, and said-" I have seen Mr. Riley; Mr. Riley said, 
'How are you getting on in committee'; and you said to Mr. Riley-' Well, I tell you what it is, if we go 
on at the rate we are going on now we shall adore the captain; everything is so pleasant in committee'"- 
do you remember having used those words? I deny having done so. 
2392. Do you know that writing? Yes; it is my brother's writing. That is his signature at the end. 
(Docuuincnt received in evidence, and read by the Court. Vide Exhibit U.) 
2393. Are you a brother of Sergeant Trenery, the writer of that letter? Yes. 

Examination by the Court: 
2394. Was there any dispute in the Company when the Band instruments were placed in charge of the 
police? Dissatisfaction was expressed by members of the Company. 
2395. Was that after Mr. Martyr's dismissal? Yes. 
2396. In what way did the Company express dissatisfaction? I can hardly say more than in conversation. 
They thought that the instruments, which were their property, ought not to be taken from them and handed 
over to the sergeant of police. - 
2397. Did the members of the Company appear to think that the instruments had passed out of their 
custody as members of the Company? They did for the time being. 
2398. Was it a fact that they had so passed out of their custody? I believe they had. 
2399. Where are the instruments now? I do not know, unless they are still in Sergeant Fenton's possession. 

Examination by .Mr. Davies, through the Court 

2400. Was your brother in Mr. Riley's employ when he wrote that last letter (Exhibit U) ? I cannot 
answer. 
2401. Do you know whether your brother was prevented from going down to give evidence before the 
Select Committee? No, I do not know. 
2402. Did he say anything to you on the subject of his going down? No. 
2403. Do you know if Captain Rossi has ever published anything in the papers concerning himself, and 
relating to the Goulburn Corps? Paragraphs, letters, or advertisements? 
2404. Are you aware if he has ever published a letter in reference to the Company? Yes; I believe he 
published a letter referring to his demanding the salute from Private Robertson. It was in the Sydney 
Morning Herald. I think I have read it. 
2405. Are you aware that Captain Rossi has said that he never would do so? Yes. 
2406. Are you aware that Captain Rossi has said that he never did do so? Yes. 
2407. Do you recognize that as a local paper? I do. 
2408. Will you notice if there is a letter there touching the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles? Yes. Document 
was received in evidence. l7ide Exhibit -V.) 
2409. Are you aware that Sergeant Hayley joined another Corps whilst his name remained upon the 
Goulburn Corps? Yes. 
2410. Are you aware whether that is permitted by the regulations? I am not clear upon that point. 

Mr. Davies read regulations 38 and 39. 

2411. In point of fact, did Sergeant Hayley ever cease to be a member of the Goulburn Corps? I do 
not think he did. 
2412. If he never ceased to be a member of the Goulburn Corps, how comes it that he is not sergeant 
now? I made a mistake. He has ceased to be a member of the Corps, I believe. 

2413. 
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2413. How has he ceased to be a member of the Corps? By being transferred, properly speaking, if he Sergt. J. J. 
has been. Trenery.  
2414. Can you answer how he has ceased to be a member of the Corps? I do not know that he has (' 
ceased. 3 Jam, 184. 
2415. I thought you said just now that he had ceased? He had ceased. 
2410. You are now asked how he had ceased? I do not know. 
2417. Was his name ever erased from the roll of the Goulburn Corps? I do not know. 
2418. If Hayley was sergeant of the Goulburn Corps, how comes it that he is not sergeant now ;-has he 
ever been disrated? He left the district and joined another Company. 
2419. Is his name on the roll of the Goulburn Corps as sergeant? I have not seen the roll of late, and 
cannot say. 
2420. If he were appointed sergeant would that rank appear against his name on the roll? It would. 
2421. Will you refer to Sergeant Hayley's name? Yes. 
2422. Do you see Hayley's name there? Yes. 
2423. Has it ever been erased? No, it has not. 
2424. What is the date attached to it? 22Lnd April, 1869. 
2425. Is any rank attached to his name P No, not in the roll. 
2426. Do you know of your own knowledge that Corporal Hayley did succeed to the rank of sergeant? 
Yes. . 
2427. Are you a sergeant? Yes. 
2428. Is Hayley in the Corps now? I cannot answer that. I do not know whether he has been 
transferred. 
2429. Has he attended drill in the Corps lately? Yes, last year. 
2430. What rank did he take in the drill? At the latter end of the year, corporal. 
2431. Hayley was a sergeant, is now corporal, has not been disrated, and yet his name remains on the 
roll continuously ;-is that so P •Yes. - 
2432. When some persons of the rank of corporal passed an examination you said they competed collectively. 
Do you mean by that word "collectively" that they were all examined together in the presence of one 
another? Yes. 
2433. Wht assistance had Captain Rossi from Mr. Chisholm in your examination? Not any. 
2434. You failed to pass some examination? Yes. 
2435. After failing to pass an examination did you undergo any other examination before you were 
appointed sergeant? A sort of one. If you will allow me, I will explain. Captain Rossi and I differed 
about the quality of some of the answers given in my examination. He said, "Well, I see that you are dissatis-
fied." I said, "I am quite so." He said, "You believe then that your examination is as good as Hayley's." 
I said, "Yes," and I pointed out some parts. He said, "Will you answer me a few questions P" I said, 
"Yes." He perused the book and picked out some questions. Afterwards he said, "I have not finished 
with you; if you will come again in the morning I will give you some more." I wrote my answers in a 
brief form, and Hayley wrote his at length. I told Captain Bossi that I could have written mine at length, 
and he afterwards said, "Your answers are very nearly as good as Hayley's; you are nearly up to the 
number of marks that he got." A short time after that I was appointed. - 
2436. is it not a fact that since Mr. Martyr's dismissal the disturbances took place about King? [Captain 
Rossi objected to the question. Questiou allowed.] Answer: Yes. 
2437. And about the Band? Yes.' - 
2438. And about the Band instruments? Yes. - 
2439. And about the resignation of a ,committee-Has a committee resigned since Mr. Marty'r was dis-
missed? I am not clear upon that point. 
2440. Is it not a fact that when Mr. Martyr was dismissed he was secretary to the committee? Yes. 
2441. And that the committee resigned? I cannot remember that. - 
2442. Has anybody ever been secretary since Mr. Martyr's dismissal? Yes; I have. 
2443. Was your appointment immediately after' Mr. Martyr's dismissal? It was some time afterwards. 
2444. Was a new committee elected 'or appointed to which you were secretary? I think there was. 

.Examination by the Court :- 
2445. Will you produce the minute-book P I have not the minute-book in my possession; I -am not 
secretary now. 
2440. Have you any book in your possession P I have an account-book here. 
2447. Will you produce that? Yes. 
2448. This is the book that you referred to yesterday? Yes. 
2449. Will you point out the particular portions which you consider to have been carelessly kept, as 
referred to in your evidence yesterday :-will you name the pages? 34, 35, 36, 37, 45, and 55. 
2450. Are those all the instances? Yes. 
2451. Whose handwriting is that on page 34? It is my handwriting. - 
2452. Is the whole of it in- your -handwriting? The whole of it is in my handwriting. 
2453. The whole of the book? Not the whole of the book. This book was in the hands of the previous 
secretary. - 
2454. Is the whole of the matter complained of by you as having been carles sly kept in your handwriting? 
No, it is not. 
2455. Is it all in your handwriting on page 34? It is not; 
2456. Is any of it? What I am referring to is in my handwriting. 
2457. The portion referred to as having been irregularly or carelessly kept? Yes. 
2458. Will you name the date from which your handwriting commences? 31st September. 
2459. 1872? Yes. 
2460. In whose handwriting is the previous portion of that page? Mr. Martyr's, the late secretary's. 
2461. Will you explain to the Court how it was that you came to keep this book carelessly? I do not say 
that I have kept the book carelessly. There are some amounts which were paid to Captain Rossi, but of 
which I did not hear until some time subsequently Captain Rossi has given, the person paying the money 
the receipt for the amount, and we have heard nothing about it for some time-until after they have been 
billed for the amount several times. 2462. 
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Sergt. J. J. 2462. You do not mean that the book has been carelessly kept? No. 
lrenery. 2463. From what document or documents did you post that book? This is the only book that we have. 

3J1874 
There was a ledger, but it has been out of use for some considerable time. 
2464. You must have had some documents or memoranda from which you posted UP the book? The 
moneys would be shown by a receipt, and the subscription would be added in-a quarter being 6s. Gd. 
2465 Did you get the whole of the information from Captain Rossi to enable you to make up that book? 
No; the receipts that I have spoken of had been given by Captain Rossi to the iembers who paid the 
money; and, when they werereceiving their accounts time after time, they then produced their receipts 
for the money which they had paid to Captain Rossi, which I have had to show in this book afterwards. 
2466. Where has the money been in the meantime? In Captain Rossi's possession as treasurer. 
2467. And where did Captain Rossi enter his receipts? Usually in a Letts' Diary, I think. 
2468. Was that available for your information? No. 
2469. Will you state substantially what are the grievances of the Company in reference to these accounts? 
The Company say that the accounts have not been properly kept-have not been audited. Captain Rossi 
has chiefly had to do with the balance sheet. I was secretary at the time, but I was not referred to when 
the last balance sheet was presented. It was shown to me on the night it was presented to the Company. 
Captain Rossi then asked me to read it, but not having seen it before, I thought I was justified in refusing 
to read it. 
2470. Was the grievance confined to the mode of keeping the accounts? No, it was not confined to this 
particularly. 
2471. It is not confined to the mode of keeping the accounts? No. 
2472. Will you explain to the Court the whole grievance in reference to the keeping of these accounts? 
I am not in a position to go into the matter. From my knowledge of business, I think that the accounts 
are not kept in a business-like manner. 
2473. Can you name any other grievance than the manner in which the accounts were kept? I cannot at 
present. I know of a number, but cannot call them to mind. 
2474. Did Captain Rossi ever withhold any information from you in reference to the keeping of the 
accounts? I cannot say. He never allowed me to peruse his Letts' Diary. 

r 2475. Did you ever ask Captain Rossi to let you peruse his Letts' Diary? No. 
2476. Was it usual to ask Captain Rossi for information respecting these accounts? Yes. 
2477. Did he always furnish it without any hesitation? Yes; as a rule I think he did. 
:2478. Did he ever refuse you? I do not think so. 
2479. Do you hand in this book? Yes. (Received in evidence. l7ide ExhibitW.) 
2480. With the receipts handed to you for amounts paid to Captain Rossi was the money represented by 
the receipts paid to you? No; paid to Captain Rossi. 
2481. When Captain Rossi handed the receipts to you, was the money handed with the receipts? No 
we have no treasurer in our Company. 
2482. Who is responsible for the balance? Captain Rossi, I presume, as acting as treasurer. 

The President said,-I consider it desirable to intimate to all parties in this case that the Court is 
very anxious to bring its sitti'nqs to a close not later than the middle of next week. Indeed, it 
may be necessary to adjourn, if this cannot be accomplished; and while not desiring to hurry 
any of the proceedings, I must express a hope that the examination and cross-examination of 
witnesses will be conducted in as concise a manner as may be possible. 

The Court adjourned at five minutes after One o'clock, until fifteen minutes after Two o'clock p.m. 

The Court met again at fifteen minutes after Two o'clock p.m. 

A. M. Hunt was called, but did not answer to his name. 

J1&. Davies presented certjtled  copies of the depositions in the case of Mawson v. Rossi for assault. 
(J7ide Exhibit X.) 

Joseph Hadfield was duly sworn. 

Examination by the Uourt :- 

J. Hadfleld. 2483. What is your name? Joseph Hadfield. 
.-'--.-.. 2484. Are you a member of the Goulburn Volunteer Corps? Not now. 

3 Jan., 1874. 2485. Were you? 1 was when they were first formed. 
2486. Have you heard the charges read over in this case? No. 

The charges contained in the first memorial were read to the witness. 

Examination by Mr. Davies, through the Court :- 

Have you been in the British Army? Yes. 
How many years? Thirteen years and two months. 
What rank? Private and corporal. 
What rank had you in the Goulburn Volunteers? I was sergeant. 
Were you appointed by Captain Rossi or elected? I was elected At the first election. 
Was that before Captain Rossi's appointment to the command? I was elected. 
How many were elected at that time? Six sergeants. 
Were you at the top or the bottom of the list? Cleary and I were the two highest at the election. 
Sergeant Cleary and you had the greatest number of votes when the election took place? Yes. 
Do you recollect the election of a colour-sergeant? Yes. 
By whom was the colour-sergeant elected? By the sergeants, by order of Captain Rossi. 
Whom did they elect as colour-sergeant? Sergeant Cleary. 
Was the election of Sergeant Cleary to the rank of colour-sergeant confirmed by Captain Rossi? 

To whom did he give the rank? To Sergeant Trenery. 
2501. 

2487. 
2488. 
2489. 
2490. 
2491. 
2492. 
2493. 
2494. 
2495. 
2496. 
2497. 
2498. 
2499. 
No. 
2500. 
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2501. Which Trenery? William Trenery. J. Hadfield. 
2502. Did Captain Rossi offer to you personally any explanation  why he did not confirm the appointment ' 

of Sergeant Cleary? None. 3 Jan., 1874. 
2503. Thereupon did you do anything? I took and resigned shortly afterwards. 
2504. Resigned from the Corps altogether? Yes. 
2505. Was the conduct of Captain Rossi on that occasion the principal reason for such resignation? 
Partly that, and other reasons. 
2506. It was one reason? It was. 
2507. Will you state any other reasons? I had private reasons. I had meetings to attend which I could 
not attend, and attend drill at the same time; and as a sergeant in the Volunteers I was supposed to be at 
drill. That is the reason why I declined to take the rank of colour-sergeant. We were knocked about in 
the Volunteers; and having been an old soldier myself I did not like being knocked about by people who 
did not understand the drill. 
2508. What is the Court to understand from your expression "being knocked about"? Not being drilled 
properly. 
2509. By whom? By Captain Rossi when he was first made captain. Things were not going on regularly 
according to the military style of duty I had been used to. 
2510. If you had been treated differently do you think that you would have remained in the Corps? I do 
not know that I should. 
2511. As a man with some considerable knowledge of military matters, do you consider that .the G-oulburn 
Company is well managed? No, I do not. According to my knowledge of military affairs it is not 
managed well at all. 
2512. If the drill night were on a night. which you could attend would you rejoin the Corps under its 
present management? No, I would not. 

,Examination by Captain .Rossi, through the Court 
2513. Did you seek to give evidence here yourself; or were you asked to come? I as asked to come. 
2514. Are you employed by Mr. Davies? Yes. 
2515. What opportunity have you had of judging of Captain IRossi's fitness to command? The time that 
I was iii the Corps myself, when Captain iRossi was made captain, I had an opportunity of judging then. 
Since then I have witnessed his conduct on many occasions, and have read of it through the public press. 
I have had as much opportunity as any man in G-oulburn of seeing what is going on here. 
2516. Did you ever attend as a spectator when Captain Itossi was drilling his Company? No. 
2517. At any time during the last few years? Yes; occasionally. 
2518. What have you found wrong in Captain Rossi? I have seen a shortness of temper in addressing 
the men. - He addresses them not in a proper manner as an officer ought to do. 
2519. What have you heard Captain Rossi say to the men in an improper manner? The word "Sir," 
which is never used in the military service, which is a direct insult to a soldier in the regular army. 
2520. Anything else? That is one thing which I would take as a direct insult to me from my commanding 
officer. 
2521. Do you know Private Mawson? Yes. 
2522. Have you ever had any conversation with private Mawson on that particular subject-about the use 
of the word "Sir"? No; it does not require me to have any conversation with Private Mawson. I never 
spoke to Private Mawson on the subject; I know as much as he does about that. 
2523. Have you ever attended a Court of Justice where counsel was engaged? Yes. 
2524, Have you ever heard the word "Sir'.' applied by a counsel to a witness? Yes. 
2525. Have you and Captain Rossi been otherwise than the best of friends from the time we ever knew 
each other? No; we have been good friends. I have nothing personally against Captain Rossi in the 
least. 
3526. Was Captain Rossi ever advised by you that you ever had any misunderstanding. with him? No. 
2527. You remember Captain Rossi giving you notice to attend a meeting about a colour-sergeant and 
quartermaster-sergeant? Yes. 
2528. Do you remember the nature of that notice? It was that we were to attend the Court House after 
parade that evening and elect our own colour-sergeant and quartermaster-sergeant. 
2529. Was there anything else besides added? There might have been something else added. 
2530. You were to make the election subject to Captain iRossi's approval ;-was that added? Perhaps 
that might have been in it. 

By Mr. Davies, through the Court 
2531. Supposing Mr. Davies as your employer were on one occasion to say to you, "What are you doing 
Hadfield ?" and on another occasion he were to say to you, "What are you doing, Sir ?";-which of those 
modes of address would you consider proper? "What are you doing, Hadfield?" If he were to say, 
"What are you doing, Sir," I should consider it an insult, even although it were used between us in the 
capacity of employer and servant. 

By the Court 

2532. Will you describe this being knocked about at drill a little more clearly ;-did you consider Captain 
Rossi incompetent to drill you? I did 
2533. Is that what you mean by being knocked about P Yes; if the Court will allow me, I will explain 
why I consider that he knocked us about. When he was appointed captain, he did not knbw his drill, and 
would not fall into the ranks to learn his drill. He would be in the front of the ranks by the side of Mr. 
Alexander, and would not go into the ranks as Mr. Alexander wanted him. In the regular army he would 
have had to fall into the ranks with his musket and belt, and stay there until the drill sergeant said that he 
knew his drill. 
2534. Did you ever hear Captain Rossi give wrong orders? He could not give wrong orders because Mr. 
Alexander told him how to drill them. Mr. Alexander is well up in drill. 
2535. Were you present when the assault on Fuller was committed? I had leftthe Company long before 
that. 

321-K Private 
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Private Clegg was duly sworn. 

Examination by the Court :- 
Private Clegg. 2530. Your name if you please? Hugh Gibson Clegg. 

__A.___ 2537. You are a private in the Goulburn Company of Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 
3 Jan., 1874. 2538. Have you heard the charges read in this case against Captain IRossi? No. 

The charges contained in the first memorial were then read to the witness. 

Examination by Mr. Davies, through the Uourt 
2539. Had you any opportunity of seeing military life and practice before you came to GouiburnP Yes. 
2540. Where? Prior to the troops proceeding to the Crimea; I bad a brother in the Royal Horse Artillery, 
and I visited him several times in the Camp at Aldershot, and in barracks at Woolwich, and stayed with 
him for days. I also proceeded with several regiments to the Crimea. 
2541. How many trips did you make altogether? Four. 
2542. To the Crimea? Yes. 
2543. Did you notice the conduct of the officers to the men? I did. 
2544. Will you describe the conduct of the officers towards their men? At the drills and parades the 
officers used to speak to their men in a way that they could not take offence; and the men obeyed their 
orders in a way which I considered proper to their position. 
2545. Have you noticed the conduct of Captain Rossi towards his men? Yes. 
2546. Was the behaviour in the one case and the other alike? No. 
2547. Was the behaviour of the officers to the regular troops more kind and gentlemanly than that of 
Captain Rossi to his citizen soldiers? Yes. 
2548. Were you elected on the committee of the Goulbnrn Corps? Yes. 
2549. Are you on it now? No. 
2550. Why did you cease to attend the committee meetings? Because of the arbitrary manner in which 
the captain conducted the business. I thought it was just as well to stay away as to be present. 
2551. What was your position in life at this time when you left the committee? The same as it is now. 
I am a tradesman in the town. I am serving now my seventh year in the City Council. 
2552. You are an alderman in the City Council, and are you a builder? Yes. 
2553. And an innkeeper at present? Yes. 
2554. You have been an alderman for seven years? Yes. 
2555. Were you on the committee of the Rifle Association? Yes. 
2550. Did you resign? The committee resigned. 
2557. Did you resign? Yes. 
2558. What led to the resignation of the committee? It was the action of Captain Rossi forbidding us 
the use of the targets-in hindering us in carrying out a match which we had arranged with a country 
Company. 
2559. Did the committee wish to oppose Captain Rossi in the matter, or were they ignorant of his views? 
They were quite ignorant of his views. 
2560. Are you a regular attendant at drill? No. 
2561. Why do you not attend regularly now? I could not put up with the general tone and manner of 
Captain Rossi to his men. The tone of manner in which we have been addressed has not been such as to 
tempt any of us to attend. 
2502. Do you remember any one occasion in which you thought that Captain Rossi acted unjustly to the 
members at drill? Yes; I do. 
2503. What was it? It was one night at the railway station, where the parades are held, the captain 
addressed the whole Company in words of this kind: Unless one person, who was apparently tipsy, 
desisted from talking, the whole Company should be dismissed, and no mark be given for attendance that 
night. I took offence at that. 
2564. At punishing all for the offence of one? Yes. 
2565. When you went to the review in Hyde Park, what sort of weather was it? It rained very heavily. 
2500. What order was given on that occasion which you thought unjust and unkind? 1 was one of the 
five or six who had overcoats. Our uniform was quite new at the time, and we were anxious to keep it as 
clean as we could, but we were ordered to throw our coats off. 
2567. Had the captain a coat on? Yes. 
2568. What sort? A mackintosh. 
2569. Had he any other defensive clothing? Yes. 
2570. What sort? Leggings and an umbrella. 
2571. As a respectable member of society did you feel aggrieved at that coffee business? I did. 
2572. Mr. Davies wants to know emphatically how many persons besides the Goulburn Corps were present 
when Captain Rossi told the men to pay for their coffee? There was equally double the number of• 
Sydney Volunteers belonging to different Companies looking on at the time. 
2573. Were you ever made to feel this question at any subsequent time-were you ever taunted with this 
coffee business? Yes; that day; and every day that we stayed in Sydney afterwards. 
2574. In what way? Members of the Sydney and Suburban Companies when they passed us in the street 
would look round and say, "Pay for your coffee when you go home." 
2575. You did pot like that I presume? I did not. 
2570. Is it your belief that it was your fault that you did not pay for your coffee? No; I do not believe 
it was. 
2577. What was the reason that some did not pay, if they did not? The crowded state of the platform, 
and the bell ringing for the train to start. There was only one female there to serve the coffee. 
2578. Will you swear that the proprietor, Mr. Draper, was not present? I did not see him. I know him 
and his wife. I saw his wife there, but I did not see him. 
2579. Did you object to the increased subscription? No, I did not. 
2580. Were you present when the vote was carried to increase it? Yes. 
2581. Was the proposition put in the affirmative-that is, the resolution to increase the subscription? 
Yes. 
2582. And in the negative? No. 2583. 
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2583. Do you kncw of any members who have been dismissed the Force for not paying this subscription 2 Private Clegg. 

I am not certain.; I know all the members who have been dismissed, but for what specific reasons they 
have been dismissed I do not know. . . 3 JaIL, 1874. 

2584. Do you know whether Paris was dismissed for that? I know he was dismissed; but whether from 
that or the general neglect to pay his account, I do not know. 
2585. Do you know that it was for neglecting to pay his subscription? I believe that was the reason. 
2580. Do you know why Martin was dismissed? Yes; I believeI do. 
2587. Was it for the same reason? I think not. 
2588. Have you paid your subscription? Yes; all that has been asked. . 
2589. Up to now? Yes. 
2590. All that has been asked for? Yes; we have been in the habit of getting quarterly bills rendered. 
I have not refused to pay anything; I am sure I paid the last one presnted. 
2591. Has the Company ever owed you any money? Yes. 
2592. How long was it owing? About eighteen months, I think. 
2593. What did you do for the money.? I fitted up the hall for an entertainment that was given for the 
benefit of the funds of the Company, and did general things connected with the targets, and the ground, 
fiagstaffs, and things of that kind. 
2594. Did you ever apply for the money? Yes. 
2595. To whom? By bill to the captain. 
2590. How long was it before you got the money? Some of it was owing about eighteen months, and 
some about nine months. 
2597. Who took the money realized by the entertainment for the Company? There was a sub-committee 
appointed to carry .the affair out, and they took the money. 
2598. Were you a party to the election of Captain Rdssi? No; I had not then joined the Company. 
2599. Are you entitled to your land order? No. 
2000. Is it your purpose to remain in the Corps until you are? No. 
2001. What reason do you give for leaving and sacrificing your interest? The reason that I gave to that 
other question-the general mode of Captain Rossi in addressing his Company. 
2602. Have you shot in many rifle matches connected with the Company? All of them I think, but one. 
2003. That is since you joined? Since I joined. 
2004. Is your interest in the Company great-are you unwilling to leave the Company? I would not like 
to leave it; I joined it in the spirit that I think all Volunteer Forces ought to be established-to defend 
their country-and not for the value of the land order. 
2605. If the command of the Company were such as you thought gentlemanly and kind would you remain 
in it? I would. 
2606. Can you call to mind any particular rifle match in which you were engaged with the South Sydney 
Volunteers on the Goulburn Bange? Yes. 
2007. Was the conduct of Captain Rossi on that occasion offensive? I did not notice it as offensive to me. 
2608. Were you shooting? Yes. 
2609. Do you consider that Captain Bossi's conduct on that occasion was offensive to any of the Corps? 
Yes, I think it was. 
2610. What conduct was offensive? In regard to Private Robertson. 
2611. Is that the only instance that you saw on that occasion? I cannot remember any other. 

Rxanzination by Captain Rossi, throegh the Co'ert 

2612. Have you not been good friends with Captain Rossi from the first day that you have known each 
other, both in and out of the ranks? Yes. 
2013. Did you offer to come here to-day yourself, or have you been asked? I have been summoned. 
2614. Did you not have a conversation with Captain Rossi some time ago about your having gone to the 
Crimea with different regiments? Yes. 
2615. Did you not say that you were associated with so many thousands of men, and that you never knew 
a word of discontent or trouble? Yes, I believe I did say that. I was complaining to Captain Rossi 
about his conduct. 
2610. Do you remember the remark Captain Rossi made to you upon that? I caiInot remember all the 
captain said. 
2617. Do you remember Captain Rossi saying that he could give you the reason why they did so well? 
He might have said that. 
2618. Did not Captain Rossi say that the reason was this-that those thousands of men had learnt 
obedience? He might have said so; I do not remember. 
2619. Have you attended drill at all during 1873? I do not think so. 
2620. Did you attend a rifle match during the year? I think I did. 
2621. Has not your object in remaining in the Corps during the year been in the hope that Captain Rossi 
would go out? Yes. 
2622. Do you know if Captain Rossi was popular when.he was first elected? He could not have been. 
2623. Captain Rossi was not thought fit to be a corporal or a sergeant? No. 
2624. Has Captain Rossi always behaved in a gentlemanly way to you? Personally he has never insulted 
me in ivny way; but as a member of the Company I take offence. 
2625. Take offence at what? I took offence about the coffee. 
2626. You spoke of something about the dismissing at drill? Yes. 
2627. On the occasion to which you referred was there talking in the ranks? Yes. - 
2628. Was it in the day-time or at night? At night; and there were lamps lighted all round. 
2629. Did the Company remain stationary under those lamps? No. S 
2630. Did they not move into the dark? They moved away from the lamps. 
2631. If a man were speaking in the ranks, could Captain Rossi readily detect the person speaking unless 
he were close to the man at the time? He might not know. 
2632. Did not Captain Rossi make a remark of this kind :- If this be repeated, I shall dismiss the Com-
pany, unless I am informed who the man is. If I cannot detect it, I will dismiss the Company";. aid in 
doing so did not Captain Rossi lose his mark for attendance equally with the rest of the Cornpany? I do 
not believe that. Captain Rossi called upon the Company to inform him who the, man waswho: was. talking. 

2633. 
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Private Clegg. 2633. What Captain Rossi asks if he said was: "If I am not informed of the party who is speaking I 
,--- must dismiss the whole Company"; and did he not say that he would lose his mark at the same time- 
3 Jan., 1874. that he would suffer equally with them P He did not say anything of the kind at that time on that night. 

Captain Rossi said it afterwards, when I challenged him with making the remarks-at the time I wanted 
him to settle my accounts. 
2634. Will you say that Captain Rossi never so addressed the men? He did not on that night. 
2635. Will you swear that he has not siid that to the men on occasions when they have so spoken P 
When. I challenged Captain Rossi with making use of that expression months afterwards, he then said so, 
and he said that he lost his mark. 
2636. Will you swear that he did not say so at the time P I did not hear it. 
2637. Did Captain Rossi ever on any occasion, since he has had command of the men, so dismiss them P 
No. 
2638. Is that what the Court is to understaiid as your construction of the term threat P Yes, exactly. 
2639. You have said that on a Queen's Birthday, when it was raining, the men were in full dress uniform, 
and that Captain Rossi was at the same time covered up with waterproof clothing ;-were you offended 
that Captain Rossi was so dressed P Not as long as he allowed us to be dressed so too. 
2640. What do you mean? We wanted to protect our uniform as well as he did. 
2641. Did the men say so at the time-did you ask to be allowed to wear it? I was in the ranks, and as 
a private I could not ask. I did not ask. 
2642. Are you aware of the circumstances under which Captain Rossi appeared before you? No. 
2643. You have already said it was a very wet day P Yes. 
2644. Are you aware that Captain Rossi went down to see the Colonel on the matter of the Review that 
day P No. 

Captain Rossi that day similarly apparelled? No, 2645. Are you aware that Colonel Richardson met  
I am not aware of it. 
2646. Are you aware that Colonel Richardson gave Captain Rossi the order not to dress until he gave 
him the order to dress P No. 
2647. Are you aware that Captain Rossi went to the Brigade Office and waited until Colonel Richardson 
returned from the Governor P (Question disallowed.) 
2648. Do you know if the men on their return paid for their coffee P I do not. 
2649. Do you know whether the bill was sent by Mr. Draper and laid before the committee of the Com- 
pany? Yes. 
2650. Do you know whether the Company paid it or not? I believe it was ordered at a committee 
meeting that it should be paid. 
2651. Do you know of your own knowledge whether it was paid? No, I do not. 
2652. Do you know whether a rule was passed for raising the subscription P That question has been 
asked before. 
2653. Are you aware if such a rule was passed? It was adopted in the way that I have said before. 
2654. Do you know whether the rule raising the subscription to is. a week was passed? There has been 
a question asked about that already. It was passed in the way that I have explained. 
2655. At any time did you ever consider it passed? No. 
2656. At any time did you ever say that it was passed? No, I have never said so. 
2657. Are you sure of that? I always paid it without objecting personally. 
2658. Is the signature upon this document your handwriting? Yes. (Document received in evidence and 
read by the Gourt. Vide Exhi bit Y.) 
2659. Do you know of any reply to that? No. 
2660. You have said that Martin was dismissed? Yes. 
2661. Do you know that Martin applied to be received into the Company after he was dismissed? I 
do not. 
2062. Do you know that he was dismissed, at the same time that Paris was P About the same time; it 
might have been the same time. 
2663. Do you know that he gave a promissory-note after his dismissal, to pay the money? I do not. 
2664. You have said that you have waited in the Company to see if Captain Rossi would go out, and that 
you would remain if he did go out. If Mr. Davies were commanding officer would you remain P Yes, I 
would wait to give him a trial. 

Examination by All'. Davies, tld'ouqh the Court 
2665. You stated that Captain Rossi never dismissed the men;-did. you mean that he never dismissed 
the men whilst you were present on parade? No. 
2666. Could he have done so when you were not present P He might-easily. 
2607. You have never been present for the last twelve or eighteen months P Yes. 
2668. Why did you not ask to have your top coat on after Captain Rossi had ordered you to take it off? 
The order was given in that tone that it seemed quite useless to speak about such a thing. 
2669. Did you know that you were not allowed to make such a request from the ranks? Yes; I believe 
that a private has no right to speak to the captain from the ranks at all. 
2670. And you had been ordered to take your top coat off? Yes. 
2671. Will you state this: That whilst the order was issued, and after the order was issued, to remove 
your over-coats, Captain Rossi retained his? Yes. 
2672. And was it raining during that time? Yes. 
2673. Did you observe any other Companies with their top coats on P Yes. 
2074. A petition has been just put in ;-do you remember if that petition was presented to Captain Rossi 
I between the two meetings of which there is evidence; that is, the meeting which fixed the subscription at 
Is. a month for six months, and the meeting which fixed it absolutely-was the petition presented between 
these two meetings? I believe it was between the two meetings. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, tltrouqh the Court: 
2675. Was this letter not written fifteen months after the last meeting to raise the subscriptions? I do 
not understand the meeting you refer to. 
2676. The meeting to raise the subscription-was not this letter written fifteen months after that 
meeting? It might have been; I am speaking from memory; I do not know the dates. 2677. 
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2677. How do you account for it being between the two meetings? I thought that Mr. Davies was Private Clegg. 
referring to the public meeting. 1 

2678. You mean the late public meeting? Yes. 3 Jan., 1874. 

Rxamination, by the C'ourt :- 

2679. How long have you been in the Goulburn Corps? About four years. 
2680. Have you got your certificate of efficiency for each year? One. 
2681. Only one? It was at the end of the second when all those disagreements took place; and I lost 
two or three drills. 
2682. How long would you have to serve to complete it? Next year. 
2683. Are you not aware that you cannot have your land order without five years' service? Yes. 
2684. How long would you have to serve from to-day to entitle you to your land order? About two and 
a half years. 

Ensiqm W. P. fiignam was called, but did not an.swer to his name. 
Private Puller was called, but did not answer to his name. 

Matthew Walker was duly sworn :-

Examination by the Gourt:- 

2685. Your name, if you please? Matthew Walker. M. Walker. 
2686. Have you ever been in the Goulburn Company of Volunteer Rifles? Never. 
2687. Have you heard the charges read over in this case? No. 3 Jan., 1874. 

Mr. Davies said that the witness could not testify to any of the charges, and they were therefore not 
read. 

.Eccaminatiom by .Mr. Davies, through the Court 

2688. You are the gaoler at Goulburn? Yes. 
2689. Do you know of anything which transpired with respect to the warders and Captain Rossi? No 
nothing has occurred that I am aware of. 
2690. Do you know of any application made by Captain Rossi to the Visiting Magistrate? Yes; I know 
that Captain Rossi made some complaints to the Visiting Justice, that the warders did not salute him. 
2691. Are the warders Volunteers? No; there was one of the warders a Volunteer at that time. 
2692. Did he wear the Volunteer uniform when on duty as a warder? No. 
2693. Did he ever wear the Volunteer uniform in the gaol? No; he was sometimes dressed in the uniform 
at the guard-room before going on duty. 
2694. Did he ever wear it at the gaol? Never. 
2695. What resulted from that complaint of Captain Bossi's? I believe the Visiting Justice submitted 
the letter for the information of the Sheriff. 
2696: What was the Sheriff's decision on it? I am not in a position to explain at present, and for this 
reason,-a note was made of it in the order-book, and that book is now in Sydney. 
2697. Have you seen the order? Yes. 
2698. What was the tenor of the Sheriff's remarks there? As far as my memory serves me the tenor of 
the Sheriff's remarks was that he would leave the thing to the warder's own good sense with regard to 
saluting Captain Rossi; but I think it went on a little further, and the Sheriff said that he thought they 
might or ought to pay the compliment to Captain Rossi in his position as Captain of the Volunteers and 
as a Magistrate. I would not be sure of the exact words without referring to the order. 
2699. Since that time have they saluted Captain Itossi? I believe they have. 
2700. Has Captain Rossi any duties whatever in connection with the gaol? None that I am aware of. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court : - 

2701. Whatever was done was it not done by direction from the Sheriff, through the Police Magistrate? 
Yes, certainly. 

Private H. S. Clarke was re-called to allow the representative of the memorialists to examine him. 

Exa4nination by .7&. Davies, through the Court :- 

2702. You have already been sworn in this case? Yes. Private H. S. 
2703. Are you aware that a son of yours, who was a member of the Band, has been sworn in a member of Clarke. 
the Corps? Yes. 
2704. What age was he? He was nearly seventeen at the time. 3 Jan., 1874. 
2705. Was your consent asked? No. 
2706. By,  Captain Rossi? No. 
2707. Was it asked by your son? No. 
2708. About that time did you and Captain Rossi often meet? No, occasionally, not often. It was just 
before I went down to give my evidenCe before the Select Committee that this occurred. 
2709. When did the swearing in of your son occur? Previous to my going down to Sydney to give 
evidence before the Select Committee. 
2710. Was it with your approval when you ascertained that your boy had been sworn in? I wrote to 
Captain Rossi on the subject. 
2711. Did you approve? No. 
2712. Did you communicate your disapproval to Captain Rossi? I did. 
2713. By what? By letter. 
2714. Did you show it to anybody before you sent it? I did. 
2715. To whom? Sergeant Trenery. 
2716. Which Trenery? Sergeant John Trenery. 

2717. 
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Private H. S. 2717Can you state the tenor of the letter? I cannot remember the exact words. It was to this effect: 

Clarke. That I had been given to understand that my son had .joined the Corps, and I begged leave to inform 
3Tn 1874 Captain Rossi that he had done so without my knowledge  or consent, and that he was a minor. 

2718. Can you explain why this boy was taken into the Corps? I cannot explain why, but I had my 
suspicions, which I communicated to Captain Rossi. 
2719. Will you state what you believed to be the reason? When Captain Rossi received my note he came 
up to me immediately afterwards and told me that he was quite surprised that the boy had joined without 
asking my consent. He said that he was not aware of it; and that had he been aware of it he would not 
have allowed it. He said that he would write to the Colonel to see what could be done. I said that as 
what had been done could not be undone, I had no objection to the boy remaining, provided Captain 
:Rossi did not make use of it against me before the Select Committee. 
2720. Are you aware of any other boys who have been brought into the Corps in a similar manner? I am 
not. 
2721. What rank did you hold in the Force when you were censured at drill? Corporal. 
2722. Were there any persons present of lower rank than yourself? The Company were at drill. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, thrrntglt the Court 
2723. Did not Captain Rossi send to the Colonel and get the Colonel's opinion thereon? I do not know 
that he did; but he said that he would do so if 1 wished it. 
2724. Did not Captain Rossi say to you on parade, holding the Colonel's letter in his hand, that the 
Colonel's opinion was so and so? It is possible; I do not clearly reniember it; it is very likely. 
2725. And did not Captain Rossi then say to you before the Company, "And I hope now we have your 
consent"? Yes. 
2726. And did you not say that Captain Rossi had? Yes. 
2727. Did Captain Rossi introduce the matter before the Select Committee? He did not. 
2728. Has Captain Rossi introduced it before this Court? I think so. In my answers in my previous 
examination he did not give me an opportunity of explaining how the boy was in the Force now. 
2729. How has Captain Rossi prevented you? It came out in evidence that my boy was in the Force 
with my consent. 
2730. is he not? He is; under the circumstances now explained. 
2731. You resigned in 1869. Did you not act as a committee-man in 1870, 1871, and 1872? 

Mr. Davies objected that the witness had already been examined upon the point, and the question was 
disallowed. 

A&. Davies said that Mr. TVals7r and .M. Russell, two of the memorialists, were now present, and 
were willing to give evidence if the Court or Captain Rossi desired them to do so. 

The President said that the Court was quite willinq to hear any evidence which Captain Rossi or the 
.iJfemoriahists wished to call; but the Court did not think it necessary to call these gentlemen. 

Private C. S. Fuller was duly sworn 
Examination by the Court :- 

Private C. S. Fuller. 2732. Your name, if you please? Charles Sydney Fuller. 
2733. You are a private in the G-oulburn Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 

3 Jan., 1874. 2734. Have you heard the charges read upon which this inquiry has been instituted ?No. 
The charges contained in the first memorial were read to the witness. 

2735. In reference to the first charge mentioned here, did Captain Rossi ever commit an assault upon you? 
Yes. 
2736. In the ranks? No. 
2737. When was the assault committed? One night after parade. I had occasion to speak to Captain 
Rossi about some matter or other, I forget now exactly what it was, and the assault then took place. 

Examination by Mr. Davies, through the Court :- 
2738. Have you had any disagreements with Captain Rossi? None whatever previous to this occasion. 
2739. Were you in uniform when you say Captain Rossi assaulted you? Yes. 
2740. Was Captain Rossi in uniform? Yes.. 
2741. Was it where several people could see it? Any one could see it if he were about the place. 
2742. Where was it? On the parade ground, at the railway station. 
2743. Were many of the Volunteers still about although drill was dismissed? I only saw one. 
2744. Who? Sergeant Mawson. 
2745. You say there were several about? No; I say there might have been, but that Sergeant Mawson 
was the only one that I saw. 
2746. Will you describe the assault? I think now I come to recollect that I had some occasion to speak 
to Captain Rossi about my account, and after that was concluded-I should say that during this week 
there was an instructor up from Sydney and there was drill all the week, excepting on Saturday night. I 
was orderly corporal for the month ;-and after I had spoken to Captain Rossi on the other business, he 
called me back and asked me where I was the other night-what kept me away. I was about to explain, 
but he would not let me. I told him that I thought I had better resign, meaning that I would resign as 
corporal. He then put his hand on my shoulder. I forget what he said, but he used words to this effect,-. 
"You fellows-when I speak to you about doing your duty always tell me that you will resign." That 
was all. 

At the request of Mr. Davies, and by permission of the Court, witness showed by his action towards 
.Mr. Davies the nature of the alleged assault by Captain Rossi upon himse?! 

2747. Did he push you? Yes; he put his hand upon my breast. 
2748. And made you move from where you stood? Yes. 
2749. You say you were corporal? Senior corporal. 
2750. Were you appointed or elected? I was elected when the first electiontook place. 

2751. 

0 



245 

79 

2751. You say you are not corporal now? No; I resigned. Private 
2752. For what reason did you resign? The chief reason for my resignation was the appointment of C. S. Fuller. 
Corporal Hayley and one or two others who were appointed over my head. I did not think it altogether 
the thing. That was my chief reason; but there were other reasons, and this little affair with Captain 3 Ja 1874. 
Rossi tht we have been speaking of was one. Another is the manner in which the examinations for 
promotions were carried out. These are about the three principal reasons, I think, why I resigned. 
2753. One reason was with respect to the promotion of Corporal Hayley? Yes. 
2754. To what rank was Corporal Hayley appointed? He was appointed sergeant. 
2755. Has Corporal Hayley ever done sergeant's duty? Not to my knowledge. Yes; now I come to 
recollect, after his appointment as corporal he did put the Company through their manual exercise. 
2756. After his appointment to the rank of sergeant, did he ever do sergeant's duty? Yes. 
2757. What duty? I only remember him being on duty once, and then he was marker for the Company 
for one night. I do not remember any other time. 
2758. Is it the opinion of the older and more experienced members of the Corps that Sergeant Hayley is 
fit for the appointment? It is not their opinion. 
2759. How long have you been in the Company? Sitce it was first formed. 
2760. Are you entitled to your land order? Yes. 
2761. Do you purpose to remain in the Company? Not under Captain Rossi's command. 
2762. If there is a change in the command will you remain in the Company after you get your land order? 
Yes. 
2763. Do you like it? Yes. 

By Captain Rossi, through the Court:- 

2764. Have you not been most excellent friends with Captain Rossi from the first time that you ever knew 
him until now? Yes, with the exception of this occasion that I have been speaking of. 

Police-sergeant Fenton was duly sworn 
Examination by Mr. Davies, through the Court 

2765. What is your name? Roger Fenton. Police-sergt. 2766.And your occupation? Senior-sergeant of Police. Fenton. 
2767. Have you charge of the Band instruments belonging to the Goulburn Volunteers? I have charge 
of some. 

3 Tan., 1874. 
2768. How many instruments do you think you have in all? I really cannot tell you—I never counted 
them. I merely openec the door, and they were put in by the Volunteers themselves. Recently they have 
been taken out by Captain Rossi's instructions—some portion of them.;  
2769. Do you believe that you have the bulk of them? I think so. 
2770. Who authorized, you to take charge of them? I do not think I got any direct instructions beyond 
this, that I received a letter from Captain Rossi. I think I was requested by Captain Rossi, and I 
objected. I wrote to him, and I think it was subsequently that I received a letter from Captain Rossi, in 
Sydney, saying that he had seen the Superintendent, who had given permission that I should take charge 
of them. I was not responsible beyond seeing that they were not stolen, if possible. 
2771. Did you make application for any? No. 
2772. At whose request do you think you ought to deliver these instruments up? Captain Rossi's. 

President: Have you anything to say before I close the evidence? - 
Mr. Davies: Will you listen to any verbal statements in the shape of addresses from either side? 
President: In eases of this kind it is usual for the accused to read an address in his defence. It 

is not usual that any address should be made by the prosecutor. 
Mr. Davies: Captain Rossi has stated that he will not call evidence. 
President: He has not stated that that is his intention. The Court are of opinion that they ought 

not to hear any address on behalf of the prosecution. They will decide entirely upon the evidence. The 
accused is allowed the privilege of handing in any such written address as he may think proper. 

Mr. Davies: Can the memorialists add any written statement to the evidence now before the Court? 
President: Written statement from whom? 
Mr. Davies: From the memorialists. 
President: The Court have decided not to receive any written statement. 
Mr. Davies: Whatever written document may be put in will be considered as sworn to. 
President: It is usual in cases of this kind for the accused to hand in a written address—remarks 

on the evidence. That is the last thing that takes place after the evidence. 
Mr. Davies: Shall we have the opportunity of objecting to any portion of that address? 
President: I think not. 
Mr. Davies: I do not in any way object, but ask for information. I now conclude any part I have 

taken in the matter. 
President: Then the evidence for the prosecution is now closed. Do you, Captain Rossi, intend 

to call any evidence? 
Captain Rossi: Shall I be submitted to examination? 
President: If you go into the witness-box you will be subject to any question put to you by the 

Court. 
Captain .Rossi: Is that the process by which the Court will conduct the matter? 
President: That is entirely optidnal with yourself. If you go into the witness-box you will be in 

the hands of the Court. 
Captain Bossi: I can then make my written statement? 
President: It is not necessary to go into the box to make your written statement. 
Captain Rossi: May I have the privilege, in case I feel there is a deficiency in the questions put to 

me, to request that questions may be put to me? 
President: You can give any evidence relative to any question before the Court. 

Captain 
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Gaplain. Rossi: In point of fact, I may state the case to the Court? 
President: In going into the witness-box you will be examined in the usual way. It will be 

optional with the Court to receive any evidence you volunteer beyond what they actually seek to get from 
you in the shape of questions. 

Captain. Rossi: I am in possession of all the facts —the Court are not; and therefore I khov when 
the Court is falling short of asking me sufficient. I want to be exhausted by questions. You may ask 
what is not sufficient; ask a little more, and the whole story will come out. What I ask is that I may be 
allowed to take up any one of these charges and deal with them in the way I ask, in order. 

President: You will be treated with every consideration, and will have a full opportunity of 
defending yourself. The Court do not think it expedient to make any special agreement. 

21&. Davies: Is the question settled whether Captain Rossi will bring forward any witnesses? 
President: That is what I desire to know. 
Captain .Rossi: I should prefer to manage the case without one witness. If the Court will tell me 

afterwards that I have failed to make clear a certain point, I can then call witnesses. 
President: You can say whether it is your intention to call witnesses now. 
Captain Rossi : I am not bound to call them. 
President: Do you intend to call any witnesses in your defence? 
Captain Rossi: I do. 
.2fr. Davies: How soon shall we know who these witnesses are? 
Captain Rossi: I greatly prefer that you should not know. 
President: I do not think it necessary that the memorialists should be informed. 

The Court adjourned at fifteen minutes after Five o'cioc/c p.m., until Ten o'clocic a.m. on Jlfonday. 

MONDAY, 5 JANUARY, 1874. 

Jte8ent :- 
MAJOR P. L. C. SHEPHERD, VOLUNTEER ARTILLEEY, President. 

Mion J. H. G-OODLIET, SUBURBAN BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

MAJOR THOS. RICHARDS, SYDNEY BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

Th6 Court met at Ten o'clock, a.m. 
The President said that Captain Rossi had furnished a list of witnesses on Saturday evening. The 

summonses were made out; but as the list was not received until nine o'clock at night it had not been 
practicable to send out more than two of them, which had been posted to the addresses supplied. 

Mr. Davies, by permission of the Court, took a copy of the list, which was as follows :—W. Conolly, 
Esq., J.P., E. Deane, Esq., Mr. Kershaw, Mr. Woodhill, Mr. Lenehan, Private J. O'Sullivan, Private J. 
M'Hugh, Private Hogan, Private Byrnes, Sergeant Blackshaw, Private Harte, Corporal Fitzgibbon, Private 
Coleman, Private W. Cole, Private J. Cole, Private Hollis, Private Rogers, Private Fyfe, Private Wood, 
Private Sherring, Private Wilson. 

The witnesses to whom summonses had been sent through the post were John Chisholm, Esq., J.P., 
Wollogorang, and Lieutenant Chisholm, Kippilaw. 

President: I now call upon you, Captain Rossi, to make your defence. 

THE DEFENCE. 

William Kershaw was called. 

Mr. Davies objected that Kershaw had been in Court durinq nearly the whole time of the inquiry. 
The President said that the Court reqretted that Captain Rossi had not handed in a list of witnesses 
in the first instance, in order that the whole of thens might have been excluded. Part of the 
evidence had, however, been published in the newspapers, and the Court did not thin/c fit to shut 
out any evidence now. 

William Kershaw was duly,  sworn 

W. Kershaw. 2773. What is your name? William Kershaw. 
2774. What is your occupation? I am retired from the Service; I am a pensioner from the Colonial 

5 Jan., 1874. Service, and also from the Imperial Service. 

Examination by Captain. Rossi, through the Court: 

2775. How long were you in the Army? I was in the Army between five and six years—until I came to 
this Colony. 
2776. Have you had any opportunity of judging of Captain Rossi as commanding officer? Yes; I have 
seen him frequently. 
2777. What opinion have you formed of him? From what I have seen of Captain Rossi, I can say,  that 
I never saw anything, when he was on parade with his men, otherwise than a commanding officer and a 
gentleman should act. 

Examination by .Mr. Davies, through the Court :- 

2778. Have you ever had an opportunity of judging of the conduct of other commanding officers of Volun-
teers? I have not. 
2779. Your whole experience of commanding officers is in the regular Army? Yes; and the mounted 
police. I have been under officers in the mounted police. 
2780. Were the mounted police soldiers? Yes; supernumeraries. - 
2781. Were you ever present when Captain Rossi had any disturbance with any members of his Corps? 
Never. 

Examination 
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Examination by the Gourt :- 

2782. Could you explain to the Court the usual manner of addressing privates by officers in the Army? W. Kershaw. 
They call them either by name or by rank. 
2783. If an officer had to report or rebuke a private, what would be the terms in which he would address 5 Jan., 1874. 
him? 1-Te would call him by name, and tell him that he had no right to do so and so. 
2784. Was it contrary to custom to address a man as " sir"? By all means. 
2785. Would it have been considered offensive? Yes, it would. 
2780. Did you ever hear Captain Rossi address the men in that way? Never. 

Private O'Sullivan was duly sworn. 
2787. Your name? James O'Sullivan. 
2788. You are a private in the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 

Examination by Uaptain Bossi, through the Court 
2789. Have you been in the Army? Yes, 
2790. Have you attended pretty regularly the parades of the Goulburn Company? Yes. 
2791. What can you say of Captain IRossi's manner of treating and addressing his men? Anything that 
I ever heard from Captain Rossi was very good, as a gentleman and a soldier. 
2792. Did you ever see Captain Rossi treat the men offensively? No. 
2793. Did you ever hear Captain Rossi offend any by addressing them as "sir"? No, not to my know-
ledge. 
2794. Were you ever present when Captain Rossi received recruits? Yes. On one occasion I took down 
two to him myself. 
2795. Do you remember Captain Bossi asking the recruits if they knew the reputation of the officer they 
were going to join with? Yes, I remember him asking two of the recruits who went with me. 
2796. Did Captain Rossi ask them,-" Are you aware what a bad reputation I have as an officer"? Yes. 
2797. Knowing that, were they still satisfied to join? Yes; they did join after he told them that. 
2798. Did they not laugh at anything being said against Captain Rossi as commanding officer? Yes, 
I think they did. 

Examination. by I&. Davies, throuqh the Court 
2799. How long have you been in the Goulburn Corps of Volunteers? Over two years. 
2800. Have you obtained your efficiency certificate for those two years? Yes; one for the year before 
last, and the other has not come at present to the Company. 
2801. Are you entitled to it for the last year? Yes. 
2802. Were you asked to come here as a witness? I told Captain Rossi I would come. 
2803. Were you asked by any one to come here as a witness? Captain Rossi asked me if I would speak a 
word as to what I knew of big character. 
2804. You have answered a question with rdspect to the word "reputation." Will you tell us what you 
understand by the word reputation? Good or bad, whatever sort of reputation a man may hold. 
2805. What did the recruits know of Captain Bossi when they laughed at the idea of his having a bad 
reputation? Captain Rossi made some sort of remark-did they hear that he had a good reputation,-
that he was a good or bad soldier or officer, or something like this. That is what they laughed at. 
2800. Did you hear Captain Bossi say that he should require the salute from them in plain clothes? He 
did not ask them any such question. 
2807. Not in your hearing? Not in my heaiing. 
2808. How long have you to serve before you can get your land order? Three years more, I believe. 

Examination by the Court:- 
2809. Has Captain Bossi a bad reputation generally as an officer? Not as I know. What I have seen of 
Captain Rossi is very good. 
2810. Not what you have seen? My general opinion is that. 
2811. Are you aware of the general opinion prevailing through the Corps? I have heard a great many 
speak about it. 
2812. Is it a fact that Captain Rossi has a bad reputation as an officer in the Company? I have no bad 
opinion of him. 
2813.. The Court desires to know if Captain Rossi is generally held in esteem as an officer, or rather, what 
reputation he holds as an officer in the Volunteer Corps? In the general opinion of the Company? 
2814. Yes? I hear some of the Company speaking against him and some for him. 
2815. On which side is the preponderance? I could not exactly say. 
2810. Do you think that two-thirds of the Company have a bad opinion of Captain Rossi? Very likely 
there is. 

By .7ifr. Davies, through the Court 
2817. Are you aware that it is the older members of the Corps who have the worst opinion of Captain 
Rossi? I am not aware who it is. 

By Captain Bossi, through the Court 
2818. Are you aware that for some weeks past there have been plans and operations for Commissions iii 
in the Corps, including captain? There was one of the men asked me the other day-who was I going to 
give my vote for in case Captain Bossi was dismissed or retired from the Company; and I told him 17 
should let him know as soon as the party put up. 
2819. Are you aware if the party who asked you was one of the witnesses in this case? I think not.. 17 
am not properly aware of it, but I think he is not a witness in this case. 

Private 
O'Sullivan. 

5 Jan., 1874. 
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William Conolly was duly sworn. 
W. COf1011Y. 2820. Your name, if you please? William Conolly-. 
t-- T h 2821. You are a Magistrate of the Territory? Yes. 
5 Jan., 1874. 

ExaminatioQj by Captain Rossi, throuqit the Court 
2822. What do you know about the assault case of Mawson? I only know by general report and the 
evidence in the paper. 
2823. Did you read the evidence in the case, and make any remark about it at the time? Yes, I did. 
I remember denoting Mawson having stated that when he came into his captain's office, he could not 
possibly have given him any offence-that is, any offence by action-because he had stood with his hands 
in his pockets all the time. 
2824. That Captain Rossi had stood? No; that Mawson had stood. 
2825. Did you make this remark at the time? After having read the evidence, I made a remark to, 
several people that there was insolence in the very action. Knowing something about old soldiers, I knew 
that no soldier would come in and stand in the presence of his officer with his hands in his pockets. 
2826. Was Captain Hovell one of the Magistrates who attended the Court at that time? Yes; I saw 
that he sat upon the Bench. 
2827. Has he been in the habit of attending? Not for the last two years, I think. I have very seldom 
seen him on the Bench. 
2828. Do you know whether Mr. Hovell is well affected towards Captain Rossi? No; I do. not think he 
is, from observations he has made to me. 
2829. Have you observed Mawson's general manner to other persons than Captain Rossi? Yes; • both at 
the railway station and elsewhere. 
2830. What is it? I always look upon him as a man most offensive in his manner; and I have hear4 
people complain of his impudent manner towards them. 
2831. Have you ever seen Captain Rossi drill his men? Not more than once or twice, I think, and 
that only for a very few minutes. 
2832. Would you state anything further you may know in reference to the casegenerally? Just at this 
moment I do not know that I particularly remember; but, as an old Magistrate, I could not help noticing 
the evidence which you will read over yourselves. I am only stating a matter of opinion, but it appeared 
to me that the man, from his very action-going into the captain's office and keeping his hands in his 
pockets-went there to beard him. I was so affected by what I read and what I had known of his conduct 
before. He was one of the very few men that I passed in G-oulburn without recognition. I always felt 
that he would probably offend me some day or other, and I wished to avoid him. I looked upon him as 
one of the very few men whom I have met with in my life whom I wished to avoid. 

Examination by Mr. Davies, tliroztqlt the court :- 

2833. You stated that Captain Hovell attended on that occasion? Yes. 
2834. And do you say that it was not usual for him to attend? Yes, I do. 
2835. Are you aware that Captain Hovell has missed more rosters than any other Magistrate in Goulburn? 
Yes; but we are not so very particular in attending the rosters. I myself am not very particular; and 
I attend tolerably frequently. 
2836. Is Captain Hovell's inattention to his duties more marked than that of other Magistrates on the 
Bench? Well, I think latterly he has been amongst those who have been-I suppose from age-less 
frequent in their attendance than the other Magistrates. I am not speaking of Magistrates at a distance, 
but of those who generally attend and are called to the Bench. 
2837. Has Captain Hovell attended less regularly than Captain Rossi? I think latterly he has; but I 
could not say. Since Captain Rossi has been Registrar of the Court I fancy that he has generally only 
come when he has been sent for-when a second Magistrate was required. 
2838. It has been stated that Captain Hovell attended on that occasion, and that it was not usual for him 
to attend. Do you view that statement as an imputation upon the character of Captain Hovell? It is 
rather a hard way to put it; but I have no hesitation in saying that I look upon it as strange, to say the 
least, his attending upon that occasion. 
2839. On how many occasions has Mawson's conduct at the railway station been offensive to you? To 
myself, personally, only upon one occasion. He has been offensive in his manner, but I have avoided it; 
but on one occasion he has been particularly offensive, and that about a month ago. 
2840. To whom else, to your knowledge, has Mawson been offensive? To several. 
2841. To any one in particular? His very manner in coming into the carriage-his manner to the general 
passengers-is very offensive. 
2842. Mr. Davies.wishes to fix you particularly? I can answer, but I shall not answer, because it will 
bring parties into trouble. 

- Private M'Hugh was duly sworn. 
Pt. M'Hugh. 2843. Your name, if you please? Thomas M'Hugh. 
,-.---- 2844. You are a private in the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 
5 Jan., 1874. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, tkrouqli the Court:- 

2845. How long have you been a Volunteer? Since June, 1867. 
2846. Were you transferred to Captain Rossi's Company? Yes. 
2847. How long have you been in his Company? About one year and eight months. 
2848. Have-you attended parade pretty regularly? Yes; to be efficient and more. 
2849. What has been Captain Rossi's manner in addressing his Company? Always like an officer-what 
I would think. 
2850. Do you consider that Captain Rossi's conduct has also been gentlemanly to his Corps? Yes. 

2851. 



we  

2851. Did yon ever know Captain Rossi to offend any one? Not of my own knowledge. Instead of Pt. M'Hugh. 
having any fault to find with Captain Rossi, I have to thank him for a favour that he did me, although I ,.--- 
was only just then transferred to the Company. I was inefficient for one year for want of one drill; and. 5 Jan., 1874. 
Captain Rossi advised me to make a memorial to the Colonel, and he himself would present it. It was at 
his own suggestion, and not at mine. 

Exansination. b7 Mr. Davies, through the Court 
2852. Have you been in Court during any part of this inquiry? No. 
2853. Are you entitled to your land order? Yes. 
2854. There was a time when you were in danger of losing your efficiency certificate for a year ;-how was 
that? After I came up from Sydney here I intended to let the capitation allowance go to my own Com-
pany, No. 6, in Sydney. He wrote up to me that if I would go down and go through the inspection parade 
he would see the Colonel about it himself. After I came back I found that I had lost the efficiency by one 
parade, although I had ten Company drills and six parades; and the captain advised me to send a memorial 
to the Colonel. 
2855. And you felt very grateful to the captain for that act of kindness? Yes. 
2856. Was any regulation of the Force set aside to oblige you? Yes. 
2857. Do you consider that Colonel Richardson granted as a favour that which you lost as a right? 
Colonel Richardson did not grant it at all. I said that Captain Rossi presented this memorial. 
2858. You did not get it? No; but I felt as thankful as if I had got it. 
2859. Was Captain Rossi well aware of the circumstances under which you lost it? I stated the whole 
case to him. 
2860. Captain Rossi having done you that great act of kindness, or having attempted tci do it-would you 
not in consequence of that be tempted to overlook a good deal of unkindness ? Do you mean to insinuate 
that I would swear falsely? 
2861. Are you aware of Captain Rossi's manner, on any particular occasions, to Corporal Fuller? No, 
not that I remember; not to my knowledge. 

Captain. .Rossi objected that new smatter was beinq introduced. 
Mr. Davies contended that his questions were pertinent to Captain 1ossi's examination, in refe'rencc 
to his conduct as an officer and a gentlesnan.. 

The Court overruled the objection. 
2862. Are you aware of Captain Rossi's conduct on any particular occasion to Sergeant Mawson? I 
heard about it, but I was not present. 
2863. Do you consider that Captain Rossi's conduct to Fuller and to Mawson was such as became an 
officer and a gentleman? [Qsestion ol?jected to and disallowed.] 
2864. Do you know anything of any difference between Captain Rossi and Sergeant Mawson? I heard 
about it. 
2865. Do you know of any differences with the committee? I have heard about them. 
2866. Or with King? Yes, I have heard about it. 
2867. Or with Paris? It is only recently that I heard about that-within a few days. 
2868. Or of any disturbance with Secretary Martyr? Yes, I heard about that too. 
2869. Or of any disturbances with any committees? I have heard of them. 
2870. Are you aware of the first Court of Inquiry which sat in G-oulburn? Yes; that is the one that 
Captain Baynes was up with. That is the first that I remember. 
2871. Are you aware of a Court of Inquiry appointed by His Excellency the Governor, and presided over 
by Major Raymond? I have answered that question before. That was the one that Captain Baynes was 
on. I do not remember it particularly as you mention it. 
2872. Are you aware that a Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly was appointed to inquire into 
these differences? Yes. 
2873. Are you aware that this Court is appointed to inquire into them? Yes. 
2874. And will you now say that you know of nothing that affects Captain Rossi's conduct as an officer 
and a gentleman? I. speak from my own knowledge, and not from hearsay or printed records. Speaking 
from my own knowledge only, thei'e is nothing. 
2875. Did you join the Goulburn Corps immediately before the public meeting? I believe I joined it a 
long time before the public meeting. 
2876. How many months before? I joined in April, as well as I can remember. It will be two years 
next April. . 
2877. Since you have joined the Corps you have seen nothing offensive? Nothing to me or to anybody, 
as far as I saw. 
2878. Have you been on the committee since you joined the Corps? No. 
2879. Have you attended your full complement of drills since you joined the Corps? I believe I attended 
an excess last year, and I believe also this year; I am told so. 
.2880. What means have you of knowing how many drills you have attended.? I inquired of Quarter-
master-sergeant Sproule, and he told inc that I was efficient some two months ago. 
2881. Is it possible, under the present conduct of this Company, for a man to be marked efficient when he 
is not efficient? .1 cannot say. I think not. 
2882. What method is taken at drill to notify your presence? The names of all present are taken down. 
The book is there; and the names of all are called out at the end, and those that are present are marked. 
It is different from Sydney. In Sydney the names are written down, but here the roll is called and the 
names of those who are present are marked. 
2883. Is that in a small book kept by the quartermaster-sergeant? I cannot say. I think so. 
2884. Are you aware that when the names are called out the attendances are entered? Privates cannot 
leave the ranks to see that they are. 
2885. Did you ever see Sergeant Sproule without the roll-book? I never saw the sergeant drill at all. 
2886. Did you ever see the person drilling you drill without the book? I saw that the book was missing 
once or twice during the time that I attended. there. It was once taken down, I think, on a sheet of paper; 
and once got from Sergeant Mawson. I only speak from memory. 
2887. Twice when you were at drill? Yes. 

2888. 
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Pt. M'Hugh. 2888. Were you asked to come here? Captain Rossi asked me if I would come here-if I had any 
objection to come, and I said no. 

5 ian., 1874. 2889. Can you remember the words that Captain Rossi used? I cannot remember them exactly. He 
met me and asked me if I was down at the Court. The last evening that the Court was held here, he 
asked me if I was down at the Court to hear the laying down that the captain got. Those are not the 
same words, but that is the meaning. He asked me if I had any objection to come, and I said no not the 
slightest. 
2890. Come for what? To tell the truth. I do not care for either side. 
2891. Did Captain Rossi intimate to you that the truth had not been spoken? Yes. 
2892. He asked you to come and tell the truth? I told, him that I did not know much about the 
differences, and he asked me to come and tell all I knew truthfully. 

By Captain Rossi, throng/i the Court 
2893. Did not Captain Rossi tell every man in the Company, at the expiration of the last quarter-the 
September quarter-from a paper which he hail expressly prepared for the Company's sake, the number 
of attendances which each member had given up to the September quarter? I was told so; but I was 
not on parade. 

By the Court :- 
2894. Have you heard many members of the Company express dissatisfaction in respect to Captain Rossi? 
Yes; and, some the reverse; and even those who have expressed dissatisfaction I have heard them say that 
they would be very sorry to see him removed. Some of them have said so. 
2895. What propo.rtion of the Company do you suppose have expressed dissatisfaction? I could not say. 
2896. Should you say two-thirds? No, I do not think so. 

Private Lenehan was duly sworn. 

Private 2897. Your name, if you please? Edmund John Lenehan. 
Lenehan. 2898. Are you a private in the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 

Examination by Cptain Rossi, throng/i the Court:-
5 Jan., 1874. 2899. Have you been in the Army? Yes. 

2900. Have you ever seen Captain Rossi in command of his Company? Yes, I have seen him in command 
once or twice, but I was not in the Company at the time. It was down at the drill-ground. 
2901. Did Captain Rossi act on those occasions as an officer and a gentleman? Yes. 
2902. What has been Captain IRossi's treatment of his Company as commanding officer? Good, from 
what I have seen of it. One night I was down there he spoke very kindly. After the roll was called and 
the members of the Company answered to their names, he told the men to be very careful to get in their 
drills, that he would like every man in the Corps to get in his drills, that it would pain him very much for 
any one not to get their certificates. I thought that it was very fair and honorable to remind them of that 
which otherwise they might fail to get without being reminded. 
2903. Do you know of Captain Rossi having acted otherwise than as an officer and a gentleman towards 
his Company? No. The only thing that led me to join the Corps at all was the recommendation I got of 
Captain Rossi from a person who had been two years under his command. He gave Captain Rossi such a 
good character; and were it not for that I should not have joined. 
2904. When you offered yourself as a recruit, did not Captain Rossi ask you if you knew the kind of 
man that you were going to join under? He did; and I said yes, I had heard of him from the gentleman 
who fetched me-who came with me. 
2905. Did not Captain Rossi speak to you, to caution you, as it were, against coming to him? Yes; he 
said something about being very bad, or something of that sort. We laughed at it, hearing of his cha-
racter that he was a gentleman and a very good man to command his Company. 

Examination by Mr. Davies, throuq/i the Court 
2906. Have you been in the Court during any part of this examination? No. 
2907. What is your occupation? I am a tailor. 
2908. How long have you been in the Corps? I think five or six weeks. 
2909. Are you on the strength? No; I am a 'recruit yet. 
2910. How long were you in the regular Army? About nine years. 
2911. Did you leave it with a good conduct certificate? Yes. 
2912. Do you believe you could get a good conduct certificate from Captain Rossi if you were to join the 
Goulburn Corps now? I do. 
2913. Have you been twice at the Police Court since you joined the Corps? No. 
2914. Have you been once? I have. 
2915. For assault.? No. 
2916. Drunk and disorderly? Drunk. 
2917. Are you aware that Captain Rossi knows of that case? No. 
2918. Were you asked to come here? I was asked, but I could not tell by whom. They came to the 
shop and asked for my name. 
2919. Mr. Davies wants you to remember who asked you to come? I think it was on Saturday. The 
foreman came into the shop and said-" O'Sullivan, you are wanted out by a gentleman." O'Sullivan 
came in after that. He said, "You had best go up too; we are both Volunteers." It was O'Sullivan 
asked me personally. 
2920. And who is Mr. O'Sullivan? He is a tailor working in the same shop. 
2921. The one who has given evidence here? Yes. 
2922. Did. O'Sullivan say that he had brought a message from anybody for you to come? Not that I 
recollect. 
2923. Who was the friend that joined the Corps with you? O'Sullivan was. 
2924. I think you said that you had seen Captain Rossi drill the Company once or twice-was that since 
you joined the Company or before? Since I joined the Company. 
2925. You said before? Since I joined the Company. 
2926. By whom have you been drilled? By Sergea.nt Blackshaw. 2927. 
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2927. How many times? I could not exactly tell. Private 
2928. About? I was there two weeks altogether. Lenehan. 

2929. How many drills? I think about fourteen drills altogether. . 
2930. Are you aware whether you are efficient to join the strength of the Company? Not according to 5 Jan., 1874. 
the regulations of the recruits' drill, I am not. 
2931. How many drills will you have to attend? I could not tell you. 
2932. How do you know the regulations? I was informed. According to the regulations, you have got 
to be dismissed by the commanding officer before you aresupposed to be efficient. 
2933. Captain Rossi has not attended at any recruit drill at which you have been present so as to dismiss 
the md-Do you only wait Captain Rossi's presence at drill to be put on the strength? I believe not. 
2934. Do you only require Captain Rossi's presence at drill to be put on the strength of the Company? 
I think that the squad altogether is not efficient enough for Captain Rossi to dismiss them. 
2935. Do you only wait Captain Rossi's attendance? I only wait it myself, but I have to go through the 
regular drill the same as the others. 
2936. Are you aware that you cannot be put on the strength because there is the full number of 100 upon 
the Corps ? No. 
2937. Have you ever heard Captain Rossi tell recruits that they would have to salute him when they were 
in plain clothes? No. 
2938. Of your own knowledge did Captain Rossi think it right to tell recruits that he was a terrible fellow, 
before the Select Committee of Inquiry was held ? He did not mention it. 
2939. Do you know that this has been his uniform practice, or has it only been adopted recently? No, I 
do not know anything about it. 

By Captain Rossi, throuqh the Court 
2940. Has Captain Rossi ever had any conversation with you of any kind, in any way, from the moment 
you joined the Corps? Not since the morning that we were in his office. I went away, and have never 
.poken to Captain Rossi since. 
2941. Did. Captain Rossi ask you to come here? No. 

Lieutenant Chishoim was duly sworn. 
Lieutenant 
Chishohn. 

6 Jan., 1874. 

2942. You name, if you please P Walter Chisholm. 
2943. You are lieutenant in the Goulburu Corps of Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court 
2944. When did you join the Corps? In the beginning of 1869. I do not know the exact date. 
2945. Have you done anything to entitle you to your efficiency for the last five years? I believe I have 
attended the requisite number of drills for every year. 
2946. How many efficiency certificates have you? I think four. 
2947. Have you entitled yourself to one for the last year? Yes. 
2948. You have had plenty of opportunities of judging of Captain Rossi's treatment of his Company? 
Yes. 
2949. On parade and off parade? Yes. 
2950. And in committee? And in committee. 
2051. Have you ever seen Captain Rossi treat any member of his Company on parade, off parade, or in 
committee, otherwise than as an officer and a gentleman? No; never on one single occasion. 
2952. Have you ever known Captain Rossi troubled with anybody in committee except Mr. Martyr? I 
was never present at a meeting of the Company when there was any disagreement bcween Captain Rossi 
and any of the other members. 
2953. Except Mr. Martyr? I was not present. 
2954. Is Captain Rossi to understand from that, that you were not present on any occasion when there 
was any disagreement between Captain Rossi and Mr. Martyr? I was not present. 
2955. Have you not attended many committee meetings? Yes, I have attended a great many. 
2956. Has not Captain Rossi's conduct been uniformly courteous to all? Yes; whenever I was present 
it was always so. 
2957. Had you some intention of resigning, not long ago? Not before near the end of this last year. 
2958. What reason had you? My only reason was that I had so much private business to attend to that 
I could not possibly attend to my Volunteer duties. 
2959. Had Captain Rossi's conduct anything to do with it? Nothing whatever. 
2960. Do you remember Captain Rossi requesting you to look over some examination papers? Yes, well. 
2961. What did Captain Rossi ask you to do? To examine the papers and give marks accordingly to 
those I thought the most competent to occupy the position. 
2962. You gave the marks according to the examination? Yes. 
2963. And as you did so, did you know for whom you were marking-whose examination paper you were 
marking? No, I had no idea. 
2964. How were they given to you? As A and B. No names were given at all. 
2965. Can you narrate what took place at that examination-say how it was conducted? The questions 
were read to me, and I gave the marks according to the answers, and afterwards the names of the candi- 
dates were told me. 
2966. After you had given your marks? Yes. 
2967. Did those marks correspond with anything? I do not understand what you mean. 
2968. Did you find afterwards that they corresponded with those given by Captain IRossi? Almost exactly. 
2969. That was in the case of Hayley? In the case of one of the candidates; I think it was Hayley. 
2970. And the other was not exactly the same as Captain Rossi's? Yes, there was a difference. 
2971. Do you remember in which of them there was a difference? There was a very small difference. I 
do not remember exactly the number of marks. 
2972. Had Captain Rossi given more or less than you had for the other candidates? He had given less, 
if I remember properly. 

2973. 
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Lieutenant 2973. You had given less than Captain Rossi had given-Captain Rossi had given more than you had 
Chiholm. given for the second candidate? I do not recollect; I am not certain. 

2974. Whenyou passed an examination for ensigney, did Captain Rossi examine you for your commission? 
Yes, he did. 
2975. Did Captain Rossi favour you in any way? No, not that I am aware of. 
2976. Did you obtain your commission upon that examination? Yes. 

Examination ly Mr. Davies, through the Court 
2977. When did you get your efficiency ticket for 1869? In November last. 
2978. November, 1873? Yes. 
2979. Had you expressed any dissatisfaction before that, at not getting it? No, I had not. 
2980. Had you expressed any dissatisfaction to Captain Rossi? No, none whatever. 
2981. Had you expressed any dissatisfaction to anybody else? I do not recollect having done so. I may 
have. 
2982. As a matter of fact, were you dissatisfied? No, I was not; because I believe that I could have got 
my certificate by moving in the matter. 
2983. What reason was assigned at any time for your not getting it? I do not think that I ever assigned 
any reason. 
2984. Did anybody ever assign any reason? 11 never heard any reason assigned. 
2985. Have you been often in committee? Yes, I have been frequently in committee. 
2986. Often when Mr. Martyr was there? No; very seldom. 
2987. Sometimes? On two or three occasions, I think. 
2988. On those occasions were there any disturbances? None whatever. 
2989. Do you know that there was a disturbance between Captain :Rossi and his committee, which led to 
the dismissal of Mr. Martyr? Yes, I have heard of it. 
2990. As Lieutenant of the Company, have you not had frequent conversations with Captain Rossi on the 
subject? No; I do not recollect having had any conversation with Captain Rossi at all upon the subject. 
2991. How long have you been lieutenant? About two years. 
2992. Have you had no conversation with Captain Rossi for two years on this important matter, which 
almost led to the disbandment of the Company ? I have no recollection of it. 
2993. You said that you intended to resign at the end of last year, and gave as a reason for it your busi- 
ness-Had you any other reason than your business? No, I had no other reason except this,-that I live 
so far out of town that I could not attend to my duties without being put to great inconvenience. 
2994. After the examination papers of the candidates for the sergeantcy were placed in your hands, what 
had you to compare those papers with, or to judge of them by? I had a certain number of marks to 
award for the best answers, and a certain number for the worst. 
2995. Answers to what questions? They were taken from the Field Exercise Book. 
2996. What portion of it? Part I. . I and II, I think it was. 
2997. Were those papers which were handed to you in the handwriting of the candidates ? I believe 
they were. 
2998. Had they any distinguishing mark? No. 
2999. Were they not marked A and B? The names of the candidates were marked A and B. 
3000. The papers submitted to you had no distinguishing mark? None whatever. 
3001. Did you know the handwriting of either of them? No, I was not acquainted with the hand- 
writing of either of them. 
3002. Did you know which was A and which was B? No, I did not. 
3003. Will you describe to the Court what was the advantage which one set of papers had over the 
other? One had far more marks than the other. 
3004. In what way was one set of papers superior to the other? The answers of one of the candidates 
were far superior to the answers of the other. 
3005. In what way were they superior? According to the answers in the Field Exercise Book. 
3006. According to the answers or the questions? I mean according to the questions in the Field 
Exercise Book. 
3007. Was it simply that the answers were written out at greater length in the one case than in the other 
that they were preferred? No, it was not on that account. It was because one set of answers were 
more correct than the other. 
3008. Did you ever pass an examination in that part of the book? Yes. 
3009. Who examined you? Captain Rossi. 
3010. Was it a competitive examination? No, it was not. 
3011. Is your apology for not appearing here in uniform-namely, that you had not had time to assume 
it-the only reason you have for not appearing here in lieutenant's uniform? That is the only reason. 
3012. As a matter of fact, have you resigned? I have sent in my resignation. 
3013. How long ago? In October last. 
3014. In October? Yes. 
3015. Mter you had sent in your resignation as lieutenant, you got your efficiency ticket for 1869? 
Yes, I did. 

Examination by the court :- 
3016. Who were the parties examined on the occasion alluded to? Private Trenery and Private Hayley. 
3017. Privates? Corporal Trenery and Corporal Ilayley. 
3018. For what position were they examined? The position of sergeant. 
3019. Were .they examined in Part I of the drill book oniy? In both Parts-I and II. 

By Mr. Davies, through the Gourt 
3020. Were the other corporals dissatisfied with the course pursued on that occasion? Yes, I believe 
they were. 

By Captain Rossi, throuqh the Gourt 
3021. In what way did you understand the other corporals were dissatisfied? Because they had 
received their appointments without undergoing an examination. 3022. 
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3022. Were they favourable or unfavourable to the institution of examinations? I believe they were 
unfavourable. Chiahoim. 

3023. Was there any other candidate than yourself at the time you underwent your examination for your 6Jan 1874 
commission? There was no other candidate. 
3024. You sent in your resignation: did you request Captain Rossi to forward it, or did you leave it in 
his hands? I told him that he might leave it in his hands as long as he thought proper. 
3025. Do you ever remember saying, before presenting your resignation, that you could not think of stay- 
ing in the Company if Captain Rossi were not captain? I do not recollect saying so. I think I told 
Captain Rossi that I would resign in any case, whoever was captain, at the end of the year. 
3026. The occasion that Captain Rossi refers to was when you made an observation to him as you were 
both going into committee one evening-did you not then say that you would not remain in The Company 
if Captain Rossi were out of it, or words to that effect? Yes, I think I did say so; but I subsequently 
said that I would resign, in any case, whoever was captain. 
3027. Had your health anything to do with your resignation? Yes, it had. 

Examination, by 21fr. Davies, throwqh the Court 
3028. Having thought of another reason than that of business for resigning, can you not now think of a 
third reason? I think I gave ill health as one of the reasons why I resigned to Captain Rossi. 
3029. Can you not think of a third reason? No, I cannot. 
3030. Have you a copy of your resignation? No, I have not. 
3031. Do you know that it is customary or usual for an officer to resign, and for that resignation to be 
held over for an unlimited period? [Question disallowed.] 
3032. Have you done duty since you sent in your resignation? No, I have never attendedparade since. 
3033. Do you believe yourself to have resigned and to be out of the Corps now? Not until the end of 
last year. 
3034. Do you now considerthat you have resigned? Yes, I do. 
3035. Then, for what do you wait until you shall have ceased to have the right to wear the lieutenant's 
uniform? The acceptance of my resignation by the commanding officer. 
3036. Have you had the receipt of your resignation notified to you by Captain Rossi? No, I have not. 
3037. Verbally or written? Neither. 
3038. You do not know then that Captain Rossi ever received your resignation? I misunderstood you. 
3039. Have you had any receipt of your resignation-any acknowledgment from Captain IRossi? Yes. 
3040. In writing? Yes. 

Examination by the Court:- 
3041. Had you a good opportunity of judging of the estimation in which Captain Rossi was held by his 
Company? Yes, I had. 
3042. What is the general feeling, as far as you can judge? I believe there are many even in the Com-
pany very much discontented with Captain Rossi's treatment of the Corps, and there are others who are 
quite the contrary. 
3043. What proportion of the Company do you suppose are discontented? I have no idea. I cannot say. 
3044. Should you think there are two-thirds? No. 
3045. Should you think that there are more than one-half? No, I do not think there would be. 
3046. Is the Company in a good condition now, as regards drill and discipline? Yes, I believe it is. 
The last time it was inspected by the Major, he reported very favourably, upon the discipline of the Corps. 
3047. Is there a difficulty now in obtaining recruits? I cannot say so. 
3048. Is there any desire to join the Company? I believe a good many recruits have joined lately. 
3049. Do you consider the recruits who have recently joined, eligible or otherwise? I have never seen 
the recruits on parade. I cannot say whether they are or not. 
3050. Do you consider that the Company would be ruined or seriously injured if Captain Rossi remains in 
command? I cannot say. 
3051. You do not wish to give an opinion? No, I do not wish to give an opinion. 
3052. Do you consider that the Company will be ruined or seriouly damaged if ten or twelve of the 
oldest members leave it? I do not think it will impair the strength of the Company much. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court :- 
3053. Do you know if Captain Rossi has done anything calculated to ruin the Company? I believ he 
has done many things to make himself unpopular with the Corps; but I believe there is a good deal of 
fault on both sides. 
3054. Would you state in what way Captain Rossi has been at fault? On one occasion, in requesting 
Private Robertson to salute him on the drill ground. I consider that was one of the greatest faults he 
made. 
3055. Could you state anything else that occurs to you? I do not think that I can state anything else. 
I have heard rumours of other things, but I cannot vouch for the truth of them. 
3056. Could you inform the Court if it was usual with Captain Rossi to require recruits to salute him in 
plain clothes-whether he intimated to them that he should require that of them, on joining? Yes, I 
think so. 
3057. Could you not state positively if he did state that? I cannot state positively. 
3058. Are you aware that Captain Rossi ever asked recruits to do more to him than he requested them to 
do to you and the ensign as commissioned officers? I have heard him say so. 
3059. Did Captain Rossi request the same concessions to be made to you and the ensign that he did to 
himself? Yes. 
3060. You mean by that, that he requested them to salute you and the ensign in the same way as they 
saluted him? Yes. 
3061. Did that include the salute to you in plain clothes? No. I am not aware. 
3062. The question put to you was, whether Captain Rossi requested recruits to salute him in uniform or 
out of uniform; and the question is, whether he requested the same salute to you and the ensign which he 
requested towards himself? Yes, I believe he did. 

lkivate 
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. Private hogan was duly sworn 
Private 3063. What is your name? John Hogan. 
Hogan. 

3064. Are you private in the G-oulburn Volunteer Rifles? I am a recruit. 

5 Jan., 1874. Examination b,i Captain Rossi, tlirouq7i the C'ourt :- 
3065. Have you been in the Army? No. 
3066. When you joined the Corps did Captain Rossi ask you if you knew the kind of man you were going 
to serve under? Yes. 
3067. Did you say you had heard anything? Yes. 
3068. Anything against Captain Rossi? No. Some men dislike him, and more like him. 
3069. Did you express yourself as being quite satisfied to join? Yes. 
3070. Have you any reason to regret having joined? No. 
3071. Has Captain Rossi had any conversation with you from that moment to this? No. 

Examination bi1 .Mr. Davies, t/irouqh the Court 
3072. Were you in the Court during any portion of the proceedings last week? One night. 
3073. What is your occupation? Tailor. 
3074. How long have you been in the Force? About six weeks. 
3075. Since you have been a recruit, have you been fined at the Police Office? No. 
3076. Were you invited to join the Corps? By some of the men that I heard speaking about it. 
3077. Who invited you? Some men of Goulburn-some of the Volunteers. 
3078. You do not remember the particular individual? Yes; there was one of the name of O'Sullivan, 
and the other of the name of M'Hugh. 
3079. How long after you were fined at the Police Court was it that you joined the Corps? [Question 
di&allowedj 
3080. Were you fined at the Police C ourt shortly before joining the Corps? Yes; for once in my life, in 
any other Court or Goulburn either. 
3081. Were you dismissed from Mr. Davies' employ? No; I dismissed myself-I left. 
3082. Was Captain Rossi aware of this fine at the Police Court immediately before you joined? No. 
3083. Were you asked to come here to give evidence? Yes. 
3084. By whom? By some of the men on the board working with me. 
3085. Try and name them? M'Hugh and O'Sullivan, and several others. 

By the Court :- 
3086. What were you fined at the Police Office for? For being drunk. 

By Aft. Davies, throng/i the Court 
3087. Do you still assert that it was for being drunk that you were fined? Drunk and disorderly. 
3088. What was the charge? I was arrested for being drunk and disorderly; and there were two pigeons 
found in my pocket that I had received from another man that did not come out, and I was fined 20s. 
3089. Fined for what? For having these pigeons in my pocket, which another man claimed. 
3090. You told the Court that you were fined for being drunk? Yes. 
3091. And now you say that you were fined for having the pigeons? Yes. That was a second fine. 
3092. Will you explain to the Court how you can reconcile that with your first answer? I was fined for 
being drunk and disorderly, and I was fined neit, on the same sitting, Li for having them pigeons on me. 

Private Horton was duly sworn. 
Private 3093. Your name, if you please? John Horton. 
Horton. 3094. You are a private in the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 

5 Jan., 1874. Examination by Captain Bossi, t/irouqli the Court :- 
3095. What has been Captain iRossi's general manner to the members of his Company, on parade and off 
parade? He has been very strict with the Company, as every officer ought to be; and as to myself, I 
cannot say but that lie has been very civil to me. 
3096. Did you ever know of Captain Rossi doing or saying anything that was offensive to any member of 
his Company? At one time, when I was a recruit, there was a number of us-twelve of us, I think-who 
refused to pay the is. a week, and Captain Rossi ordered one of the men under arrest. 
3097. Was it because he refused to pay the is. a week? Yes. 
3098. Do you know of anything else? I heard him at another time reprimand Private Robertson about 
not saluting him; but what words he said to him I cannot say. 
3099. Anything else? That is all that I have any recollection of. 
3100. You say that a man was put under arrest for not paying his subscription of is. a week-Do you 
remember anything else in connection with that matter? Yes. There were twelve of us altogether, and 
one of the men said that the whole of us refused to pay the is. a week, and Captain Rossi told him to hold 
his noise. He would not hold his noise, and Captain Rossi ordered him under arrest. 
3101. Upon that was he put under arrest? Yes. 
3102. On the other occasion referred to, was that when Captain Rossi read out something to Private 
Robertson? Yes. 
3103. Which Captain Rossi intimated he had received from the Colonel? Yes. 
3104. Are these the only two occasions on which Captain Rossi did anything at which others could be 
offended? All that I can call to memory. 
3105. How long have you been in the Corps? Close on four years. 
3106. Is there any single instance, in anything which Captain Rossi has done towards you, to make you 
regret your continuance in the Corps? Not towards me individually. 

Examination bi J1&. Davies, through the Court:- 

8107. Are you entitled to four efficiency certificates? Three. 3108. 
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3108. Have you got them? No. 
3109. Any of them? Two. 
3110. Do you know why you did not get the other? I believe they are not due. They do not come up 
until some time during the first month of this year. 
3111. When the recruits were assembled together were they not invited by Captain Rossi to go into the 
waiting-room of the railway-station to discuss this shilling-a-week business? Yes. 
3112. When in the waiting-room did they appoint a spokesman? Yes. 
3113. Whoin.did they appoint? I cannot recollect the man's name just now; he has been away from 
Goulburn some time. 
3114. Was it Booth? Yes. 
3115. Was there another? Not that I am aware of. 
3116. Was Craig not appointed with him? He may have been; I am not sure. 
3117. Whilst they were discussing this question of the increase of the subscription to a shilling a week 
did not Captain Rossi say to Booth-" Hold your noise"? Something to that effect.. 
3118. And then immediately placed him under arrest? Yes. 

By Captain .Rossi, throuqh the Gourt :- 
8119. Was the interruption of Booth during the time that Captain Rossi was speaking? Yes, I believe 
it was. 

By the Court :- 
3120. You resigned? Yes. 
3121. Who induced you to rejoin? No one. 

By Captain Rossi, throuqhi the Uourt 
8122. Did not Sergeant Mawsou induce you to rejoin? Not that I am aware of. 
3123. Are you aware if he induced any to rejoin? No, I am not. 
3124. Did you ever hear from the recruits that he had induced them to rejoin? No, I did not. 

.Exaniiiiation b, the Court 

3125. W hen you joined, did Captain Rossi explain to you that he would expect you to salute him, whether 
in plain clothes or in uniform? He did not. 
3126. Are you aware of any dissatisfaction existing in the Company with respect to Captain Rossi's 
command? Yes, I am. 
3127. What proportion of the Company do you suppose are dissatisfied? I could not say. 
3128. Half? Yes, I should think half. 
3129. Do you think that there are more than half? I could not say. 
3130. Do you think that they have got good grounds for being dissatisfied with Captain Rossi? I 
cannot say. 
3131. You do not wish to give an opinion? No. 

By Captain Rossi, through the Uourt:- 
3132. Can you say if you think that Captain Rossi has done anything to ruin the Company, in your 
opinion? Only from what I have heardfrom different members. 

By the Court 
8133. Have you ever heard Captain Rossi use the word "sir," in addressing members of his Corps? I 
cannot say that I have. 

The Court adjourned at 1 o'clock p.m., until 215p.m. 
The Court resumed itsittinq at p.m.  

Private 
Horton. 

5 Jan., 1874. 

Private W. Cole was duly sworn. 
3134. Your name? WiIliam Cole. 
3135. You are a private in the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 

Examination by Captain .Rossi, through the Gourt :- 
3136. What has been Captain Rossi's manner generally to the members of his Company on parade and 
off parade? Very good. 
3137. Has Captain Rossi treated them always as an officer should do? Yes. 
3138. Has he done anything to ruin the Corps? No. 

Examination bj Mi. Davies, through the Court :- 
8139.. Are you an efficient member of the Corps? I do not know what the meaning of that is. 
3140. Is your name on the regular roll of the Company? Yes. 
3141. Did you ever sign the roll? Yes. 
3142. How long have you been in the Company? Going on for four years. 
3143. Can you point out your signature in the roll-book? I cannot see my signature. 
3144. Are you on the strength of the Company or are you a recruit? I am on the strength of the 
Company. 
3145. What is your occupation in life? At the present time I am lime-burning. 
3146.Did you ever resign from the Company? I sent in my resignation once, but I withdrew it again. 
3147. Who caused you to withdraw your resignation? I cannot say. It was the time when the sub- 
scription was increased to is. a week. 
3148. Did any individual advise you-who caused you to withdraw your resignation? The captain did. 
3149. Did the captain cause you to withdraw your resignation through your father? I do not know that. 
3150. Did your father tell you to withdraw your resignation? I do not remember whether he did or not. 
3151. But Captain Rossi did? Yes. 

321-M 8152. 

Private 
W. Cole. 

5 Jan., 1874. 
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Private 3152. How long ago is it since your father was a servant of Captain Rossi? He never was a servant of 
W. Cole, Captain Rossi that I knowof. 

3153. A tenant of Captain Rossi's? He is now, at the present time, I believe. 
5 Jan., 1874, 3154. Have you any certificates, of efficiency? Yes. 

3155. How many? Two. 
3156. How long ago is it since you attended drill? A week ago. 
3157. Did you put in sufficient drills for 1873 to entitle you to your efficiency? No, I do not think I did. 
3158. How old are you? Going on for twenty-seven. 

B, Captain Rossi, throuqh the Court :- 
3159. If Captain Rossi has spoken to you about resigning, did he do so improperly? No. 

By lift. Davies, through the Court: 
3160. Did you resign with a number of others at the same time? Yes, I believe there were several 
others. 

Bi the Court:- 
3161. When you resigned, was that the occasion on which Booth, one of the recruits, was put under 
arrest? I do not remember anything about that. 
3162. Did Sergeant Mawson induce you to come back? He may have induced me; I cannot remember. 
He very likely did. 

Private J. Cole was duly sworn. 
Private 3163. What is your name? John Cole. 
J. Cole. 3164. Are you a prirate in the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 

5 Jan., 1874. Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court 
3165. What is Captain Rossi's manner to his men on parade and off parade? It has always been right 
towards me; he has never done anything wrong towards me. 
3160. But what is his manner towards the Company, in your opinion? Right. 
3167. Has Captain Rossi acted towards you or the Company otherwise than as an officer and a gentleman 
vhould act? No, he has not, in my opinion. 

Examination b1' .Mr. Davies, throwqh the Uou'rt 
3168. Are you an efficient? Yes. 
3169. How many years' efficiency tickets have you? One certificate. I have been in for three years; 
but I did not attend drill. 
3170. What occupation are you? A farmer. 
3171. On your own accoimt, or are you employed by your father? By my father. 
3172. Are you a brother of the last witness-Private William Cole? Yes. 

Private bus was called, but did not answer to his name. 

Private Wilson was duly sworn. 

Px1ivate 3173. What is your name? Alexander Wilson. 
Wilson. 3174. What rank have you in the Volunteer Corps? I am a private. 

5 Jan., 1874 Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court 
3175. What has been Captain Rossi's manner of addressing his Company on parade and off parade? He 
has never said anything to me. 
3176. What has been his manner to the Company generally-on parade and off parade? I have never 
heard him say anything out of the way while I have been there. 
3177. Has Captain Rossi acted towards tkein  as an officer and a gentleman? Yes; all that I have seen 
while I have been there. 

Examination by lift. Davies, through the Court: 

3178. What age are you? Seventeen, last 12th of December. 
3179. What is your occupation? I live at Captain Rossi's place. 
3180. What is your occupation? My mother lives at Captain Rossi's. We are working for Captain 
Rossi. 
3181. The family are working for Captain Rossi? 'Yes. 
3182. Does Captain Rossi ever address you as "sir"? No. 
3183. Have you ever seen Captain Rossi in a passion? I have a little. I have been there ever since 1 
could walk, and he has never said anything to me. 
3184. Have you ever seen Captain Rossi in a passion? Yes, I have. 
3185. When you have seen Captain Rossi in a passion with a man, does he not say "sir" to him? No; 
I never heard him say "sir" to any one. 
3186. Did you ever hear him speak to any one anything like this: "How dare you, sir"? No. 
3187. How long have you been in the Company? I have been in about twelve months. 
3188. Who asked you to join? I asked Captain Rossi if I could join. He said, yes. When I asked 
him I was not of age, and I waited until I was of age. 
3189. Was it before 'or after the large public meeting that you joined the Corps? I do not know; I 
forget. 
3190. Can you read and write? I can a little. 
3191. Did you sign the roll-book? Yes. 

Private 
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Private Sherring was duly sworn. 
3192. What is your name? Alexander Sherring. Private 
3193. What is your rank in the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles P I am a private. Sherring. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Gourt :- 5 Jan., 1874. 
3191. What has been Captain Rossi's manner to his Company, on parade and off parade? I have not 
seen much the matter with his conduct. He has been rather severe at times. 
3195. What has been his manner? He has been rather severe sometimes towards the Company. 
3196. On what occasion was that? I do not know on what occasion it was. I do not remember. There 
was one time when we had a rifle match with the South Sydney Company. 
319. What occurred? We went down to fire a match with the South Sydney Company. When we 
were on the rifle range, Captain Rossi came up and said that he would not allow either of us to speak to 
each other. The South Sydney Company were allowed to speak to each other as to the windage and so•  
on, and we were not allowed to speak. 
3198. During what time were you and those firing prohibited from speaking? It was just at the time we 
fell in. 
3199. And during the time the men were actually firing? It was before we commenced firing. Our. 
Company was the first to fire. 
3200. Is that the only improper thing you have to speak of? That is the only thing that I haves  to 
speak of. 
3201. Has Captain Rossi's conduct to his Company been that of an officer and a gentleman? Certainly 
I suppose it has been that of an officer. I do not know much about military discipline-how far an officer 
is allowed to go; but I suppose Captain Rossi has not exceeded the bounds of an officer. 
3202. And as to his gentlemanly conduct towards his Company? I do not know much about that. I 
have not had much to do. 
3203. Do you consider yourself qualified to decide as to whether one acts as a gentleman or not? I have 
only been in the Company one year and nine months; and I think it was before that that all the disagree-
ments took place. 
3204. Has Captain Rossi ever acted otherwise than as an officer and a gentleman? Not while I have 
been there. 
3205. Have you ever acted on committee with Captain Rossi? Yes ; about the last six or nine months. 
3206. Has Captain Rossi's conduct towards the committee been that of a gentleman? It has when 
I have been there. 

Examination by Mr. Davies, through the Uoz&rt 

3207. While you have been on committee what have you done? There has been an account settled with 
Mr. Jones at "The Royal." 
3208. What business have you transacted? Nothing but financial matters. 
3209. What financial matters can you remember? Nothing has taken place, except authorizing the 
payment of money for some debts that were contracted for dinners that were given to some Volunteers. 
3210. Was the chief business the sanctioning the payment of accounts P Yes. 
3211. Were those accounts presented to the committee, through Captain Rossi? Yes. 
3212. Do you know if they have been paid, in accordance with the resolution of the committee? I do 
not know-nothing more than Captain Rossi's word. 
3213. Were the books of the Company. present at those meetings of committee? Yes, I think so. 
3214. What books did you see? The minute-book. 
3215. Nothing else? No. 
3216. Did you see anybody write in it? Yes, the captain. 
3217. Was the secretar there? He has not been there while I was there. 
3218. How many committee meetings have you attended? I could not say, but I think about twelve. 
3219. At any of those committee meetings was the secretary present P No. 
3220. Can you remember the exact words that the captain used to the men on the rifle ground, when the 
match was being shot? No, I could not remember the exact words, but 1 know he told us he would not 
allow a syllable to be spoken by any of the men. 
3221. Try and remember the exact words, and repeat them as if you were Captain Rossi? He said 
"Silence. I will not allow a word to be spoken- not a syllable. If there is, I will dismiss you from the 
range." 
3222. Did he say also "not a breath"? I do not remember. 
3223. Did you consider that language offensive? Yes, I did. 
224. Ungentlemanly? I do not consider that it ought to have been used by the captain. 
3225. Did you consider the language ungentlemanly? Yes. 
3226. And unofficer-like9 Yes. 
3227. On any other occasion than that, have you noticed anything offensive in the tone and manner of 
Captain Rossi? Occasionally on the drill ground. I cannot remember when. 
3228. Was Captain Rossi acting like an officer should do in respect of the loading of rifles on the occasion 
to which you have referred? I do not think he was. 
3229. Did ydu hear any observation made upon Captain Rossi's management of the shooting party? Yes. 
I heard some one say that the loading ought to have been left until we got to the firing-point-that each 
man ought to load as he went up at the firing-point. 
3230. Who made that observation in your hearing? I think it was the ensign of the South Sydney 
Company. 
3231. Was it not the captain P There was no captain. 
3232. Are you not aware of numerous disturbances having occurred in the Corps P I heard of them, 
but they were nearly,  all before I joined. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, througji the Court :- 
3233. What wiis there ungentlemanly about Captain Rossi's order about the loading of the rifles? I did 
not say that there was anything ungentlemanly. I said that it was not properthut we should be ordered 
to load as we stood in the squad. 

3234. 
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Private 3234. Were you ever there when a drill sergeant put the Company through ball practice? That was 
Sherring. with the muzzle-loading rifle. 
"" 3235. Was not the order given before firing,-" Squad, with ball cartridge, load"? Yes. 
5 Jan., 1874. 3236. Have the Company breach-loaders now? The Company have not, but the squad that fired, had-

the party that fired against the South Sydney Company. 
3237. Do you know the rules as laid down for target practice? No. 

By A&. Davies, throuqit the Uour 
3238. Have you shot in nearly every Company match? Yes; since I have passed the first musketry 
instruction. 
3239. Are you not a prizeman in the Company? Yes. 

.Evaninatiou ln the Court :- 
3240. What proportion of the Company do you believe to be disstisfied? I should say a great proportion. 
More than half the Company is dissatisfied. 
3241. Dissatisfied with what? With Captain Rossi as commander. I have heard a great many speak 
of it. 
3242. Should you think that there are two-thirds of the Company dissatisfied? I could not say. 
3243. You think that there are more than half? Yes. 
3244. From what you know, is it your opinion that the continued command by Captain Rossi would lead 
to the disbandment of the Company? I think it would. I have heard great numbers say that they will 
leave if Captain Rossi was still in command-leave after five years. 
3245. Do you think that their place could not be supplied by recruits? I do not know. 

By Captain Bossi, through the Court 
3246. Are you aware that the papers have agitated this question very much? Yes. 
3247. Can you state any substantial reason that the Company have for wishing Captain Rossi to leave? 
I do not know what other people think. I never asked any one about the matter. 

Private Coleman was duly sworn 
Private 3248. What is your name? Charles Edward Coleman. 
Coleman. 3249. Are you a private in the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles? I am. 

5 Jan., 1874. xarnvnatzou by Uaptain Rossi, through the Court 
3250. You are a transfer from another Corps? Yes. 
3251. What has been the manner of Captain Rossi to his Company-on parade and off parade? Very 
good, in my presence. 
3252. Has Captain Rossi acted otherwise towards them than as an officer and a gentleman should act? 
No, not to my knowledge. 
3253. Were you on parade on a certain day when it is stated that Captain Rossi said to Private Huricy, 
"What does the fellow want"? Yes. 
3254. How far were you standing from Captain Rossi at the time? Seven or eight feet off. 
3255. Did you hear Captain Rossi address Private Hurley? Yes.. 
3256. Did Captain Rossi say-" Whatdoes this fellow want"? No. 
3257. Did Captain Rossi use the word "fellow" at all? No. 
3258. Did you attend the last full dress parade? Yes; the inspection. 
3259. Do you remember Captain Rossi requesting the Company to give three cheers for Colonel Rich- 
ardson? Yes. 
3260. Did they do it? Yes. 
3261. Immediately afterwards did you hear a voice, one of the spectators, call out "'What's that for ?"-in 
that kind of voice-loudly? Yes;  I did hear a voice. 
3262. Do you know from whom that voice proceeded? 1 could not swear who the person was; but I 
heard the voice. It was inside the fence. 
3263. Do you recollect the first full dress parade that took place after the first public meeting-the day of 
the badges? Yes; February last. 
3264. Do you remember a sergeant coming to you and saying the Company wished to give t'iree cheers 
for Captain Rossi? Yes. 
3265. Did the Company give three cheers upon that invitation-did they give three cheers at their own 
desire? Yes. 
3266. Was not that the first occasion the Company ever met in full dress parade after the public meeting? 
Yes. 

Examination by the Court :- 

3267. Do you remember how Captain Rossi addressed Private Hurley? Hurley came out from the 
ranks and presented his arms. He said that he had shot for a badge at Maitland, and had not received it. 
Captain Rossi asked him if he had spoken to a sergeant before he left the ranks, and he said no. Thea 
Captain Rossi told him he had better go and speak to a sergeant before he came to him. 
3268. Did he speak to a sergeant ? Yes. 
3269. Did he speak to Captain Rossi? Yes. 
3270. Did Captain Rossi appear to be excited over the matter? No; he was serving out the badges at 
the time. 
3271. Was it anything more than an ordinary occurrence? No. 

.Eraminatio2r by Mr. Davies, through the Court 

3272. What sergeant was it who called fof three cheers for Captain Rossi? Colour-sergeant Trenery. 
3273. Who asked you to come here? To the Court? 
3274. Yes? Captain Rossi. 
3275. What is your occupation? Horse trainer and jockey. 
3276. For whom? For Captain Rossi. 8277. 
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3277. Are you entitled to any efficiency certificates P Yes; I have got two efficiency tickets, and I am 
entitled to one for 1873. 
3278. How long  was it after joining this Company-how many drills did you do and get no mark for them P 
I was under a transfer from IJiladulla to this Company. Captain Rossi said that I could go to drill, but 
that my drills would not count until my transfer was approved of. I put in my quantity of drills-fourteen 
here and three at IJiladulla-before I got my transfer for 1872. 

By the Uourt :- 

3279. What is your height? 5 feet 07 inches. 
3280. Without your boots? Yes; I was measured in TJlladulla by the captain before I joined. 
3281. How long have you been in Captain Rossi's service? Since the Prince of Wales' Birthday-9th of 
November last. 

George Fyfe was duly sworn. 

3282. What is your name? George Fyfe. 
3283. What is your occupation P I am general servant at the Rev. Dean Sowerby's. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court 

3284. Were you at one time in Captain Rossi's Company? Yes. 
3285. Did you resign? Yes. 
3280. Did you come in again? Yes. 
3287. And again resigned P Yes. 
3288. Did you resign on Captain Rossi's account? No, I did not. 
3289. During the time that you acted as a Volunteer, what was Captain Rossi's manner to the members of 
his Company, on parade and off parade? It was very good in my behalf, what I saw. 
3290. Captain Rossi is asking you what was his conduct towards his men-towards the whole Company? 
It was quite proper. 

.Eccdönination by Mi-. Davies, through the Uourt 

3201. What are you? A general servant. 
3292. Where at? At the Rev. Dean Sowerby's. 
3293. Are you at liberty to state how you came to resign the first time? I was about to leave Goulburn. 
I gave the Dean notice; which Captain Rossi can prove that I did. 
3294. How does Captain Rossi know that you gave the Dean notice; what is the connection? I am 
living there. I and the girl talked about it, and Captain Rossi was very likely to have heard that I was 
leaving. 
3295. What did you resign the second time for? I was going to leave again. I could not attend to the 
drill, as my work had increased. 
3290. How many times do you think you have attended drill altogether? I could not say. 
3297. Do you think you have attended twenty drills? Certainly. 
3298. Have you a single efficiency certificate ? No, I never got one. 
3299. That is the extent of your opportunity of noticing Captain Rossi's behaviour to his men? Yes. 

9t:;4 

Private 
Coleman. 

5 ,Jan., 1874. 

G. Fyfe. 

5 Jan., 1874. 

Corporal Wilkie was duly sworn. 

3300. What is your name? Thomas Wilkie. 
3301, You are a corporal in the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles? Yes. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court :- 
3302. What has been Captain Rossi's manner to the members of his Company, on parade and off parade? 
Captain Rossi's manner for the last six months, I may say, has been everything that could be wished, as far 
as I am concerned; but before that I have seen him at times not quite what I could wish in the captain 
of the Company. 
3303. In what particular? On several occasions when I have been present at drill I have heard Captain 
Rossi speak to the men in rather a harsh manner, although never to me personally or individually. 
3304. Will you mention the instance or occasion? What I can name is not particularly. On one occasion, 
as the Company were going out of the railway gates on parade, Captain Rossi was, to my mind, rather 
harsh. 
3305. In what way ;-what did he do which made you judge that he acted harshly? Some of the Company 
were speaking; a good few of them were speaking; and Captain Rossi, to my mind, lost his temper with 
the Company on that occasion. 
3300. Can you not state the precise words that he used-the action that fixed your mind upon it? Captain 
Rossi told them that if they were not quiet he would take any man that was in the ranks out of them. It 
was not so much the words that he used as the manner in which they were used. 
3307. Were the Company under arms and marching at the time? Yes. 
3308. Were some of them talking? Yes. - 
3309. A good many? There might have been three or four. 

Examination by the Court :- 
8310. Were these occasions of harshness on the part of Captain Rossi frequent or otherwise? They were 
middling. Perhaps we might have it about once a month. That is, leaving out of consideration the last 
six or eight months. 
3311. Are you aware if any dissatisfaction exists in the Company in reference to Captain Rossi's 
command? A great many of the members seem very much dissatisfied with him. 
3312. What proportion of the Company should you suppose are dissatisfied with him? I cannot say; 
there might be three-parts, or two-thirds, of the Company. 

Examination 

Corporal 
Wilkie. 

5 Jan., 1874. 
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Examination by Captain Rossi, through the Court :- 
oral 3313. Are you aware that the local journals have written a good deal against Captain Rossi as commanding 

officer? I have heard that they have written a good deal, but I have not seen it myself. 
5Jan 1874 3314. Do you not know that they have? I have already answered that question, I believe. 

3315. Do you not read the papers yourself? .1 may see fifty notices about Captain Rossi, and not read 
them. I have read several. 
3316. Can you state any substantial reason that the two-thirds of the Company have who, you say, are 
opposed to Captain Rossi P I am not in the mind of two-thirds of the Company, and therefore cannot 
state what their reasons are. 
3317. Can you state what the reasons of any are P I have never in any way spoken to any members of the 
Company on the subjec, with the exception of one or two, and they say that they do not ithe Captain 
Rossi's manner to the Company. 

Private Rogers was duly sworn. 
Private 3318. What is your name? Anthony Rogers. 
Rogers. 3319. Are you a private in the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles? I am. 

5 Jan., 184. Examination by Captain Rossi, throwqh the Court :- 
3320. What has been Captain Rossi's manner to the members of his Company, on parade and off parade? 
He has acted as he ought to have done. I saw nothing that was not quite right. 
3321. Did Captain Rossi ever act otherwise than as an officer and a gentleman should have done? No. 
3322. Are you aware of any dissatisfaction in the Corps? I have heard it asserted, but I never saw it 
myself. 
3323. How did you obtain your information-was it from the newspapers? Newspapers, and from what 
I heard in the town-post-boys, and so forth. 
3324. Have the local newspapers written a great deal against Captain Rossi? Yes. 
3325. The dissatisfactiQu which you say you have heard of in the Corps ;-can you say that there is one 
substantial reason that the Company have against Captain Rossi? I do not think so. 
3320. Has Quartermaster Sproule lately made any statement with reference to himself and Captain Rossi? 
Yes. 
3327. What has he told you? A month or two ago, when Lieutenant Chisholm sent his resignation in, 
Sergeant Sproule asked if I would not vote for him as ensign. I said, "Is that the Rossi affair 9" He 
said, "No, I am going up for ensign." I said, "You would not go up for ensign under Captain Rossi?" 
He said, "Yes, Captain Rossi has done nothing against me; and I will go on for another five years." 
3328. Did Sergeant Sproule say whether Captain Rossi had ever done anything to hurt him, or otherwise? 
He did not say so to me; but he said he was quite willing to go on again. 
3329. Did he explain anything about his evidence before the Select Committee? I said, "You gave 
evidence before the Select Committee ?" He said, "I did; but they. did not give me time to explain it." 
3330. What did he refer to? I can hardly tell. I would not say for certain. It was something about 
Captain Rossi and the Select Committee-that they would not give him time to explain himself. 
3331. Did anybody else in the Company ask you to vote for anybody else as ensign? Sergeant John 
Trenery told me that Mr. Clarke was coming out as ensign, and would I vote for him. I said, "I do not 
know; I will see who is in the field." 
3332. He solicited a vote for Private Clarke? I said I would see; and he said that he thought he was 
the best mai'. 
3333. What relation is Ensign Dignam to Sergeant J. Trcnery? I do not know. 
3334. .Do you know whether they are related? I believe they are. I would not swear it. 
3335. Did Ensign Dignam say anything to you upon that point? He said that Clarke was coming out. 
3330. About when was this conversation? It was in October. 
3337. After the public meeting, or before? What public meeting? 
3338. That known as the charge of the 600? It was in October. 
3339. Did I understand you to mean last October? Yes-1873. 
3340. Would that be a year after the public meeting? Yes. 
3341. And subsequent to the Parliamentary Committee? Yes. 
3342. Have you any reason to be dissatisfied with Captain Rossi as your commanding officer? No. 
3343. And do you know of any reason any man has for not wishing to have him as commaPding officer? 
Not in my time. I speak for myself. I cannot speak for everybody. 
3344. Do you know of anybody? They say so. 

Examination by 2&. Davies, tlirouqh the Court: 
3345. What is your occupation? A coachman. 
3348. To whom? The Bishop of G-oulburn. 
3347. Have you been asked to come here? I got a summons to attend. 
3348. From whom? From the Court. 
3349. Did anybody else except the President of the Court by that summons ask you to come here? I 
will read it and see. 
3350. Did any one ask you personally to come to this Court? Captain Rossi told me that I would be 
summoned. 
3351. Have you had any conversation with anybody as to the probable proceedings of this Court? No. 
3352. Any conversation with any one as to what would occur? No, I did not know what was going to 
occur. 
3353. Did you not know that Captain Rossi's conduct was to be inquhed into? Yes. 
3354. Did you upon that reminder have any conversation with anybody as to the evidence that you were 
to give here? Conversation with any one? 
3355. With anybody? I might have spoken as I would to anybody about this. 
3350. You are not asked what you might have done. Have you not a very short time ago had a conver- 
sation with anybody about the evidence you were going to give here P I might have had. 
3357. Have you an eciency ticket? I believe I have one thisyear. 3358. 
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3358. Have you one in your possession? I have not. Private 
3359. Are you entitled to one? I believe so. Rogers. 
3360. How many drills have you put in this last year? I do not know, but I have only missed twice in 
six months. 5 Jan., 1874. 
3361. How long have you been in the Corps? Over twelve months. 
3362. How much over? I could not say. 
3363. Is it one year, or one year and eleven months? One year. 
3304. Is it not a fact that you have been six months out of Goulburn? I have not been. 
3365. How long have you been out of Goulburn? Three months and a half in one journey. 
3366. And how long on another? I was not a week on another. A week was the longest. 
3367. More than once? No. 
3368 How long out of the time have you been a recruit? Six months. 
3369. If you were a recruit six months out of twelve, how could you be entitled to an efficiency ticket? 
I passed two inspections, and I put in fourteen drills. 
3370. With reference to this inquiry that was made of you as to whom you would vote for-had it any- 
thing at all to do with Captain IRossi's possible resignation or dismissal? I do not know what that had to 
do with it. They asked me about it, and I said, "You surely would not take an ensigncy under Captain 
Rossi ?" Sproule said, "Yes, Captain Rossi has done nothing to me." 
3371. Had not their questions solely to do with Lieutenant Chisholm's resignation? I expect they had 
something to do with it. 
3372. Had they anything to do with anybody else? Not to my knowledge. 

J. H. Woodhill was duly sworn. 
J. E. 
Woodhill. 

5 Jan., 1874. 

3373. Your name? John Henry Woodhill. 
3374. What is your occupation? I am a blacksmith. 

Examination by Captain Rossi, tkroztqle the Cowrt 
3375. Were you formerly in Captain Bossi's Company? Yes. 
3376. What was Captain Bossi's manner to the members of his Company, on parade and off parade? 
Generally speaking, I think it was very gentlemanly. 
3377. What were the exceptions? Captain Rossi had a great many things to contend against in reference 
to the conduct of some of the men. 
3378. The question put to you is what are the exceptions, that is, when did Captain Rossi not behave in this 
gentlemanly way that you speak of? The only thing that I recollect in the matter is in connection with 
Corporal Clarke, when he called him to the front. It was generally thought that that was rather severe 
on the part of Captain Rossi. 
3379. Would you describe that as ungentlemanly? I cannot say that; but I consider it was very hard on 
the part of Captain Rossi. 
3380. Are you aware whether Captain Rossi was obeying an order, or otherwise? Order from whom? 
3381. From his superior officer? I cannot say whether he was or not. 
3882. Except that time you name, has Captain Rossi acted otherwise than as an officer and a gentleman? 
No; from my own personal knowledge of the entire case, I think he has acted in every way as a soldier 
and as a gentleman. 
3383. Are you aware whether the local journals have written greatly against Captain Rossi on this subject? 
I am. 
3384. Are you aware of dissatisfaction existing in the Corps? Yes. 
3385. Are you aware of a single instance in which there is a substantial reason for this feeling? No, I 
cannot speak of any substantial objection that I know myself at the present time. 
3386. What has been Captain Bossi'streatment of you? He has been everything that I could expect. 
He has been more than I could expect in the way he has acted to me. 
3387. Can you name any parties in the Corps who have a strong feeling against Captain Rossi? I believe 
there is Private Clarke, late Private Martyr, present Sergeant J. J. Trenery. 
3388. Have you ever heard any of them express an opinion about Captain iRossi? I have one, more 
particularly than any of the others. 
3389. Which? Sergeant J. J. Trenery. 
3390. What has he said? On one occasion-that was the last Queen's Birthday morning twelve months 
ago-he spoke rather loudly against Captain Rossi. In fact, he called him a bloody snob-him and Mr. 
Beicher. 
3391. Where was that? That was at the railway station. 
3392. Did he say anything else about Captain Rossi? He said the sooner they got him one of the 
Company the better. 
3393 When was that? Twelve months ago last Queen's Birthday morning. 
3394. Did Sergeant J. J. Trenery honor any other gentleman by coupling his name with:. Captain Bossi's? 
Yes, he noticed them on the platform-" There are Beicher and Rossi-a damned pair of snobs." 
3395. Have you heard Messrs. Clarke and Martyr also speak offensively of Captain Bossi? I have not 
heard them speak altogether offensively, but I have heard them make use of words in reference to this 
investigation. 
3396. lllnfavourable to Captain Rossi? Yes. 

Examination by JlIr. Davies, tlirongh the Uonrt 
3397. Were you dismissed by Captain Rossi? I was; not by Captain Rossi-I beg your pardon-by the 
Colonel; through the Colonel's orders. 
3398. How do you know that the Colonel ordered your dismissal? Because the captain told me so the 
night I was dismissed. 
3399. Did Captain Rossi act as an officer and a gentleman when he dismissed you? I believe he acted 
in that capacity as a gentleman and an officer. 
3400. Do you think you deserved dismissal? Well, I hardly thought so at the time, without an inquiry 
into my case. 3401. 
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J. H. 3401. Why were you dismissed? It was for insubordination. 
Woodhill. .Mr. Davies asked that the Court should request Captain Rossi to produce the letter writleii to him by 

5 Jan. 1874. C'olour-serqeaizt Trenery which caused the dismissal of thewitness. 

Uaptain, Rossi explained that he had not qot the letter. He would produce it instantly if it were in 
his possession. it was at the Briqade Ojice. 

3402. You have heard other people speak against Captain Rossi. Will you be good enough to say what 
you have said against Captain Rossi? There is no doubt that when the Volunteer fever was raging against 
Captain Rossi I took the same part as anybody else. 

.Examination bq the Court :- 
3403. On the occasion of those remarks made by Trenery, was the Corps in unifoim and on duty at the 
time? We were all in undress uniform. 
3404. Was the Corps in uniform and on duty? On the railway station. 
3405. You spoke of Trenery making some remarks on Captain Rossi? We were in uniform then. 
3406. And on duty? On our way to Sydney. 
3407. Under Captain Rossi's command? Yes. 
3408. What act of insubordination were you dismissed for? Towards Sergeant J. J. Trenery, for the 
words he had made use of to Captain Rossi about the examinations in reference to Sergeant Hayley. As 
we were just getting into the train it came up about this examination. 
3409. What were the words which led to your dismissal? I called him a crawler, a two-faced fellow, a 
double-dealer, and so forth, and that led to my dismissal. 
3410. Did you apply those remarks to Captain Rossi? To Trenery. 
3411. And did Trenery report them to Captain Rossi? Yes. 
3412. And was it on that report that you were dismissed? Yes. 
3413. That was without an investigation? Without an investigation. 

Private Hurley was duly sworn. 
Pt. Hurley. 3414. What is your name? Michael Hurley. 

3415. Are you a private in the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifies? Yes. 
5 Jan., 1874. . 

.Exainznation. by Captain .Rossi, through the Court 

3416. Do you know anything of Captain Rossi's manner to the members of his Company, on parade and 
off parade? During the time that I have been connected with the Company-eighteen months. I can 
only speak for myself, of course. On two occasions Captain Rossi spoke offensively to me. 
3417. What is Captain Rossi's usual manner in addressing the Company generally-not individuals? I 
have nothing to say wrong in his manner in that way. 
3418. What are the two occasions that you complain of yourself? One evening when we were at drill-
skirmishing; and another time was the presentation of badges. 
3419. Explain the first? The first evening we were skirmishing, and it was dark at the time. One of the 
men on my left fired towards the officer, and shortly afterwards I made the same mistake myself. Captain 
Rossi said-" What is that fellow doing? He will shoot me down." 
3420. What was the next occasion? At the time of the presentation of badges. It may have been about 
a year ago. I had then been about six months in the Company. I won one of the badges in 1872, and 
when I did not find my name called out, I meant to ask Captain Rossi whether I was to receive my badge 
from him or from my officer in East Maitland. I presented my arms and advanced; and the moment I 
did that, Captain Rossi shouted out-" What does that fellow want ?-What does that fellow want? Go 
back." We were not up to these formalities in Maitland. 
3421. Do you remember an occasion, following upon what you have said, of Captain Rossi going to ask 
you what had taken place? I remember the time. 
3422. Did not Captain Rossi say that he had been charged with those who gave evidence before the Select 
Committee with having said "fellow" to you? He told me that he had been charged; but I told him 
that I did not prefer the charge myself. 
3423. Did not Captain Rossi say,  that the first he heard of it himself was from those who had been down 
to the Parliament? I knew nothing of the matter being reported. They told me that it had been 
reported. It was done without any orders from me. 
3424. Did not Captain Rossi then ask you the question,-" Did I ever say the word 'fellow' to you on 
that occasion ?" and did you not say to him-" No, you did not"? [Question disallowed.] 
3425. What reply did you make to Captain Rossi? Not anything to that effect, certainly. I told him 
that I could not exonerate him from using the word. He said, upon his word he could not remember 
using the term, and I said he did it on a previous occasion. 
3426. Did you not say-" You did not use the word 'fellow' on that occasion, but you did say it on a 
former occasion when we were skirmishing"? I certainly did not say that. I did not then say it. To 
confirm it the more I said,-" You also said it a fortnight before," when he did not seem to recollect it 
himself. 
3427. Did you not offer to write Captain Rossi a letter to the Committee saying that he had not said 
it? I declined to take any part whatever in the matter, as I said I did not myself prefer the charge 
against him. 
3428. Did you offer to write that? Certainly not; not to say that Captain Rossi did not use the words. 
3429. Did you not on the same day go to the Deanery and leave a message for Captain Rossi? Yes. 
Captain Rossi asked me would I write, to the committee, when he first met me at my school. I said-" I do 
not want to be compromised in any way about this." Then he asked me would I go to see him at the 
Deanery. I did call, and he was not in. I said that I wanted to see him about some Volunteer matters. 
3430. Did you leave a message for him at the Deanery? Only that I called to see him at his request. 
That is the only message. 
3431. Then you left no message? Nothing more than that I called to seen him on Volunteer matters. 

3432. 
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3432. Did you not leave word with the Dean of G-oulburn that if Captain Rossi would send for you to Pt. Hurley 
the committee, you would help him much more than by letter? Certainly not. 
3433. Did you write inc this letter? It is my writing. 5 Jan., 1874. 
3434. Is that your letter also? Yes, that is my letter. (The documents were received in evidence and read 
the Court. Vide Exhibit AA.) 

3435. Between the time of writing these two letters, did any members of the Company wait upon you? 
Yes; on one occasion two or three of them met. 
3436. Will you describe what took place? They asked me was I going to the committee to give evidence. 
I said—" I am unwilling to do anything in the matter." I was a stranger in Goulburn. I did not like -to 
say anything in the matter then. I was vexed on the evening when the words were used, but I was not 
willing to bring the matter forward. It was brought forward without any connivance on my part whatever. 
3437. Did they not ask you not to go to Sydney? No. 
3438. For what purpose did they go to you? They asked me if Captain Rossi had not called upon me to 
ask me to go down to give evidence. 
3439. Did they say anything about your not going? They did not try to influence me not to go. 
3440. Are those the only two occasions that have come under your notice of anything offensive in Captain - 
Rossi's manner? Yes. 
3441. Have you not reason to be thoroughly satisfied with Captain Rossi as commanding officer in every 
respect, excepting what yOu have named? Yes, indeed. 

Examination by Air. Davies, through the Court :- 
3442. Do you remember what day of the week it was this second occasion on which Captain Rossi* called 
you "fellow" occurred? No, I do not remember the day or date. 
3443. On what day was it that Captain Rossi went up to your house to have a talk with you about the 
matter? It was in the evening. 
3444. The day of the week? I could not be positive as to the day of the week—about Tuesday or 
Wednesday perhaps. 
3445. Do you remember how many days after the occurrence it was? Some weeks after then, because 
the matter was reported to the Select Committee in Sydney. 
3446. But early or late, had you ever any idea that you were mistaken on the subject of what Captain 
Rossi said? After the matter occurred I gave no more thought of it. 
3447. At the time when Captain Rossi waited upon you, had you any doubt then? No doubt whatever. 
I tried to confirm Captain Rossi himself. He seemed not able to think of it. 

By Captain .Rossi, through the Court 
3448. Was not the first time Captain Rossi spok to you on the subject after he had attended the 
Parliamentary Committee? I believe so. He told me that he had just been to Sydney, and had heard that 
this evidence had been given against him. 

Examination by the Court :- 
3449. What is the general feeling of the Company in reference to Captain Rossi? I have heard a great 
many of the Company complain much against him, and I have heard some speak in favour of him also. 
I should think that the majority of the Company, as far as I can judge, would be against him. 
3450. Do you conbider that they have got good reason for objecting to him? They are much annoyed. 
3451. Do you consider that the Company would be likely to be disbanded if Captain Rossi were to-remain 
in command? I could not vouch for that. 
3452. Do you think it likely? It is possible, but I could not give an opinion. 
3453. Do you think it would suffer much if ten or twelve of the oldest members were to resign in 
consequence of Captain Rossi being continued in command of the Company? From my knowledge of 
Captain Rossi I do not think they could get a better captain. I do not think that they could get as 
zealous or as energetic a man in every way as he seems to me to be. 

Captain ./lossi applied for and obtained the permission of the Court to see the papers in Martyr's case. 
The Court adjourned at ten 'minutes before .Five o'clock p.m., until thirty minutes after Seven 
o'clock p.m. 

The Court resumed its sittings at twenty-five minutes before Eight o'clock. 
John Chishoim was called, but did not answer to his name. 
Sergeant Blacleshaw was called, but did not answer to his name. 
President: Have you, Captain Rossi, any more witnesses to call? 
Captain 2?ossi: No. 
President: Do you intend to submit yourself as a witness in the case? 
Capt-nm Rossi: If you please. 
Captain Rossi then entered the witness-box, but having assured the Court that he had done so under a 
misapprehension, was allowed to withdraw. 

The Court adjourned at twenty minutes before 2Tine o'clock p.m., until Ten o'clock a.sn. to-morrow. 

321—N - TUESDAY, 
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The Court met at Ten o'clock. 

teent 

MAJOR P. L. C. SHEPHERD, VOLUNTEER ARTILLERY, President. 

MAJoR J. H. G-OODLET, SUnURDAN BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RI]?LES. 

MAJoR THOS. RICHARDS, SYDNEY BATTALION, VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

Captain Rossi read the following statement to the Court 

Capt. Rossi. IN reply to the evidence which has been procured against me, before answering such, I may be permitted 
to observe that no person has imputed to me the absence of zeal for the efficiency of the Corps, or of 

6 Jan., 1874. competency to command, so far as knowledge of my duties is concerned; nor is it denied that I have given 
time and labour without stint for the purpose of making the Corps really effective as a military body in 
case its services should be required, or that any injustice has. been done or partiality shown, except in 
reference to certain promotions which I shall now show to have been based solely on superior fitness duly 
ascertained. 

The first assertions to which I shall address myself are those which import that my Company is 
ruined, its numbers decreased, the respectable men eliminated, and its disbandment inevitable, all which are 
said to result from an imperious and insolent manner on my part and my disregard of the citizen element, 
and such like. 

It appears scarcely intelligible how such a gross misstatement could be made. I proceed to give 
certain facts which not only indicate but prove the converse. At the half-yearly inspection in October, 
1871, Colonel Richardson addressed the men and said, "he never expected such steadiness. Regarding 
the Company's drill, he would never wish to see it done better by any Company in the Colony. He felt 
proud in saying that the Goulburn Company were equal to any in the whole Force. The rifles and accoutre-
ments were in splendid order, with one or two exceptions, and the uniforms were beautifully clean, having 
apparently been well cared for. The Company was a credit to its officers, and he had much pleasure in 
congratulating Captain Rossi on behalf of the officers and men." 

BE. The opinion of Lieutenant Arnheim, formerly a Staff Officer in the Austrian Army, late of the 
Goulburn Rifles, and now of the Engineer Corps, as given in his letter which, with several others, I now 
hand to the Court of Inquiry, that the Goulburn Corps is equal to the best in Sydney, and in another 
letter, when speaking of me, he says, "that in all his life's experience he never met with an officer so 
desirous of doing his duty." 

The Goulburn Herald, of which one of my accusers, Mr. Riley, is the Editor, in its leader of 5th 
June, 1872, speaking of me, said that "he had many of the qualities of a good officer, that he takes great 
interest in his Company and spares no pains to make it efficient." 

Mr. Walsh., the Editor of the ,S'outliern Argus, and one of the framers of the charges against me, 
wrote, in a leader in his paper of 3rd September, 1872 :-" It seems but the other day that the people of 
Goulburn were justly priding themselves upon the possession of as efficient a Volunteer Rifle Company 
as any in the Colony, and it was with no small amount of pleasure that they became acquainted with the 
fact that at the Queen's Birthday Review in Sydney, the soldierly appearance and manmuvres of the 
Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Company were subjects which elicited the universal admiration and applause of 
the assembled multitude in Moore Park." To which I would add that on that occasion referred to, my 
Company received a great and especial compliment of being cheered by the public as it marched past the 
saluting point. The soldierly appearance and bearing alone elicited this. 

Mr. Walsh on the same date acknowledges "the painstaking endeavours of Captain Rossi to place 
his Corps on a footing second to none in the Colony." This indeed strangely contrasts with remarks in 
the same journal, on 19th November of the same year, in which it is stated that the appearance of the 
Corps was "sufficient to make our citizens blush with shame"—but on being questioned about this by 
certain of the Corps, Mr. Walsh apologized by saying those remarks were only the observations of a 
drunken reporter, from which I infer that so lately as November last (and subsequent to the presentation 
of the memorial against me) Mr. Walsh did not desire to withdraw his previous encomiums. 

Even in the evidence given by Private Mawson, lately a sergeant, he says that the Corps "are well 
enough as regards discipline" (he was formerly in the Army), and he has stated that my efficiency as the 
Captain is very good indeed. 

I believe that throughout the whole Service the Goulburn Corps is most highly esteemed for its 
discipline. The Corps has attained great distinction in rifle-shooting. Corporal, now Sergeant Blackshaw, 
at a New South Wales Rifle Association Contest, took the second place in the Colony, and has won the 
double Crown badge as the best shot in the Western Battalion; while another member, Private O'Brien, 
at the last New South Wales Rifle Association Meeting, obtained the highest and most coveted prize in 
the bestowal of the Colony—the National Prize Medal with £25. 

To point to the increased interest taken by the Company in rifle-shooting, I refer to the two following 
extracts from Goulburn papers—one in November, 1889, the other in March, 1873. It will be seen that-
the 

hat
the competitors for a cup presented by Lieut. Arnheim in 1869, numbered seven; while for a cup which 
the Company provided for a match in March of the past year eleven competitors engaged. 

Besides which, I may add, that within the last year or so friendly matches have taken place with 
my Company against three other Companies, 'iz. :—St. Leonards, which is famed for good shooting—South 
Sydney Rifles, and the Bathurst Rifles. The, Goulburn Corps has been victorious in these contests. What 
I have instanced sufficiently shows progress—not retrogression. 

"30 .ZVvr., 1869. Goulburn Volwnteers—Frize-s7zooinq. 

"On Saturday last the first competition for a Silver Cup, presented by Mr. E. H. Arnheim, took 
place. The conditions are, that competitions shall take place every second Saturday up to 26th January 
next; each competitor to shoot at least four times, at 200, 300, 500, and 600 yards, five shots at each range; 
Hay rifles; Hythe position; the highest average scorer to take the cup. Seven members of the Corps 

competed. 
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competed. The day was not favourable for shooting, a baffling wind blowing across the range and the Capt. Rossi. 
scores throughout were very indifferent. The following was the result" :- 

200 yards. 000 yards. 500 yards. 000 yards. Total. 6 J'n., 1874. 
"Private H. Blackshaw 14 11 11 8 44 
"Private E. Scanlan 14 8 11 9 42 
"Private H. J. Peard 11 8 6 7 32 
"Private Brentnall 9 . 4 9 5 27 
"Private F. Hayley 7 4 0 7 24 
"Private G. Field 9 3 7 0 19 
"Private J. Cook 9 6 0 2 17 

"Marc/s lit/i, 1873. Volunteer .Rifle Male/s. 
"Competition for a Silver Quip took place on Saturday last at the Goulburn target, and proved an 

exciting affair, several of the antagonists being close together in their scores. The result was in favour of 
Private Craig, on account of his making the best average shooting, making allowance fer the handicap 
advantages he had, although Private Byrne placed an equal score to his name. Appended are the actual 
shots made:— 

Points aflowsd. 200 yards. 500 yards. 000 yards. Total. 
"Private Craig...............7 15 15 12 49 
"Private Byrne 8 16 17 8 49 
" Col.-Sergt. Trenery 7 15 14 9 45 
"Private O'Brien 0 17 16 ii . 44 
"Sergeant Sproule 0 14 15 15 44 
"Private Cleary 7 11 11 15 41 
"Private Reynolds 8 13 12 10 43 
"Private Sherring 3 16 16 7 42 
"Private Woods 3 14 13 8 38 
"Sergeant Herriott 15 13 0 4 32 
"Private Clarke 8 13 2 retired 23" 

In November, 1872, the discipline and appearance of the Corps was most favourably noticed by 
His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief, on the occasion of his visit to Goulburn. His Excellency 
directed inc to convey his approbation to the Corps; and on my thereupon submitting a Company Order for 
that purpose for his sanction, His Excellency was pleased to say that it exactly conveyed his meaning. 

That Order was at once made, and read on parade, and was subsequently published by authority of 
the Commandant of the Force. The Order and authority for publication are as follows 

"Rossiville, 27th November, 1872. 
Sir, 

"His Excellency the Governor has done me the great honor of requesting that I should 
communicate His Excellency's remarks having reference to my Corps. This I have complied with by a. 
Company Order, which has been read and approved by the Governor; and I now seek your permission 
that I may be allowed to publish, in newspapers this most gratifying mark of His Excellency's valued 
opinion. 

"I have, &c., 
"F. R. L. ROSSI, 

"To Lieutenant-Colonel Richardson." ," Captain G.C.V. Rifles." 
Approved.—J. RIcIanDsoN." 

"Uompany Order. 

"It is the pleasure of His Excellency the Governor to say that he had carefully observed the Corps 
under my command during their attendance as Guard of Honor. His Excellency desires me to notify 
that he commends the soldierly fine appearance and bearing of the Corps. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
"Rossiville, 27th November, 1872." "Captain G.C.Vol>Rifles." 

I append a letter from Mr. Horn, a late Mayor of Goulburn, who speaks of my desire to promote BB. 
the interest and the efficiency of the Goulburn Corps. 

I append a letter received from Mr. Pitt, also a memo. from Mr. F. Walsh, both of Sydney, which 
letter gives the admission made by one of the Goulburn Corps that the Goulburn Corps "was never in 
such an efficient state as now" ; while the memo, of Mr. F. 'Walsh gives the acknowledgment of some of 
the Volunteers themselves "that if it had not been for Captain Rossi, they '(the Corps) would not be in 
existence now." Also, two letters—one from Mr. Strange, a citizen of Goulburn, the other from Private 
Russell, a brother of Mr. Russell who prepared the charges against me. Both these lefters speak in 
highest terms of my attention and interest in my Corps. Lastly, as collateral proof of the misstatements 
that the Company is ruined, I now give what fell from Messrs. Davies and Riley themselves when they 
were in Sydney, almost concurrently with their giving evidence before the Select Committee. In reply to a 
question, they admitted—" that the Volunteer movement in Goulburn would have died out but for Captain 
Rossi's devotion to it." 

The exact words were given to me by Mr. Walsh, solicitor, lately of Goulburn, to whom they were, 
as he states, spoken; and I am authorized by him to say so. 

The allegation that the number of the Corps has decreased is best contradicted by the muster-roll 
of the Corps and the annual returns at the Brigade Office, which latter show the following facts 

Strength. Efficients. 
1st January, 1870 ... ... ... 94 49 
1st January, 1871 .. ... ... 92 . 54 
1st January, 1872 ... ... ... 90 54 
1st January, 1873 ... ... ... 100 62 
1st January, 1874 ... ... ... 100 69. 

and at the present moment there are 127 (including 27 recruits awaiting admission) of which 69 are 
efficients; and I may here reply to Mr. Davies' statement that the number might have been 200 but for 

my 
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Capt. Rosi. my conduct, that 100 is the maximum number allowed, which number, as already shown, has been main-
c-.-'..---., tamed even since I have been the object of attack. 
6 Jan., 1874. In connection also with this branch, I may also refer to the representations made as to the alleged 

numerous resignations; and I may state that it appears by the registry or muster-roll that the whole 
number of admissions from the formation of the Company to the end of 1872 is 211, and that I find that 
nearly 80 of those who have left it from time to time have quitted the district altogether. Perhaps if the 
Court were to inquire as to other Country Corps they would find corresponding facts. Such a comparison 
would be the only fair way of ascertaining whether the number of resignations is in any way attributable to 
peculiarities in myself personally. Further, I may state that persons resigning almost invariably assigned 
reasons having reference to their other occupatiOns or to their intended departure, and expressing no sort of 
dissatisfaction (even from members of the Corps who were in the service of Mr. Davies). Often, indeed, 
the expressions have been strongly the reverse; and even in cases (three) of dismissal, applications for 
readmission have been made. 

It is perhaps difficult to meet the statement "that nearly all the respectable men have been elimi- 
nated" from the Corps; but I take leave to say that the statement is absolutely as untrue in fact as it is 
insulting to the existing members of the Corps. As a fact, I believe the Corps to contain as respectable 
a class of men as any other Corps in the Colony. I may indeed refer upon this question to some of the 
evidence which the Court has heard against me. For example, Mr. Martyr states "that there are those 
above me in social position in the ranks." Mr. :Riley states, "that there are leading tradesmen in the 
ranks." Mr. Clarke states, on being asked if there are not many privates in the Corps who occupy good 
positions in Goulburn? "There are—very good positions." 

Then, as to the statements which Mr. Davies has hazarded, that the Corps must soon be disbanded,. 
and that if I go on commanding I shall soon have nothing to command; it should be sufficient to refer 
again to the proofs already advanced of the opinions of competent persons as to the efficiency of the Corps, 
and to the facts shown by the muster-roll and annual returns ; but I may add this significant fact,—that 
within the last few months, fresh recruits of a thoroughly desirable character have offered themselves, 
unsolicited by me, in excess of the maximum number allowed for the Company. This it will be observed 
has happened in the face of the expected withdrawal of the Land Order system, which Mr. Davies and 
others supposed to have been the sole means of keeping the Company together. 

BB. I append a letter from Private M'Carthy, the first of my Company to receive his land order, who 
says—" as long as he has a hand or a foot to move he has no intention of leaving the Company, being quite 
satisfied with me as commanding officer." Since writing that letter he has, however, left the district, and 
has been transferred to No. 2 Battery. 

I have now given attention to those matters which more especially concern the Corps as a body. 

1.—Assault by Captain Rossi on Corporal Fuller in the ranks. 

On reading this charge I was utterly at a loss to remember the smallest particular having relation 
to such occurrence, and I actually had to inquire if it were known to any of my Company, and I learnt 
from Sergeant J. Trenery that he was present on the occasion referred to. From him I received the following, 
and not before could I bring my mind in the least degree to recall the incident, so transient had the occur-
rence been on my mind. 

Sergt. J. Trenery reminded me that I had asked Corporal Fuller for an explanation why he had 

Copy evidence neglected to attend parade as orderly corporal, when he told me in reply that he would resign; that I then 
handed in, and with one hand (suiting the action to the word) placed the palm on his breast, and said—" What! you talk 
marked 

. to me about resigning when I call you to account." 
I beg to refer the Court to the certified copy of evidence given by Sergeant Trenery on a previous 

occasion. 

2.—Assault by Captain Eossi on Sergeant Jlfawson. 
Docuneits This case was heard at Police Court, but I had no opportunity of being sworn or speaking a word handadin
marked DO to in my defence. 

On the same day after the case was disposed of, I found then for the first time that there 
were two witnesses who would have been able to give material evidence in opposition to the evidence of 
Mawson; however, they made each a solemn affirmation before a Magistrate, as I also did likewise. These 
affirmations, three in number, represented facts differently to the statements of Mawson; they were read 
by the Police Magistrate, who volunteered to write his minute upon them, with the view of its being sent 
to the Commandant. That minute was to the effect that upon the hearing of the case as the facts had 
appeared before the Police Magistrate he was desirous to fine defendant is., but had the facts transpired as 
given by the witnesses, he, the Police Magistrate, would certainly have dismissed the case. 

Sergeant Mawson resigned at the time his rank of sergeant in my Company, but subsequently he had 
expressed the. desire to be reinstated. I told him I would refer his application to the Commandant, who 
has in reply said—" That under the circumstances of Private Mawson's resignation of his former rank of 
sergeant in the Goulburn Corps, the Commandant thinks it inexpedient that he should be permitted to 
resume it." 

3.—Resiqnatiom of two different Committees. 
ocne!1te The first in September 1869, when four members out of nine resigned because I would not permit handed in 
marked KIC, LL, a military matter having reference to the election of colour-sergeant and quartermaster-sergeant to be 

discussed before the committee, whose functions are only financial. 
On that occasion the late honorary secretary had in his possession a certain official letter from the 

Brigade Office, which he had been ordered to give me. At a subsequent meeting of the committee the 
secretary commenced to read the letter, but declining, when asked, to give it to me, saying we were in 
committee. I then moved away towards end of room, saying to him, "I am now out of the committee; I 
order you to give me the letter"; and at last I received and read the letter, the honorary secretary putting 
the letter on the table in an ungracious manner. The honorary secretary resigned, but by letter (produced) 
asked permission to return, expressing the hope on his part that he himself would work amicably. 

ocmets The second resignation of three members of the committee out of nine (as the fourth who had 
marked Nic tendered his resignation resumed his duties) took place in September, 1872. The vacancies were immediately 

filled up. Those gentlemen assigned no reason for their withdrawal, but it was very apparent they did so 
in 
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in consequence of my not dismissing Mr. Deane, the bandmaster, though I had in the committee, as well Capt. Rossi. 

as by written memo., apprised them that I would dismiss Mr. Deane if they put me in a position to do so. 
In justice to Mr. Deane, I should perhaps add that he had done nothing to justify his dismissal. 6 Jan., 1874. 

4.—Resiqnation of all the Uorporals save one. 

It having been represented to me that the three corporals who resigned did so in consequence of Documets 
handed in, 

examination being required for candidates for promotion, I offered, with the view of facilitating their 
desires and on their behalf, to ascertain if what I did was in accordanee with the Commandant's wishes. 
I did write to the latter, and before sending my letter I gave the three corporals the opportunity of reading 
it. In reply, the Commandant said I had established a very good rule, viz., examination for promotion, 
and that as these non-commissioned officers had no valid ground to go upon, that I had no option but to 
receive the resignations. 

Subsequetly, and without naming it to the corporals when I did so, I wrote again to the 
Commandant asking if I might accept the withdrawal of resignations of corporals, if after they knew of the 
Commandant's opinion they so desired. The Commandant having made no objection, I intimated to the 
corporals that I afforded them the opportunity of withdrawing their resignations. After considerable 
delay, one oub of the three—Corporal Blackshaw—begged to withdraw his resignation, which I allowed; 
he became a candidate for examination for promotion; he passed a very satisfactory examination and has 
been promoted as sergeant. 

5—Dismissal, on apparently trivial grounds, of Privates Chambers and. Morris. 

The charges against those members of my Company were of so aggravated a character that a Documents handed in, 
Court of Inquiry was held. The examination clearly showed the insubordinate conduct of the two referred marked R. 
to, and I was subsequently advised by the Commandant himself, by written meno., to dismiss Chambers 
and Morris, and to make a Company Order to that effect and send a copy of the same to him. Abundant 
opportunity  was allowed to Chambers and Morris to make their own statements in writing. Those letters I 
produce. Morris admits that he went in plain clothes to the meeting of the Company, that he might, as 
he said, remark upon my imperious and overbearing conduct generally, &c., &c., and to the discourteous 
and arbitrary manner in which (he says) I adjourned the meeting on the previous evening. 

6.—Appointment as Sergeant of Private ITayley—a mere youth—over the heads of men of mature age, which 
appointment was therefore most distasteful to the Company. 

This is incorrect. Private Hayley was made sergeant after passing through the gradation of Do m 
ei1ts 

handed in, 
corporal, each step obtained after first class examinations. marked 00. 

Hayley having joined the Corps at its establishment in March, 1869, more than three years before, 
was certainly as entitled to promotion as another; but in his case I told him I would not promote him 
without he could pass a good examination. 

I think it sufficiently marks my anxiety not to advance one who might be incompetent, much less 
to favour Hayley in any manner, for had I desired I could have promoted him without any preliminaries. 

The fact is rather that the required examination introduced in the instance of Hayley has led to 
its adoption in all subsequent cases. This had appeared an unpalatable feature, and, which, as the cor-
respondence I produce shows, had disturbed some of the corporals and the Company. I would add, before 
Corporal Hayjey came up for his second examination for a sergeantey, I had made known by memo, shown 
to all the corporals, that I was willing to receive the names of those among them who were candidates for 
promotion. Corporals Hayley and J. Trenery presented themselves, the former passing a.gain an admirable 
examination in Company drill, upon which he was made sergeant. 

Corporal J. Trenery was not so successful, but, when called upon a second time, passed a good 
examination and was also appointed sergeant. 

To show how impartially these examinations were conducted, I in the first instance went carefully 
through the papers, giving marks according to the character of each answer, and subsequently I requested 
Lieutenant Chishohn to examine the papers of the two corporals, and, that he might be in a position to give 
his most unbiassed opinion, I arranged that he should hear from me the questions I had put, while he 
(Lieut. Chisholm) wrote under the letters A and B, which were to represent each corporal, without 
further clue given to the answers respectively given. Most strangely it turned out when the numbers 
were added up, B, which not till then I named as standing for Hayley, were absolutely the same I had 
given, viz., 106 marks out of a possible 117, while A, which represented Corporal Trenery, had three less 
marks than I had given; his examination was 66 out of a possible 117; he did not then pass, but did 
so at a later trial. 

7.—The order to Private Robertson, when in plain clothes, to qive the military salute, in contravention of 
Requlation 88, and the severe censure parsed upon him by Colonel Richardson for nov-compliance, without 
Private Robertson being allowed to reply. 

After explanations which were made, Private Robertson wrote a letter to Captain Rossi expressive Documents 
of his satisfaction. Such adetter, proceeding as the spontaneous act of Mr. Robertson, and the matter handed in, 

being understood, no ground or occasion is left for further inquiry. 
marked M 

Via'e extract from Army and 2s7avy Gazette, which will explain what had been my object. 

8.—The dissolution of the Rffie Association, owing to the refusal by Captain Rossi of the 'use of the targets, 
notwithstanding that the rules of the Association had been sanctioned by hionsef'' 

This is very incorrect. I never refused the use of targets—it was never asked for. In July, 1871, )ocne!ts 
the honorary,  secretary had handed to me a letter conveying a challenge from No. 5 Corps to shoot with marked QQ. 
my  Company, upon which letter I wrote to the effect that I could not recognize any matches with my 
Company which were not made through me. Immediately afterwards a simiar challenge was sent by 
Richmond Corps. The honorary secretary, Goulburn Rifles, replied; and also too/c it upon himself to suggest 

that 

* At the time the rules were formed I cautioned that nothing could be done repugnant to military rule, and I 
recommended a rule to recognize this. I was told there was no occasion, for it would be observed. 
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CapL Rossi. that Richmond Rifles sniqht arrange a match instead with the Goulburn Rifle Association, which they did; 
and it was published as having been accepted, 011 23rd August, 1871. After this, on the 25th August, I 

Jan., 1874. wrote to Brigade Office, stating what had taken place, and was advised that I would be justified in forbid-
dmg the carrying out of the match at the targets in my charge. I therefore, on 28th August, gave a 
Company Order, which I sent to quartermaster-sergeant to have posted, on 30th August, 1871, as 
follows :-" On Saturday, 16th September, no firing whatever at targets will be permitted." 

I particularly call ittention at having allowed an interval, it will be observed, of seven days before 
its issue, from the time the challenge had been accepted, and sixteen clear days before date of match—thus 
abundant opportunity was afforded, if there had been any intention to ask my permission for use of targets. 
Before the Company Order was posted I wrote a note to J. Chisholm, Esq., President of the Goulburn Rifle 
Association, saying I was sorry to have been obliged to stop the shooting, for reasons which I would be 
glad to explain when I could see him. On his visiting town, Mr. Chisholm came to me, and I explained 
that as the targets were placed in my charge, that no person could make use of them without my permission. 

Mr. Chisholm then asked me if I would send the following question for him to the Commandant :-
Whether Rifle Association at Goulburn can accept matches with Companies, Volunteer Force, without 
consent of commanding officers? The reply was—Certainly not. Everything should be done through 
and with the consent of commanding officers. 

I told Mr. Chisholm all that was necessary for him to do was to ask me. He was indisposed to do 
so. This occurred several days before the 16th September. 

I would have rescinded the Company order if Mr. Chisholm had asked for targets. 
Mr. Chisholm, in his letter, 14th October, 1871, admitted that, as a matter of courtesy, I having the 

control of targets, my consent should have been asked for—but that I would not allow the opportunity. The 
letter is a manifest error on the part of Mr. Chisholm; for, as I have already shown, an interval of seven 
days had elapsed after the Association of which he was President had accepted match before my order was 
posted. 

I carried out my instructions received from Brigade Office, and no match took place. The Com-
mandant, by a subsequent letter, 9th October, 1871, further stated that" The Rifle Association has no right 
or power to make shooting arrangements with Volunteers, except by sanction of commanding officer." 

I have lately received a copy of Mr. Martyr's letter to Richmond iRifles, written at the time he was 
secretary to my Company, and to the Goulburn Rifle Association also. His letter was written on the 14th 
September, 1871, two days before the match that the Association arranged for (which reached Richmond 
on the evening of the 16th). 

Mr. Martyr apologized for his not having written to the secretary of the Richmond Corps sooner; 
but amongst his reasons he says, "We were also in hopes that the captain might see the folly of his pro 
ceeding, and withdraw his order not to use the targets on the 16th," and that what the captain had done 
would "most likely break up our Association, and also put a stop to all matches with other Companies." 

9.—The public reprimand of Corporal (now Private Clarke), for sayinq, at a non-military meeting, that the 
captain had committed an error of judgment in bringinq about the dissolution of the Association. 

Document, It appears to me thatif Corporal Clarke had anything to complain of, it was the conduct of the 
reporter to the newspaper in giving publicity to Corporal Clarke's words, which I referred to the Com-
mandant, who directed me to point out to Corporal Clarke that he had been guilty of a breach of discipline, 
and that I was to caution him against commenting upon the conduct of his superior officers in the future;  
and I obeyed the directions given to me by the Commandant, though it was at the cost of much personal 
pain to myself, for I do, and always have entertained a kind regard for Corporal Clarke. 

10.—The dismissal, unheard, of Private and Secretary Martyr, whose case is now before your Excellency, on 
petition front the party aqqrieved. 

)oce.uts This case has since been examined by the Court of Inquiry, and His Excellency has confirmed the 
marked RE. dismissal. Mr. Martyr has been advised that he cannot be reinstated. 

Vide papers of said Court of Inquiry, and opinion of Court. 

ll.—Summoninq Mr. Martyr before the Police Court for not returning his arms and accoutrements, notwith-
standing its beinq known that the appeal to your Excellency was pending. 

Of the appeal I had no intimation whatever, except what had been stated in the Goulburn papers, 
that Mr. Martyr had appealed. 

I would merely observe that, had I omitted to do what  is here complained of, I should have failed in 
my duty as commanding officer. The proceedings against Mr. Martyr were also to recover the minute 
and other books, which he refused to give up, and which the committee required; and upon his application 
the cases were several times ppstponed with my consent, until His Excellency's decision was made known. 

12.—Disputes between the members of the Band and the bandmaster, and the retention of the latter in his 
situation, notwithstanding a unanimous vote of the committee dispensinq with his services. 

Document, The disputes between the members of the Band and bandmaster can form no complaint against 
handed in, 

me. The second part of the paragraph is easily explained—why I did not upon the unanimous vote of 
the committee dismiss Mr. Deane. It was because I had told the committee, before such resolution was 
put to them, that if it were passed I should require to be put in a position to carry it out before I should 
attempt to give it effect; and after that resolution was carried in the committee, the solicitor whom the 
committee especially engaged, as the minute of proceedings of 25 Ju]y 1872 states, "to advise in the 
matter of the charges against Mr. Deane," had advised me not on any account to carry out the resolution 
to dismiss Mr. Deane, unless the committee individually and collectively gave me a letter of indemnity to 
hold me harmless in the event of my putting the resolution in force. Such a letter was never sent to me, 
although the members of the committee were advised by my memo. (which I had requested the late honorary 
secretary to show to each and have it returned to me, which he has never done), that if they gave me such 
a letter I was ready to carry out their wishes. Upon this followed the resignation of three members of 
the committee (as named in charge No. 3). 

It may be well to say that the charge made against Mr. Deane was chiefly from boys, who asserted 
that their instructor was incompetent to teach them. They had heretofore played so well as to have 

rccived 
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received the highest commendations; but while they professed to desire to make progress, several of them Capt. :Rossi. 
wilfully and purposely absented themselves from Band practice—as much as 160 absences in a month were 
recorded. 6 Jan., 1874. 

Again, more particularly having reference to Mr. Deane, it is also just and due to that gentleman 
that it should be known that the committee (I do not include the subalterns, who were never present at the 
numerous meetings to consider the complaints preferred against Mr. Deane) had told the latter that he 
should have an opportunity of speaking in his own defence. With that promise Mr. Deane, by request, left 
the room with his solicitor, and when they were absent on that very occasion the committee determined at 
once to dismiss Mr. Deane (without affording him really the opportunity of saying a word). I especially 
call attention again to the resolution to dismiss Mr. Deane, that the solicitor advised me that I would 
individually and alone be liable to be sued if Mr. Deane should consider himself wrongfully dismissed, 
and that I would have to justify the dismissal by proving an incapacity in which I did not myself believe, 
and that he advised me not to dismiss, unless those who wished it were prepared to defend the act and 
would indemnify me from all separate responsibility. It is not true that Mr. Deane sent to me his 
resignation, as his letter written at the time will show, which letter I now produce. Document 

handed in, 

13.—Attempts supported by threats to get members of the Band, many of them boys, to sign a document which 
marked TP. 

your memoralists are informed is an acicnowledqment that they had been quilty of falsehood in their 
complaints against the bandmaster. 

It may be as well to explain that a letter signed by several members of the Band was sent by them 
handed in, 

to the committee, complaining that Mr. Deane was incompetent. So serious a statement involved con- marked UTJ. 
siderable responsibility upon those who made it, and Messrs. Deane & Deane, solicitors, wrote, requesting 
that an apology, which they had prepared for their brother, the bandmaster, might be signed by those 
bandsmen who had written the letter against Mr. Deane. I was requested (as the letter I produce 
shows) to act as a mediator between the parties, and I did my utmost as a friend between them. Eight 
members of the Band out of éixteen who had signed the letter against Mr. Deane signed the apology. 

I did not, I positively say, use the slightest threat to any to induce them to sign. I did all in as 
quiet a manner as I possibly could, for I was really anxious that the reparation asked for should be given. 

14.—Increasing the weelely subscription to a higher rate than in any other Company, without taki'nq a reqular 
vote, and refusing recruits the riqht to vote, notwithstanding that they were called upon to pay the 
increased rate. 

The funds of the Company having become burdened with debt, arising from the falling off of sub- Documents 
scriptions of honorary members and the irregular payments by members of the Company, the committee 

marked VV. requested me to call a general meeting of the Company to recommend the increase of the subscriptidn from 
is. per month to is. per week. After due notice given, a general meeting took place on 21st July, 1870, 
at which Mr. Martyr proposed that the subscription should for six months be is. per week, which was 
carried; but on reference of what had been done to the Commancjaut, he said he could not authorize any 
temporary change in rules. 

I then called another meeting by published notice, which took place on 0th August, 1870, when 
Mr. Martyr again proposed that the subscription should be is. per week without limit of time; I then 
making a promise that I would, when the Company had paid off its obligations, inform them, when they 
could, although the rule would remain, make such reduction in each week's pay as might appear expedient. 

The resolution of Mr. Martyr was carried, as there was no amendment and no exception taken. 
The altered rule was approved by His Excellency the Governor and the Executive Council. 
There is, I find on reference to minute book, no record of my refusing recruits the right to vote; 

but when the question had been asked me at one of those meetings, I did not consider the recruits could 
vote, as it happened at that time that we had about twenty in excess of regulation establishment of theCorps. 
These men were drilled to fill vacancies, but I conceived any members exceeding the 100 had no legal 
ability to take part in the business of the Company. 

In September 1871, I received an application or petition, which was given to me, signed by fifty-
two members, requesting that I would call a meeting of the Company for the purpose of considering the 
advisability of rescinding the resolution passed at a former general meeting, by which the subscription of 
members was raised from one shilling per month to one shilling per week. I explained I could not do 
this before the Company cleared off their debt, when I undertook to fulfil my promise to inform them and to 
consent to a reduction. When that time arrived, in April 1872, I told them that, by much personal trouble 
and some cost to myself, I had been enabled, besides paying current expenses, to pay off all debt. The 
weekly subscription was then lowered to Gd. per week, the higher rate ceasing 80th September, 1871, 
having continued in force one year. 

15.—Dismissal of Private Paris, who, believinq the increased rate to be illegally imposed, refused to pay 
more than the former subscription. 

The dismissal of Paris was caused by his insubordinate conduct extended over a considerable time, Documents 
which rendered it imperative for me at last to determine whether Paris or myself was to control—for he

'r'' 
resisted every opportunity afforded him of doing right and what was required. Paris could not believe 

ked 0. 

the increased rate to be illegal, for a Company Order stated it was done by the Governor and the Executive 
Council; neither did Paris believe it illegal, for he promised me he would pay towards it when he 
received certain moneys expected. When those moneys were received by him, at the very moment, I 
had him applied to by the colour-sergeant, to whom he said I might sue him (Paris) for the money. 

Subsequently I had another formal demand made for the money, which Paris refused to pay, and 
by the wish of the committee I had him brought to the Court, when, through the ability of Paris's 
solicitor, the case was given in his favour. 

Paris had never at any time paid a single farthing to funds of the Company, even at the lower 
subscription rate. After the decision at the Court, I acted upon the advice of the solicitor, and gave 
Paris a notice to attend parade on a certain day and to pay me the amount due by him. To this not 
the slightest attention was paid by Paris, and I accordingly dismissed him from the Corps, having pre-
viously been several times assured how prejudicially the conduct of Paris was operating upon many of 
the Company. The Commandant, to whom I refered the matter, approved of the dismissal of Paris. 

To 
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Capt. Rossi. To show how strong was the feeling of condemnation against Paris, the committee, subsequently 
.-"----. to the trial of Paris at Police Office, passed a resolution, being in fact the last entry in minute-book made 
6 ,Tau., 1874. by Mr. Martyr (15th August, 1872), viz. :-" The accounts due by members were discussed, and it was 

determined that Paris, late private, should be sued at the Small Debts Court for the amount due by him." 
A letter, the receipt of which Paris has admitted, specially warned him, if he did not pay his subscription 
and attend parade, I would exercise the powers vested in me as commanding officer. I did exercise those 
powers, and in doing so, carried out strictly the provisions of the Volunteer Act. if those provisions are 
inexpedient, that is a matter for which I am not responsible. 

16.—Police Office cases. 

There were, exclusive of the repeated occasions on which I was obliged to appear against 'Mr. 
Martyr for the recovery of arms and accoutrements, four Police Office cases conducted by me on the 
recommendation and particular desire of the committee of my Company, against Messrs. Paris, Hunt, 
Bowtell, and King. The circumstances, as briefly as I can describe, were as follows 

Paris had not—in fact he has not at any time—paid any of his subscription to the Company. His 
statement that he had paid 2s. Gd. to some person not named I never heard until made to this Court, and 
the payment of such sum was never notified to me or entered in the book. Upon being several times 
applied to for payment, he said he would pay some. I then spoke to him myself. He told me when he 
obtained certain money expected he would pay towards it. That money reached him, and on the 
instant of his receiving it, I directed the colour-sergeant to ask him for what was due, when Paris 
told him (speaking of me)—" Let him sue me for it." The case came into Court and was dismissed 
on technical grounds only, and without reference to the weekly subscription. As Paris had never 
paid one penny to the Corps, I was then to give notice to Paris to attend the parade on an early 
clay, and to pay the money, otherwise I would exercise the power given to me as commanding 
officer by the Volunteer Act. I did give him such notice to attend parade on a day named, and 
a similar notice was sent to others who were indebted to the Company, but Paris and a man named Martin 
failed to attend or to make any explanation, whereupon I dismissed them both and reported the case of 
Paris to the Commandant, who, after explanation, said that I had done right. To show how singularly 
strong has been the conviction on the minds of the committee representing the Corps, of the evasive and 
improper conduct of Paris, I would mention that there is in the Minute Book of the Company (a.nd in the 
handwriting of Mr. Martyr, being the very last entry of the proceedings of the committee made by Mr. 
Martyr, who was the honorary secretary) that the captain should institute further legal proceedings 
against Paris for the recovery of the amount. This resolution was agreed to in August, 1872, and subse-
quent to his dismissal. I have, however, forborne even to the present from putting a further pressure upon 
him. 

Martin, whom I had dismissed for the same reasons as Paris, afterwards told me I had done quite 
right, and gave me a promissory note for the amount he owed, and asleeci permission to rejoin the Corps. 

Hunt was summoned to the Police Office on the 15th September, 1871, to pay the sum due by him. 
Before saying further at present, I would like to refer to the statement made by Mr. Hunt that he resigned 
from the irregular manner in which he describes the rule as having been passed or altered raising the sub-
scription to is. per week. But what are the facts? That Hunt actually remained for twelve months in 
the Corps after the resolution was passed, and did not resign instantly, as the Court has been led to believe; 
while for the first three months after the passing or alteration of the rule he actually did pay without 
demur the increased rate of is. per week. 

On the 14th September, 1871, I had issued a summons against Hunt when I afterwards received 
his resignation; and, to point to my readiness and desire not to prosecute, I sent a memo. to him as follows 
"A summons had already been issued against you, but if you pay on this my demand the £1 lOs. due to 
present date, and costs of summons, 4/10-2 Os. lOd., summons will be withdrawn and resignation ac-
cepted, on compliance with the conditions of the Volunteer Act." Hunt completely disregarded this. The 
case was determined against him, after which he left the Corps. I may further add that having a really 
kind feeling to Hunt, I took the trouble to explain to him the obligation which rested with me, and, from 
what he said in reply, I believed that Hunt was relieved of the effect of certain impressions, and was satis-
fied with the course I had been called upon to adopt. 

Bowtell and King were two bandsmen who, in consideration of the instruction they would receive, 
were under a bond for their good behaviour and obedience, also undertaking not to absent themselves at 
any time from the required services of the Band without leave of absence. The former (Bowtell) was non-
military. I dismissed him for disobedience of orders, by the request of the committee themselves; and 
again, upon the especial request of the committee, which included Mr. Martyr, I summoned Bowtell for 
the penalty of £10 in terms of the bond. The case received no decision of the Court, as the Magistrates 
were divided in their opinion. However, to show that Bowtell himself considered that he had suffered no 
injustice, nor thought I had been harsh towards him, he applied to me by letter, 13th November, 1871, 
saying that he was very anxious to be allowed to rejoin the Band, and promising faithfully to attend all the 
required duties. I laid his letter (which see) before the committee, who recommended that he (Bowtell) 
should not be again received. 

With reference to King, I proceeded against him, as in the other cases, at the instance of the 
committee. He had twice before given trouble as a bandsman, and at the request of the committee he was 
reprimanded by me on the first occasion, and on the second occasion he was, at the recommendation of the 
committee, fined. 

What led to King's being summoned on his bond for this third offence was that, without giving 
any notice or obtaining leave, as required, he had gone to Bathurst with the intention of residing there, 
and I was informed and believe made application to be received in the Band of the Bathurst Corps. After 
the case had passed the Court, King asked to continue his services with the Band, and in the presence of 
the committee gave a written undertaking to faithfully carry out the duties required of him. So these two 
cases, with that of Martin and another of Private Miller, whom I had also previously dismissed—and, later 
still, Private Woodhill, who had been dismissed for insubordinate conduct to Sergeant J. Trenery—all 
desiring to return under my command, manifestly shows they did not object to my management, or consider 
that I had treated them in any imperious manner. And I may refer to a still more recent case of Private 
Mason, who, while he was a sergeant of the Company, resigned that position at the time of the alleged 
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assault upon himself by me, but he remained in the Corps, and has since applied to be reinstated in his Capt. Rossi. 
former position. I told him I should be glad to recommend his wishes to the Commandant, but the latter, '-.--'--. 
in reply, stated it was not expedient to restore him to his former rank. Mawson omitted in his evidence, 6 Jan., 1874. 
when he told the Court of his resignation as a sergeant, to speak of his desire to be reinstated, until asked 
as to this fact by me. 

i7.—Impefect and unsatisfactory manner of lceepinq the Company accounts. 
I had never heard of any complaints in this respect, certainly not as against myself. I only had oem0eits 

hande 
the care of moneys received, which I have always accounted for at end of March in each year. Whatever mkd W'W, 
was spent was at the instance and with consent of the committee, b

and account 
ook and 

If there were anything to complain of, it was the conduct of the late secretary, whose culpable abstraets
ked 
  - 

behaviour on two occasiois I am prepared to speak of, if it is the pleasure of the Court to receive par- 
ticulars, as to certain moneys which he received. YY. 

Further, for anything unsatisfactory or imperfect in keeping the accounts, the late secretary should 
certainly have been responsible, for I find the following resolution was in the Company's minute-book, 
dated August, 1870 :-" The secretary was empowered to purchase a book with index, and to enter therein 
the aniount due by each member for subscriptions and fines, and was also instructed to make out lists of 
members, with amount due by each, to be apportioned to the sergeants, who were to make formal demand 
for the same." And again,an entry in the same book on 25th March, 1872 :-" It was agreed that accounts 
for moneys due by members from 31st December last be prepared by the honorary secretary." 

Extract from minute-book, 15 April, 1872 (on presentation of accounts for 1871-72) :— 
"The Captain read over the balance-sheet for the past year, showing that the Company was out of 

debt, with a small balance of 7s. 5d. to credit, w'hile there was £13 to credit Band fund. He (the Captain) 
also stated that the honorary secretary, having copies .of the sheet, would show it to any member of the 
Company desirous of inspecting it." 

From minute-book 22 April, 1872:— 
The Captain explained what steps he wished taken to get in outstanding accounts due by members, 

and suggested that committee meetings for financial matters should be held the second Monday in each 
month." 

The intention of the foregoing was that moneys due on the 1st of each month might be given at 
that time. That suggestion has not practically been carried out, so that I now receive moneys whenever 
given to me through my subalterns. - 

Further extract from minute-book of 22nd April, 1872 :— 
"It was arrangd that Corporal Blackshaw and Private Craig  should canvass the south and centre 

wards of the city with 'a view to. obtaining honorary members, and Corporal Trenery and the secretary the 
north ward." Also, the secretary was instructed to write to Mr. Belcher relative to his promised sub-
scription." 

A preceding minute, 12th February, 1872:— 
" The 

872
"The secretary was instructed to apply to-honorary members for their subscriptions, and to try if 

the members for city and country would give a prize for shooting." 
Messrs. Riley, J. G'hisholnz, and Jllartyr.—On the 31st March, and subsequently to their examination 

against me before the Select Committee, Messrs. Riley and Martyr attended the annual meeting of the 
Corps, and succeeded in having themselves and Mr. Chisholm elected as members of the committee, 
although they were but honorary members, and Martyr having been previously dismissed. I stated at the 
time my doubts as to their qualification to fill such office, and have since ascertained that their election 
was illegal, and that they cannot be permitted to discharge the offices of members of the committee. To 
show the attempt to take the control of affairs which pertained to me, out of my hands, I have to state 
that, in compliance with the wish of the Corps, made at the annual meeting on the day above mentioned, I 
took steps to have collected the musical instruments of the Band belonging to the Company, and requested 
Senior-sergeant Fenton, of the Police, to receive them for me; whereupon Messrs. Riley, Chisholm, and 
Martyr, went to that officer and told him that he. was not to receive the instruments as I had requested, 
adding that they were on the committee, and objected to what I had done. The Attorney General has 
since advised these gentlementhat they can take no part whatever in the management of the affairs of 
the Corps. 

Mr. Martyr—(Memo. to him).—At the time it was in contemplation of the Rifle Association to Document handed in, 
have a match with the Richmond Corps, finding Mr. Martyr disposed to cause me much trouble, I mare 
addressed a letter about him to Captain Baynes, asking his advice. That letter and its reply I now produce. 
The memo, which I wrote was copied into the Goul burn Herald, and the remarks made upon it shows that 
exception was taken to it. The memo, was very kindly prepared by the Commandant himself to help me, 
and Captain Baynes told me if I followed it I should have Mr. Martyr safe. 

All'. Mart yr's social position, 4'c.—It has been asserted that I degrade men in the same social 
position as myself. I can only guess to what it refers to, viz., the following :—On one occasion, being in 
uniform, Mr. Martyr also in uniform, he came up to speak to me, touching me with his hand on my 
shoulder. At the time I said "You must not so address me," iMir. Martyr replied, "We are not on parade 
now." I said, "On parade or off parade I cannot have you address me in that manner." 

Mr. Martyr.—In the report furnished against Chambers and Morris, I had mentioned the un-
seemly conduct of a member which had caused me to adjourn the meeting—that member was Mr. Martyr. 

.Resq'nation of recruits—The recruits being at drill wished to speak with me about their not 
having been allowed to vote upon the question of the is. per week (why this was disallowed I have 
explained); and I, after listening to what the spokesman had to say, was giving my reply, but receiving 
repeated interruptions while explaining, I was obliged, after giving a caution, to place that rcruit under 
arrest, which I may observe he must have recognized as due to him, for he, after having resigned, withdrew 
his resignation. 

Olar/ce's son.—It was the manner in which he presented the letter to me on parade which led 
me to require him to bring it in a proper manner, which he afterwards did. 

Colours.—I should not advert to the subject at all, but for the offensive way in which it was attempted 
to be shown that it is my fault that the public, who are the subscribers and presenters, have failed to 
make up the required amount. The committee of my Company are for some time past aware of my having, 
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Capt. Rossi. with the help of friends, given the sum of £12 5s. 9d., being half the balance which was due; and 1 had 
further informed them that I would, when the subscribers, whose business it is, had paid the remaining 

6 Jan., 1874, balance, that I would present four silk camp colours. 
Mr. 1?il i.—This gentleman has continuously and persistently written articles calculated in the 

strongest degree to create a feeling of dissatisfaction in the minds of members of my Company; and for 
months past scarcely an issue of his paper has appeared which has not contained remarks reflecting upon 
my character and conduct. Nor has he confined his criticisms to matters connected with the Corps, for he 
has also commented on what he is pleased to consider my unfitness for the Government office which I 
hold; and he has even touched upon private matters, asserting that 1 do not require a land order, as I had 
land which he said I was prepared to sell. 

Hurley.—I never said "fellow" to him on the occasion referred to. The fact that I asked him to 
go to Sydney confirms my statement, and his (Hurley's) letters to me show that at one time he had a 
wrihingness to go to the Select Committee. Had I used the term I should not deny it. I have heard the 
term applied by the Commandant when commanding the Volunteer Force—thus: "Take care, you fellows, 
you will be down on the Engineers directly." The term is also used by Mr. Martyr (ride his evidence 
before the Select Committee), that he had joined the Force in the beginning to induce the "young fellows" 
to do so. 

"Sir. "—I deny using the word at any time to any one, except to Mr. Martyr, at a general meeting 
of the Company, when I adjourned that meeting on his account; and at the occasion of his being present 
at the inquiry held before Captain Baynes, when I told him, before Captain Baynes, that I would not 
allow him to speak, as he was doing so at the wrong time, and Captain Baynes told him (Martyr) that 
he must do as I told him. Captain Baynes had just before told Martyr if he had a complaint he must 
put it in writing; and in committee I may also have used the word sir to Mr. Martyr when he behaved 
discourteously to me. On one occasion I reached forward my hand to take up one of the books. He said 
to me—" How dare you? Those are my books." 

Accounts—There is nothing to show that the accounts were unsatisfactory. I produce my own 
books, from which abstracts were furnished, as required by the Act, at end of each year, and to the cor-
rectness of which not a single member ever disputed. The only irregularity particularized is the accounts 
sent to members by the secretaries, with which I had nothing to do; while the only thing that ever I 
knew to be wrong was that for which Mr. Martyr was responsible. As an instance, I produce papers 
before the Court which show Mr. Martyr's carelessness. He had received moneys from members of the 
Corps, and instead of paying it to me he gave me a cheque of his own, which was dishonored. I had 
applied to him for an explanation, which he never gave me, and I felt it my duty to report the circumstance 
to Major Brown, Commanding Western Battalion. That letter I hand in. I could only recoup the 
amount by deducting the value of cheque from moneys which were afterwards paid to Mr. Martyr's son, as 
marker at the targets. Further, Mr. Martyr was paid by me a cheque, about £7, to settle accounts of the 
Corps. The greater sum was due to Private Byrnes, who long after made repeated applications for that 
money. Private Byrnes reported to me that he could not get the money from Mr. Martyr; the latter, he 
said, had told him that he had spent the money. Whereupon I gave Mr. Martyr a written notice, that if 
he did not at once satisfy me on this point I would call for a Court of Inquiry. I hand in a copy of that 
notice. This was Ibliowed by a letter from Mr. Martyr to say that he had paid the account. 

.Roil.—I am unaware of the names thereon of persons who have resigned. The names which were 
not taken off were persons who have not resigned, and as to whom it was uncertain whether they had left 
the district permanently. Some paid subscriptions after they had left. Not knowing exactly what to do in 
such cases, I applied to Colonel Richardson, at the last inspection, who advised me to take off such as 
did hot make themselves efficient for the year; for which purpose I requested Quartermaster-Sergeant 
Sproule to furnish me with a list, which is now before the Court. The roll-book was in the custody of 
Mr. Martyr. The entries from 1870 were made by me, to supply omissions on his part. The book is 
required to be kept by Quartermaster-Sergeant. Clarke and Sproule, in evidence, said they would leave 
the Company if I were retained. Rogers' evidence show that, anticipating Mr. Chisholm's resignation, 
both intended to remain if appointed Ensign under my command. 

"Eggo's letter" is contradicted by that I give in my defence from Hayley, while the letter of "Mr. Dia-
mond" is easily explained. I told Sergeant Trenery long ago how so. It was thus :—Having occasion to go 
to the Bank on business, I asked Hayley to come to the hail for a moment. I then said,—" I have examined 
your papers for a corporal, and I shall to-night, on parade, name you as such. I would like to see you 
give them a little drill, but be careful as to the way in which you give the words of command," and I gave 
him a word of command in explanation of what I meant. Those are the woids quoted as marked, that I 
was drilling Hayley, which has led to the misapprehension. I merely state I never drilled or instructed 
Hayley on any occasion, unless with the members of my Corps; had I done so, I should not hesitate to 
say so. I would add, as Hayley has been spoken of as receiving such quick promotion, that the examina-
tion papers handed in will show that Trenery's examinations followed nearly twice as quick as that of 
Hayley, and that he was made a sergeant in 1thf the time which elapsed in the promotion of Hayley. 

Manner qf addressin.q the r2en.—A large number say it is all that could be wished; those who say 
I have offended, all point to occasions when I had to find fault with their conduct, such as talking in the 
ranks. No disturbance for the last six months, as stated by Wilkie, Mawson, and Sproule. Clarke says 
things are greatly improved during the last twelve months. There has been no unpleasantness since Mr. 
Martyr quitted the Corps; no witness has mentioned any disagreement since then, but one, when pressed, 
said King's case, which the committee concurred should be prosecuted; and the other the iuterfCrence of 
Messrs. Riley and Martyr with an order I had given to my Quartermaster-Sergeant about the Band 
instruments—an order which I made to him in compliance with an expressed wish of the Corps to get 
the instruments into my care, where they are at present, and have not been out of my possession. They 
were simply in the hands of Senior Sergeant Fenton for my convenience; I had no other secure place 
wherein to keep them, my own rooms being accessible by all. I say I have had unpleasantness with no 
one, but others have mistaken my attention to the couise required by duty as opposing them. 

Mr. Teece, the Chairman of the Select Committee, himself told me that the more this matter was 
inquired into the better I should come out of it, and that I should be more respected. On another occa-
sion, seeing me in command, he told me that he had heard persons speaking against me, but he admired 
the way in which I carried out discip1ine 
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Capt. Rossi. 

1?ecruits.—I may state that the number of recruits at present surpasses the high.est number the  
Corps has had at any one time. I have sought for none of them to join, but have in all cases asked if they 6 Jan., 1374. 
were aware of my bad reputation as commanding officer, to which they have expressed they are perfectly 
satisfied. One man said he had read the evidence before the Select Committee, and that he came to me on 
that account, for he saw therein that I was right. 

The two undersigned recruits spoken of were only admitted on the expressed approval of the Com-
mandant. The ages extend from sixteen to thirty-two years. All are very eligible, and I am scrupulously 
careful never to admit any one unless after due inquiry. 

Opinioas.—I may say that I have received the repeated assurances from members of my Company 
of their entire confidence in me as commanding officer. These men are, however, deterred from actively 
saying so. Those to whom I allude I have not had as witnesses; they represent some of the very best 
men in the Corps; they cannot afford to make enemies by openly appearing to support me, though they 
have spontaneously given me their assurances of thorough confidence and satisfaction, including my 
manner. I know if they were to do so openly, their interests would be affected thereby. In the face of 
so much opposition by persons whose business it is not, I am conscious of having never forfeited the 
respect of my Company; and I am equally confident that nothing would have ever been done by a 
member of my Company against me had it not been from pressure from without. 

The circular I addressed to my Corps before the public meeting will clearly show that I had 
suggested a safety-valve for what the papers have called the chronic disagreements, and the Company did 
accept it and act upon my suggestion, and represented the only grievance they appeared, in July, 1872, 
to have had, viz., the institution of examinations for promotion. The door was open for them to say 
anything. 

As to my disregard of the citizen element, it is difficult to determine the point or ground of 
complaint, my association with the members of the Company is as soldiers—not citizens; and I would here 
repeat what I have at other times stated,—that I think they would certainly make better soldiers if they 
sometimes forgot their citizenship. 

The greatest effort of the Imperial Government in reorganizing the military forces of the United 
Kingdom is directed to assimilating the Volunteers, in instruction, discipline, and practice, as closely to 
the regular troops as they can. If it mean, as has been mis-stated, that I degrade those who are in the 
same social position as myself, "not only in the ranks but elsewhere," it is utterly untrue, as the letters I 
refer to testify. 

To all I maintain the same demeanour that I did towards them when I was a private in the 
Company, except.that I am conscious of deeper sympathies with them in every-day life. And although it 
would not become me under the circumstances to advance instances of such kind feeling on my part, yet, 
in vindication, I may perhaps be allowed to •  justify myself by stating that I have invariably made it a 
practice in every and all cases whenever I knew of one of the Company being sick or suffering from 
accident personally to see him, or if unable to do so to make inquiries. 

I have sacrificed my own amusements, my time, my money, and have given whatever little influence 
I possess for the benefit, help, and encouragement of those in the Corps, whom I repeatedly and publicly 
have acknowledged as being in my estimation superior to any other 100 men in the district; but in 
discipline, as I have said, I will not allow the Corps to degenerate into a mere careless idle association for 
playing at soldiers, which should be a sterling self-sacrificing preparation for the military defence of our 
homes in case of danger. 

In conclusion, I desire strongly to urge upon the Court the fact that with reference to all the most 
serious charges against me, I have applied to headquarters for advice and directions; and in the proceedings 
complained of, I have been always guided in my course by the instructions I .have received. This course, I 
submit, has been consistent with the Volunteer Act, the Regulations, and Bules of my Company; and if 
the carrying out of what is here laid down, and of the instructions I have received, has made me unpopular, 
I submit that such unpopularity can form no valid ground for my dismissal from the Service. 

P. R. L. BOSSI, 
Captain, G. V. Bifles. 

Captain Bossi handed into the Court certain documents upon which he also relied in his defence. 
Mr. Davies thanked the Court for their exceedingly courteous and gentlemanly manner towards 

him personally, and as acting for the othermemorialists; and desired that his apology might be accepted if,  
through ignorance or inadvertence, he had departed from the proper course in the performance of the duty 
which had been cast upon him. 

Captain Bossi desired also, if not inconsistent with military etiquette, to express his deepest 
acknowledgments to the Court. 

The President was glad that the action of the Court had met with the approval of parties on both 
sides. It was the desire of the Court to act with perfect impartiality. The Court desired to express their 
acknowledgments of the great kindness of the Police Magistrate in placing the Court House at their 
disposal for the purposes of this investigation. 

The Court room was then cleared. 
The Court deliberated. 
The Court adjourned at 15 minutes past 12 o'clock p.m., to Thursday, 8th instant, at 730 p.m., at 

the Volunteer Artillery Office, Sydney. 

THURSDAY, 8 JA.ZTUARY, 1874. 
The Court met at the Offices of the Volunteer Artillery, Elizabeth-street, Sydney, at thirty minutes 

after 7 o'clock p.m. 
The Court deliberated. 
The Court adjourned at twenty minutes before 10 o'clock p.m., until Monday next, at 730 P.M. 

MOHDA i; 
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MONDAY, 12 JANUARY, 1874. 
The Court met at the Offices of the Volunteer Artillery, at 730 p.m. 

Chief. 
The President communicated the result of his interview with His Excellency the Commander-in- 

The Court proceeded to draft Opinion, which was considered and finally adopted. 
The Court adjourned at 930 p.m., until Tuesday, 13th instant, at 11 a.m. 

TUESDAY 13 JANUARY, 1874. 
The Court met at the Offices of the Volunteer Artillery, at 11 o'clock a.m. 
The Opinion which had been prepared was read over, and the President waited upon the Com-

mandant with it, and, in his presence and by his direction, enclosed the Opinion in an envelope addressed 
to the Commandant, and left with him at 1240 p.m. 

WEDNESDAY, 21 JANUARY, 1874. 
The Court met at the Offices of the Volunteer Artillery, at 740 p.m. 
Arrangements were made for the printing of the documents, and the Court deliberated in regard 

to final Report. 
The Court adjourned at 845 p.m. 

WEDNESDAY, 28 JANUARY, 1874. 
The Court met at the Offices of the Volunteer Artillery, at noon. 
The Court deliberated, and agreed to draft Opinion. 
The Court adjourned at fifteen minutes before 2 o'clock p.m., until Monday next at 1230 p.m. 

MONDAY, 2 1?EBRUARI 1874. 
The Court met at the Offices of the Volunteer Artillery, at 1230 p.m. 
The final Opinion was read over and signed. 
The Court, at thirty minutes after 1 o'clock, adjourned sfize die. 
The Court records its high appreciation of the services rendered by Mr. Charles Robinson, S. Al. 

Herald, the shorthand writer who was engaged in this case. 

EXHIBITS. 

EXHIBIT A. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Rossiville, 5 July, 1872. 

Sir, 
Three Corporals, Fuller, Blackshaw, and Clarke, have sent their resignations to me of their positions as non- 

commissioned officers. 
I am led to understand that they have done so, having the impression that in their cases they should receive promotion 

as sergeants, as vacancies occurred, without being required to undergo examination; their grounds for expressing such exemp- 
tion being, that one of them was a corporal when other corporals were promoted without examination. 

I should remark that no promotion of sergeant from corporal has been made without examination since that system 
has been established, and which test I take leave to be permitted to remind you had received your concurrence. 

The non-commissioned officers, whose names are now before you have faithfully discharged their duties in those 
capacities, while Corporal Blackshaw has always very highly distinguished himself in shooting. 

I withhold the formal acceptance of their resignations until I hear from you and obtain direction. 
I have, &c., 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G. C. V. Rifles. 

Captain Rossi has established a very good rule, viz., examination for promotion. Seniority, however, should not be 
overlooked, provided the candidate passes a creditable examination. These non-commissioned officers have no valid ground to 
go upon; and Captain Rossi has no option but to receive the re3ignations.—J,S.R., Lt.-Col,, B.C., 9/8/72. 

EXHIBIT B. 
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EXHIBIT B. 

Company Order. 

ANY member desiring promotion to rank of corporal will be good enough to give to me without delay, his name, and to state 
when he will be prepared for the necessary examination. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
13 May, 1872. Captain. 

EXHIBIT C. 

Goulburn, July 22, 1872. 

To Lieut.-Colonel Richardson, Commanding Volunteer Force, New South Wales,— 

Sir, 
As members of the Goulburn Corps, Volunteer Rifles, we beg leave respectfully to express to you our dissatisfaction 

at the rule lately introduced by Captain Rossi, to the effect that all men desirous of promotion as non-commissioned officers 
must undergo an examination. 

The reasons for our dissatisfaction at this rule are because it did not exist at the time the Corps was formed or for some 
time after,— 

Because men who were appointed in the first instance as corporals and sergeants by the votes of the Company, and who 
have done the duties since, were not subjected to this examination; and some of the present sergeants raised from the corporals, 
and corporals promoted from the ranks, bad not to undergo the ordeal. 

Because, while the oldest members of the Corps are, if wishing for promotion, compelled to compete with men jtist dis. 
missed from recruit drill, the examination is no real test of efficiency; a schoolboy, or one just left school, from his recent 
training, is in a better condition to learn off the drill-book, and repeat his lesson by rote, than men of more mature years. At 
the same time the latter, especially those who have been several years in the Corps, and who have attended drill and made 
themselves efficient, are for all practical purposes the better adapted to perform the duties of non-commissioned officers. 

Because the only true test of efficiency is the capability of men to take charge of the Company, and to drill either 
recruits or Company; and this can best be tried by observing the actions of non-commissioned officers on the parade ground. 

We have the honor, therefore, respectfully to submit, that this system of examination should be done away with. 

We have, &c., 

Sir, 

B. Mawson, sergeant 
A. Sproule, sergeant 
W. Trenery, colour-sergeant 
Hy. Herriott, sergeant 
Charles S. Fuller, corporal 
Henry Blackshaw, corporal 
H. S. Clarke, corporal 
W. F. Robertson, private 
John Eggo, private 
M. Buckley, private 
T. Wilkie, private 
F. Sherring, private 
J. B. Craig, private 
J. Lumsden, private 
George Martyr, private and hon. see. 
Terence O'Donnell, private 
W. Riley, private 
Thos. Byrne, private 
Joseph Reynolds, private 
John W. Hollis, private 
E. Gillespie, private 
Thos. Russell, private 
J. H. Woodhill, private 

EXHIBIT D. 

Major Fitzsimons to Captain Rossi. 

James Morris, private 
Patrick Joseph Fitzgibbon, private 
John Horton, private 
Gottlieb J. Trump, private 
Thos. Connor, private 
William Kingsel, private 
Henry J. Pearci, private 
T. O'Brien, private 
Daniel Keily, private 
R. M'George 
H. B. Monkley, private 
H. J. Davis, private 
W. C. Duke, private 
P. R. M'Kean, q.-m. sergeant 
Denis Cleary, private 
D. J. Donnelley, private 
W. H. Wilson, private 
Thomas F. Moss, private 
C. Holt, private 
Jas. O'Sullivan, private 
Private Wood 
William M'Carthy, private 

Brigade Office, 
Sydney, 30 July, 1872. 

I have the honor, by direction, to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 24th instant, covering a communication 
from various non-commissioned officers and members of the Corps under your command, requesting that the examination to 
the rank, and for the promotion of non-commissioned officers, be dispensed with—and to state in reply thereto, that the 
Commandt highly approves of a system of examination, both practical and theoretical, in these cases; at the same time he 
wishes it to be distinctly understood that the senior non-commissioned officer of any rank should be promoted, provided he 
passes a creditable examination and is otherwise eligible. 

I have, &c., 
A. F. FITZSIMONS, Major, 

Major of Brigade. 

EXHIBIT E. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, 
Rossiville, 13 July, 1872. 

I have the honor to acknowledge your memo, relating to the acceptance of the resignations of the three corporals 
in my Company, which shall be communicated to them. It occurs to me that they may, upon seeing the purport of memo., 
desire to withdraw their resignations; should. they propose to do so, I shall be glad to learn if you consider it would be 
expedient to allow withdrawal? 

I have, &c., 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G. C. V. Rifles. 

I see no objectiqn.—J.S.R., Lt..Col., 1717/72. 

EXHIBIT F. 
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EXHIBIT F. 

Captain Rossi to Colonel Richardson. 

My dear Colonel Richardson, 
Rossiville, 6 October, 1871. 

I have just seen a report of the dissolution of the G. R. Association. It appears strange that a corporal should 
have the liberty of animadverting upon my conduct in the discharge of my duty. I have done nothing whatever, except as 
laid down for me, and as advised from Brigade Office. Cannot Corporal Clarke be called to account? If so, perhaps you will 
very kindly instruct me how to proceed. 

The weathir at present is very wet. I hope it may be fine at the time you have been pleased to fix for the inspection. 
Can the officers wear the blue trousers? 

I am, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI. 

Gouxarneec RIFLE ASSoCIATIoN. 
A GEIcER.an meeting of members of the above Association was held in the Committee-room of the Mechanics' Institute;  on 
Wednesday evening last, to consider the purpose of receiving the committee's report, and to consider the advisability of 
dissolving the Association. The attendance was not numerous, probably owing to the fact that it is more than a week since the 
advertisement appeared calling the meeting. 

The chair was occupied by the Vice-president of the Association, Mr. H. S. Clarke, corporal. 
The chairman, in opening the meeting said, those present were no doubt aware of the reason they had met that evening. 

He regretted they were compelled to adopt such a course. Had the matter been allowed to go on in the right way it would 
have been the best thing possible to improve the shooting of the Volunteers and the members of the Association. Goulburn 
possessed good shots, having already proved themselves. The C],ub started very successfully, having contested in two good 
matches. He did not wish to find fault with any person; but he considered Captain Rossi was gailty of great error of judg-
ment in interfering wit/s t/se working of the Association.. Their President, Mr. J. W. Chisholm, had in consequence resigned 
and such being the case, he did not see how the Club could be carried on successfully without his services. 

The secretary, Mr. G. Martyr, read the report, which we regret not being able to insert on account of its length. The 
whole misunderstanding arose out of a challenge being sent by the Richmond Company to shoot against the members of the 
Goulburn Rifle Association, which was accepted. The day was appointed for the match, when Captain Rossi objected to any 
shooting taking place at the targets on that day, as the matter was irregular, and his sanction for the use of the targets, of 
which he has the sole control over, had never been obtained. The Colonel Commanding the Volunteers had also been consulted 
to ascertain whether matches could be arranged between the Rifle Association and any Volunteer Company without the sanction 
of the Captain, and he replied "certainly not." This we believe to be the principal reason for Mr. Chisholm sending in his  
resignation, considering as he did that the Association was only a myth. 

Mr. H. Peard moved the adoption of the report, which was seconded by Mr. W. H. Wilson, and carried unanimously. 
The secretary then read the balance sheet, as follows 

THE TEEASURHE IN ACCOUNT WITH THE RIFLE ASsoCIATIoN. 
1871 £ s.  £ s. d. 
ToSubscriptions of members ......................................................... 5 5 0 
Sweeps................................................................................... 0 17 0 
Saleof rules ........................................................................... 0 3 o 
Entrancefees ......................................................................... 0 9 0 
Sighting-shots . ......................................................................... 0 3 6 

ByCash-book ........................................................................................  0 1 o 
Minute-book ....................................................................................... 0 3 6 
Scoring-pad ....................................................................................... 0 1 6 
Prize paid Blackshaw ........................................................................... 0 15 0 
Prizes, Quarterly Prize Meeting ................................................... ............ 3 0 0 

ByBalance .................................................................. 2 16 6 

£617 6 £617 6 
To Balance brought down, in hand ................................................... 2 16 6 
By Unpaid Bills, W. R. Riley ..................................................................... 2 14 0 

Danieland Gray ............................................................... 0 3 6 
Rent room, Mechanics' ....................................................... 0 5 0 
ToBalance ...................................................... 0 6 0 

£3 2 6 £3 2 6 
Byamount not provided for ............................................................ ............ 0 6 0 

Mr. W. Dignam moved that the balance sheet now read be adopted. 
W. Sproule begged leave to second it. Carried. 
Mr. W. R. Riley said, he saw by the balance sheet that the Association was 6s. in debt. The rules were printed by him, 

and as they were not likely to be required again, or be of any further use to the members, he would snake them a present of 
the 6s., which would square accounts. 

The secretary said the most important question of the evening was to consider what was to be done in reference to the 
Association for the future. He considered after all that had transpired they were not in a position to carry on matters as they 
would have liked, therefore considered the best thing to do was to dissolve. He proposed that they dissolve. 

Mr. Sproule seconded the proposition, which was put from the chair and unanimously carried. 
The chairman said he felt it his duty to thank those who had placed him in the position of Vice-president. He felt 

sorry and regretted having to leave them; Mr. Chisholm's resignation was a fatal stroke to the Association, as that gentleman 
had always shown a degree of interest in rifle shooting, and had on previous occasions given prizes to be competed for, and 
would have, no doubt, done the same again; he had also, some time previous, made the Volunteer Band a present of £40. 
Without his assistance in the Association the matter would be a failure. 

Mr. W. B. Riley moved a vote of thanks to the president, vice-president, and officers, who had carried on things 
successfully. He felt sorry the matter, was brought to an end. Put and carried. 

A vote of thanks was also accorded to J. P. Hay, Esq., for giving the first prize to be shot for; also to the secretary, 
Mr. G. Martyr, who had worked so assiduously while holding his honorary office. 

The meeting then broke up. 

Lieut.-Colonel Richardson to Captain Rossi. 
Brigade Office, OOtober 9, 1871. 

Dear Captain Rossi, 
I should point out to Corporal Clarke that he has been guilty of a breach of discipline in commenting on the 

conduct of his superior officer, and caution him to refrain from such a course in future. The Rifle Association has no right or 
power to make shooting arrangements with Vol,unteers, except by sanction of commanding officer. 

The blue trousers with narrow red stripe may be worn. 
Yours, &c., 

JOHN S. RICHARDSON. 

EXHIBIT G. 



EXRUIIT G. 

REGISTRY or Muster Roll of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Company. 

Number RegistryNumber Names. Country. of joinin Rate g. - Height. Age. Professioptrade or Residence. Signature. General Remarks. 

1869 ft. in. Years. [sions 
136 1 Alexander, Charles Somerville St Helena 20 Mar 5 11 42 Clerk of Petty Sos- Resigned. 
116 2 England 22 5 6* 35 Bank manager do do 1 November, 1869. 

117 3 
Anderson, Alexander .............. 

Australia 22 5 7 21 Bank clerk 
do ........................... 

do do 8 April, 1870. 

118 4 Ailman, Edward Close do 23 ,, 5 9 18 do 
do .......................... 

do do February, 1870. 

5 Byrne, Thomas ..................... 22 ,, 5 8+ 32 Baker .................. 

Goulburn .......................... 

do. 
6 

AIlman, Percy ...................... 

Bickley, John ................. . ... 22 ,, 5 6 40 Stonemason do. 
7 

..England 
do 

.. 

22  6 01' 31 do. 
do do 12 May, 1870. 119 8 Brentnall, Abmoriel G. ......... 

Ireland ........

do 22 ,, 5 6+ 29 
Seo101 9 Australia 22 ,, 5 9+ 21 do Not signed do 9 April, 1869. 

113 10 Byrne, John ........................ 22 5 11 25 Baker .................. Signed do 25 August, 1869. 

11 
Ireland ........
Australia 22  5 5* 26 

do .......................... 

do do 
12 22 5 11+ 30 

Saddler ................. 
Draper ................. 

do .......................... 
. d o .......................... 

do. 
120 13 Conolly, William Henry ......... Australia 22 5 8 16 Gentleman 

. 

do Left the district; resigned. 

145 14 

Blackshaw, Henry ................. 

Cummins, J. L'Estrange ......... Ireland 

. .  

22 5 9 26 

Saddler ................. 
Draper ................ 

Schoolmaster ......... 

Signed ......... 

do. 
15 

Benson, Robert ................... 

Ireland ........

.. 

N. S. Wales 22  5 10* 18 Drapers' assistant.., 
. 

do Withdrew resignation. 

121 16 

Benyon, Edward William ....... 
Cleary, Denis ....................... 

Codrington, Hamilton Osbert England 22 ,, 5 6 24 Bank clerk do Resigned, 27 October, 1869. 

122 17 do 22 5 10* 27 

do .......................... 

do Dismissed, 28 April, 1870. 
123 18 

Cutler, George ....................... 

Australia 22 5 7+ 20 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

do .......................... 

do Resigned, 1 February, 1870. 

19 

Chambers, Richard .................
Cook, James ......................... 

22  5 7* 43 

Printer ................... 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

do. 
20 

Clarke, Hugh Savage ............. 
Chisholm, Walter ................. Australia 22  5 9 23 

do .......................... 

Rippilaw W., Goulburn do. 
21 22  5 7 21 

do ......................... 

do Transferred t Bathuret. 

22 Australia , 22 5 8+ 22 

Clerk ..................... 

Confectioner 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

Goulburn .......................... 
do ......................... Not signed Left the district; still on the roll. 

138 23 do 22 5 6 16 
20 

Watchmaker ......... ... 
Grazier ............... .. 

Gentleman 
None 

do .......................... 
do ........................... 

do do. 
Resigned. 

24 Dignam, William John 

.. 

.. 

do 22 ,, 5 6 

do .......................... 

141 
25 
26 

Ireland ........

Ireland ........ 

do 
do 

28 
22  

5 7* 
4 10+ 

18 
16 

do .......................... 

' do 
do 

. 
Bugler—resigned, rejoined; resigned, 7 July, 1870; 
rejoined, 27 April, 1871. 

103 27 

Cleary, John ...................... 

French, John Russell ............ India .......... 22 5 8* 22 

Draper .................. 

Bank clerk 

.......................... 
Signed ........ 

do Resigned, 23 June, 1869. 

28 

Cooper, John Jasper ............. 

Australia 22  5 8* 19 Ironmonger 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

do Left the district. 

29 

Donaldson, Stuart ................. 

Fitzgibbons, Patrick Joseph do 

. 

22 5 6 25 

.....................
Law clerk ................ 

Road contractor 

do .......................... 

do. 
30 

Dunn, Joseph ....................... 

England 22 5 6* 31 

Draper .................. 

Ifleld, Goulburn ................. 
Goulburn .......................... do. 

104 31 

Fowler, John Bode ................. 

Field, George ................. ..... 

Scotland 22 5 9 34 Commission agent do ....................... do Resigned. 
32 

. 

22 5 8 18 

Saddler ................ 

Not signed Left the district. 

33 

Fuller, Charles Sydney .......... 

Gaskell, Henry ..................... 
Ireland .......
Australia , 22 ,, 5 9 20 

Plasterer ............. 
Bootmaker Resigned. 

115 34 

Finlay, Andrew Gibson .......... 
Finneran, William ................ 

Ireland ....... 22 5 8+ 30 Draper ................ 

do ......................... 

do ., Left the district. Resigned, October 18, 1869. 

- 35 
36 

Gash, Thomas ...................... 
G-illespie, Edward .... ........... . 
Gale, William 

. 

Australia 
do 

22 
22 

5 6 
5 9 

17 
22* Clerk ' 

do .......................... 

do ......................... 
do .......................... 

Signed ....... 

do, 
do Disratecl from corporal by Capt. Rossi, for non-attention as ...................... ,, .................. 

do .......................... 

orderly corporal, February 17, 1870. 

37 N. S. Wales 5 8 24 

None ................... 

Grocer ................ do ......................... Not signed Discharged at his own request, 23 October, 1871. 

114 38 England 22 5 10 45 Storekeeper 

do .......................... 

do .............. . ......... Resigned, October, 1869. 

39 do 22 ,, 5 61' 48 do do. 
40 

Hunt, Arthur Moses ............... 

Australia 

22 , ....... 

22 ,, 5 6 16 do. 
41 

Hadfield, Joseph ................... 
Herriott, Henry ...................... 

Harris, John Lancashire ......... England 22  510 34 

do ........................ 
Signed ....... 

do 

. 

Left the district. 

105 
42 
43 

Hollis, John William ............. 

Hayley, Frederick Ernest .......
Holmes, George 

. 
Australia 
England 

22 
22 

5 5 
5 81' 

16 
. 25 

None ................... 
Printer ................ 
None ................... 
Saddler 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 
do ......................... 
do 

do. 
do Left the district. Resigned. ................... ,, ................ ......................... 



Number Number 
 Regigtryl Names. Country. of joining. ileight. Ago. Profession, trade, or Residence. Signature. General Remarks. 

1889. ft. in. Years. 
44 Holt, Christopher ................ England 22 March 5 10* 32 Signed. 
45 Australia 22 ,, ... 5 5* 26 Wheelwright do ... Left the district. 

124 46 England 22 ... 5 7 22 do ... Resigned. Left the district. 
47 Australia 22 ,, ... 5 8* 18 

Porter ................ 

Not signed... Resigned—rejoined, and resigned. 
125 48 

Hart, Phillip ...................... 

Kershaw, Joseph Jerome do 22 ... 5 8 24 Storekeeper Signed ... Left the district. Resigned, 16 October, 1869. 
106 49 

Kelly, Crosby ...................... 
Kirke, Tom ......................... 

Kingsell, William .................. do 22 ... 5 8* 20* Tinsmith .............. do ... Resigned, 1 June, 1869. Rejoined. 
50 M'Gowan, William Henry do 

..... 
22 ... 5 7* 25 

Surveyor .............. 

Printer ................. do ... Resigned. 
Joseph. 

Draper ................. 

Goulburn ......................... 
do ........................... 

142 51 Morrow, Frederick ... ........... 22 ,, ... 5 8* 27* Bank clerk 

do ........................... 
do ......................... 

do ... Resigned. Left the district. 
52 Maybury, Cecil ..................... 22 ... 5 8 16 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 
do ......................... 

do ... Left the district. Resigned. 
126 53 Morris, John ........................ 

.Ireland .......

Australia 22 ... 5 6 27 Storekeeper do ... Dismissed, 28 April, 1870. 
54 Morris, James .... ................. 

.Sea ..............

Portsmouth 22 ... 5 8 38 Tarpaulin maker 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 

do. 
107 55 Middleton, Albert Ernest Australia 

.. 
22 ... 5 8* 24 Telegraph Station 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 

do ... Left the district. 
Master. 

do ......................... 

56 M'Govern, James .................. 22 .. 5 6 18 do ......................... do. 
57 do 22 5 6 16 do do ......................... do. 
58 M'Govern, William ............... 

....do 

do 22 ... 5 8* 19 

None .................... 

Soap manufacturer do. 
59 do 22 ... 5 8 28 Blacksmith do. 
60 

M'Govern, Joseph ................... 

M'Connell, George ................... 
....

England 22 ,, ... 5 10* 49 do ... Dismissed for insubordinate conduct. 2/9/72. 
61. 

Martyr, George ................... 
M'Keau, Peter ...................... Australia 22 ... 6 1* 22 

None ..................... 

do ......................... 

do ... Resigned. 
108 62 Martyr, George Pentland do 22 ... 5 5* 16 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 

do ... Left the district; resigned, 20 August, 1869. 
63 England 22 ... 5 6 21 

Surveyor .............. 
do ........................ 
do ......................... 

do ... Resigned; rejoined, 14 May. Resigned, 19 June, 1873. 
64 

Moss, Thomas ...................... 
Australia 22 ... 5 6* 17 

Clerk ................... 

do ......................... 
do ......................... do. 

127 65 
M'George, Robert ................ 

do 22 ... 5 6 24 

None .................... 
Saddler .................. 

do ... Resigned. Left the district. 
66 

Mandleson, Joseph ................ 
do 22 ... 5 8 20 

Printer .................. 
Innkeeper .............. do ......................... 

do ... Retired. 
109 67 

Nowlan, Charles ....................... 
Newman, James Alexander do 22 5 11 22 

do ......................... 
do ... Resigned. Left the district. 

68 O'Brien, Thomas ....................... do 22 ... 5 6 21 Compositor 
do ......................... 

do. 
69 O'Donnell, Tereuce Joseph ...... . 22 ,, ... 5 9 18 Butcher ............... 

do ......................... 
do ........................ do. 

70 Australia 22 5 9. 25 do. 
71 do 22 ... 5 10* 29 

Draper ................ 
Printer ................... 

Water.carrier do. 
72 

Pearcl, Henry Joseph ............. 
Ireland ........

England 22 ... 5 7 30 do ... Dismissed, 30 October, 1871. 
110 73 

Perry, John ............................ 
Paris, John Spicer ................ 

Australia 22 5 7 19 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 

do ... Resigned. 
111 74 

Phillips, Spencer ...................
Riley, Adam Bernard. ............ . do 22 ... 5 8* 21 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 

do ... Resigned, 6 September, 1869. 
128 75 Russell, William Murray do 22 ... 5 6* 32 Storekeeper 

do ......................... 
do ... do 5 July, 1869. 

76 Rossi, Francis Robert Lewis Mauritius 5 7 46 Gentleman .......... do. 
77 22 ,, ... 5 74 27 Bootmaker ......... do ... Resigned. 
78 Australia 22 ... 5 54 27 do. 
79 England 22 ... 5 6 26 Butcher ............... do ... Left the district. 
80 Australia 

22 ,...... 

22 5 6 31 

Printer .................. 
.... 

do ... Transferred to Sydney. 
81 Sprowle, Arthur Andrew do 22 ... 5 84 24 

do ........................... 

do .......................... 

do. 
120 82 Sharpe, John Frederick do 22 ,, ... 5 6 16 

Bailiff ................... 
None ...................... 
Draper ................... 

Rossiville ........................... 
Goulburn ........................... 

do ........................... 

do ... Resigned. Left the district. 
83 do 22 ,, ... 5 11 20 

do .......................... 

do. 
139 84 

Riley, Thomas ......................
Riley, Philip Thompson .......... 

Ireland ....... 

England 22 5 54 20 

Draper ................ 

Grocer ................ 

. 

do ... do do 22 June, 1870. 
85 

Rowbottham, Isaac ............. 
Smart John ......................... 

Toose, Henry Thomas ............ do 22 5 11* 22 

. 

do ............................. 

do ... Left the district. 
86 

Smith, John ........................... 
Scanlan, Edmund ................ 

Tienery, John Joseph ............ Goulburn 22 ... 5 6 22 

Tailor ................ 
Surveyor ............. 

Storekeeper 

do ............................. 
do ............................ 

do. 
87 Trenery, William .................. Australia 22 ... 5 6 26 

Saddler ................ 
Labourer ............. 

do 

do ............................. 

do. 
143 88 Tophain, Benjamin George 

. 

.... 

do 22 5 6* 18 

Draper ................ do ............................ 

do ... Resigned. 
130 89 

. 

Germany 22 ... 5 54 17 
Saddler ................ 

do ............................ 
do ............................ 

By mark ... do 31 December, 1869. 
90 

Trump, John ...................... 
Webster, Joseph Nehemiah Australia 22 ,, ... 5 64 42 

Tanner ................ 
Chemist ............... . 

do ............................ 
do ......................... 
do ......................... Signed ... Left the district. Resigned. 



Number Number
Registryl Names. Country. of jtrng.  oin Height. Age. Profession, Trade, or - Residenco. Signature. (Jeneral ilemarks. 

1869 ft. in Years. 
91 22 March 5 94 17 Goulburn ........................ Signed. 

137 92 
....... 

22  6 2 18 Bank clerk do. 
140 
112 

93 
94 

Willans, Richard Conolly .......Ireland 
Waugli, Lindsay ...................Australia 
Welby, Oswald ..................... 
Whiting, Joseph 

England 
Australia 

22 
22 

5 74 
5 74 

43 
27 

Schoolmaster 
do ......................... 

Norwood, near Goulburn do ... 

. 

Left the district. Resigned, July, 1870. 

95 Wilson, William Henry 
... 

do 

. 
 ... 

22  5 64 20 
Storekeeper 

do 
Goulburu ............................ 

........................ 
do ... 
do. 

do do 8 September, 1869. 

131 96 

................... 

do 22  5 74 21 Not signed... do do 12 May, 1870. 
97 

Whiteman, George ................... 
Wood, William ...................... do 22  5 6 18 

.......... 
Printer ................. 

Signed. 
98 Whilkie, Thomas .................... Scotland 22  5 54 17 

Draper ................. do ....................... .. 
do ..................... ... 
do ......................... do. 

132 99 Zouch, Richard Essington ....... Australia 22 ,, 6 14 21 

Clerk .....................

Bank clerk do ... Resigned, 8th April, 1870. 

101 
100 
9 
Windcyei Louis A ................ .do 

Scotland 17 April 6 0 31 

Carpenter .............. 
do .......................... 
do ........................... do ... 

do ... 
Left the district. Resigned. 
Dismissed February 17, for drunkenness, by Captain Rossi. 

102 48 

Miller, James ....................... 

Monklev, Bagent Henry ......... England ... 24 5 74 

Solicitor .............. 
Tinsmith .............. 

Blacksmith do. 
Asked to be received again in the Company. 

103 27 13 July , 5 11* 

do ........................... 

do. 
104 . 31 

. 

13  5 9 Bank Manager 

do ........................... 

do ... Resigned. Left the district. 105 43 

Kelly, Daniel .................................... 
West, Henry Isaac .............................. 

14 ,, 5 7 

Painter ................. 

Assistant Clerk of 

do .......................... 

do. Robertson, William Foxton .................. 
Petty Sessions. 

do .......................... 
do ........................... 

106 49 21  5 8 Railway watchman do. 
107 55 21  5 64 Journalist ............ 

do .......................... 
do ......................... do ... Resigned. 

108 62 
Walshe, Christian Luke ........................ 

21 5 7 do. 
109 67 

Mawson, Benjamin .............................. 

England 29 5 10 38 do 110 73 

Reynolds, Joseph .............................. 

Hall, Thomas ............. ........ 11 August 5 7 41 

Fruiterer ................ do ......................... 
.... 

do ... Dead. 111 74 

Dickson, William Henry .... ......

O'Brien, Adam John ............... do 
. 

6 Oct. 5 6 86 

Painter ................... 
Gardener ............. 

do. 
112 94 

Ireland ........

N. S. Wales 6 5 6 20 ,, do. 
113 10 

Connor, Thomas .................... 
England 19 October 5 9 19 

Bootmaker .......... 

do .......................... 
l4ossiville .......................... 

do ... Left the district. 114 38 U. States 8  5 74 27 Hairdresser 

Goulburn .......................... 

do do. 
115 34 

Pooley, Arthur Robert .......... 
Austin, Thomas Service ........... 

5 84 36 

do ............................ 

do do. 110 2 
Clegg, Hugh Gibson ............. 
Whitcombe, William............. .. England 9 Nov. 5 94 19 

Labourer .............. 

Teacher 

do ............................ 

do ... Left the district; resigned. 1870. 

Scotland ............ 
............................ 
............................ 

117 3 Kelly, Michael.  .................... N. S. Wales 23 

Builder ................. 

Not signed... Left the district. 118 4 Davis, Richard Joseph 
. 
do 15 ,, 5 11 24 

do ............................ 

do do. 119 8 do 15  5 8 18 

Labourer .............. do ......................... 

do ... Quitted. 120 13 
Dennett, William ....................
Woodhill, John Henry do 15  

15 Feb . ... ....... 

5 84 26 

Currier ................ 

Blacksmith 

............................. 

do do. 
121 16 15 5 10 25 ,, Signed. 
122 17 M'Donald, John M........... Australia 4 March 6 15 23 

Labourer .............. do ............................. 
............................. 

do. 
12.3 18 

Bourke, John ...................... Ireland .......

England 16 5 65 ,, do ... Transferred. 
124 46 

Arnheim, E. H....................
Martin, James, jun ................ do 18 ,, 5 64- 36 

Surveyor .............. 

Bricklayer 

do .......................... 
do ............................ 

do ... Dismissed, 30th October, 1871. Asked permission to re• 
125 48 do 16  5 64 20 

do ............................. 
do ............................ 

Not signed... 
Join. 

Left. 
126 53 

... 

N. S. Wales 4  5 8 26 Telegraph Dept do ... Left for Sydney. 
127 65 

Sluce, George ........................ 
Dalgarno, John Peter .............
Brown, Benjamin .................. do 1 ,, 5 6 31 

Butcher .............. 

Bootmaker 

do ......................... 
do .......................... 

do ... Left. 
128 75 Craig, John Besslanci ................ 

.... 
do 5 May 5 10 24 Auctioneer Signed. 

129 82 Ayliffe, Joseph ..................... .. England 5 ,, 5 8 23 Bootmaker 

do .......................... 
do ...... . ................. .. 

Not signed... Left the district. 130 89 Ireland 5 ,, 5 74 24 Blacksmith do. 131 96 N. S. 'Wales 5 ,, 6 1 22 Mail-driver 

do ................. ....... 
do .......................... 
do .......................... Signed. 132 99 

Kelly, Thomas ....................... 

O'Brien, Thos. ..................... do 5 ,, 5 7 17 Coachmaker do . ....................... Not signed... Apprentice. Resigned November, 1870. Wishes to 

133 9 

Horton, John ....................... 

O'Brien, Robt. ..................... 

... 

Ireland 5  5 64 24 do ......................... 

.. 

Signed. 
rejoin. 

134 31 Poidevin, Peter ..................... 
.. 
N. S. Wales 19 ,, 5 8 24 do ... Left the district. 135 55 Cunningham, Edward John....... 
. 
England 19  5 6 25 Stonemason 

do ............................ 
do ... Resigned, a recruit. 136 1 Clewett, Richard Benjamin do 19  5 9 21 

Labourer .............. 
Carpenter .............. 

,, 
do ............................ 

Not signed... Resigned. 
137 92 do 19  5 10 22 do. 
138 
139 

23 
84 

Cole, William ........................ 
Booth, Cbs.....................  . . . .  ... do 

N. S. Wales 
16 ,, 
23  

5 7 
5 6 

32 
21 

Farmer ................
Stonemason .......... 

do .......................... 
Malton ............................. 

do. 
Signed Quitted immediately after being sworn in. 

140 93 
Whalan, George ................... 
Blackshaw, Edwd. ............... . England ... 23 ,, 5 71 36 

Labourer ............. 
Goulburn .......................... 
do ......................... 
do ......................... Not signed... Quitted. 



Numberl Names. Country. Height. Age. ProfesSion, trade, or Residence. Signature. General Remarks. 

1870 ft. in. 
141 26 29 April 5 11 25 Not signed. 
142 l Wright, Ed.w. Geo. ............... England 29 ,, 5 9 36 Chemist & druggist do Left district. Resigned June, 1870. 
143 88 N. S Wales 23 May 5 9 25 

Innkeeper ............. 
do Quitted immediately after being sworn in. 

144 82 Scotland 6 June 5 9 17 Signed. 
145 14 Ireland 6  5 6 25 Not signed. 
146 ... 

Munoz, Frederick ................ 

N. S Wales 6  5 9 25 do Resigned October, 1870. Quitted; never did any drill. 
147 ... Germany 6 5 6 17 do Vide No. 89. 
148 ... 

O'Connell, Michi................. 

N. S Wales 6 5 8 17 do Signed Left the district. 
149 ... Passinore, Geo ...................... do 6 5 7 20 do do do Dead. 
150 ... 

Byrne, John ......................... 

Mitchell, Jno. ..................... do 6 5 9 19 do Not signed Left the district. 
151 ... M'Garvey, Chas. .................. do 6 5 8 20 Blacksmith do do 
152 ... 

Sibbald, Francis ................... 

Ireland ....... 

Ireland 9 5 8 18 Labourer 

Goulburn ......................... 
do .......................... 

do. 
153 ... 

Miller, John ......................... 
Trump, Gotb. John ........ ..... 

1)onelty, Dani. ..................... do 9 ,, 5 7 28 

Drover ................. 
Carrier ................. 
Labourer .............. 
Printer ................. 

do 

do .......................... 

Signed. 
154 ... 

IRootes, Fredk....................... 

Bishop, George ..................... England 9  9 6 30 

Labourer .............. 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

Not signed Still on the roll. Left the district. 
155 ... Nicholson, Wm. .................. N. S Wales 9  5 6 31 

do ......................... 

do .......................... 
do .......................... Left the district. 

156 ,.. 

Hoi'an, Patrick...................... 

do ... 

... 

... 

... 

5 11 30 

.......................... 
do ......................... 

Not signed... do 
157 ... do ... 

..

.. 

5 5 16 

Carpenter .............. 
Labourer .............. 
Shopkeeper's assist, do ... Rejoined 16 May, 1871, after having quitted previously as 

Johnson, William ................ 
Brown, William .................... 

Shopkeeper .......... 

do .......................... 

he could not attend the required number of drills. 
158 ... 

do ......................... 

do ......................... 

Transferred June. 
159 ... .Ireland 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

do ............................ 

Not signed. 160 ... Cole, John ........................ 15 August 5 10 16 Malton, near Goulburn do. 
161 ... M'Donald, ,1 ........... ............. do ... 

9 ...... 

15 ,, ... 5 9 17 

Plumber ............. 
Farmer ................ 
do ............. 

do .......................... 

. do. 
162 ... 

9 ...... 

29 April ... ... 

Signed ....... 

do ... Entered before. 
163 ... Kelly, Michl. ................ ..... N. S. Wales 15 Feb. ... 23 do. 
164 .., Dennett, Wm. ..................... do ... 15. ,, ... 5 8 18 do 

Tarago ............................ 

do ... Entered before. 
165 ... Brown, Benjn. ..................... do ... 1 March 5 6 

........ 
31 Bootmaker do ... do 

166 ... Dalgarno, Jno ...................... do ... 4 5 8 26 

Labourer ............. 

Telegraph Dept 

Goulburn .......................... 

Goulburn .......................... 

do ... do 
1871. 

167 163 Kennedy, Robt. .................. 

Buckley, - ................................. 

14 April 5 8 50 Farmer do ... Quitted from recruit class. 
168 164 

M'Carthy, - ....................... 

White, Jno. ........................ 

.. 

England 25 

... 
........ 

5 7* 34 Soldier do ... Quitted. Went to Permanent Force. 
169 ... 

..N. S. Wales 

.... 

25 May 5 6 21 Labourer do. 
165 ... 

O'Brien, E............................. 

Rush, W. C ......................... 6 5 8* 19 do ... Transferred to Battery in Sydney. 
1870. 

166 ,.. Bennett, G. C. ......... ............ 

Ireland ....... 

28 Oct. 5 7 29 do ... Resigned. Left the district. 

... 

... 

... 

1871. 

Draper ................ Goulburn ........................ 

167 ... 

Whalan, Geo........................ 

Kingston, W. ..................... 

.. 

.. 

..N. S Wales 

..Sydney 

N. S Wales 1 April 5 6 18 

Grocer ................. do ......................... 
do ......................... do ... Left at once after joining. 

168 .,, Fernandez, J. ..................... 

London .......

London 

.. 

3 May 5 5 22 Servant—domestic do ......................... do ... Left district. Resigned. 
169 ... Rush, W. C ......................... Sydney 

.. 
6 5 8 19 do ... Left district. Transferred. 

170 ... Russell, Thos. ..................... N. S Wales 12 ,, ., 5 10 29 

Labourer ............. 

Piano Tuner do. 
171 ... 

.. 

do 17 ,, 5 8 18 

Draper ................ 
Draper's assistant.., do. 

172 ... Cannon, C ........................... do 

.. 

11  5 9 17 Painter ................ do. 
173 ... 

Frewin, T. N. ................ ........ 
Scotland 

.. 

25 Sept 5 8* 25 Bootmaker 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 

do. 
174 ... Massingham, W. G. .............. 

... 
England ...... . .6 May 5 9* 30 

do ......................... 

do ... Left the district. Resigned. 
1872. 

175 ... N. S Wales 1 Feb. 
. 

5 7 26 do ... Left the district. Resigned.. 
176 ... 

King, T .............................. 

Ireland ...... 19 5 10 22 Farm labourer do ... Resigned; rejoined; resigned. 
177 ... Scotland 2 March 5 10 24 do. 
178 ... 

Burnell, T. C. .................. .... 
Eggo, John ......................... 
Miller, John ........................ .At sea 4  5 7 21 Horse-shoei' 

do ......................... 

do ......................... 
do. 

179 ... 

Fife, George ......................... 

Duigan, Patrick ................... N. S Wales 4 

. 

5 8 20 

Grocer ................ 

Bootmaker 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 

do ......................... 
do ... Resigned; too much business on hand. 

180 ... Helleman, W. ..................... 4 5 6 18 

Banker ................ do ......................... 

do. 
181 ... Monkley, H. A. .................... 

..do 

..do 7 5 5 17 

Coachman .............. 

Labourer ............. 
Blacksmith 

do ......................... 

do ... Resigned 22nd November, 1873; paid in full. 
182 ... ID Chard, E. 14 .......................... 

. 

England 7 5 10 28 Butcher ............... 

do ......................... 

do ... Resigned; not paid. 
183 ... Cambey, M. ........................ Ireland ....... 11 5 6 28 

do ......................... 
do ......................... 

do. 
184 ... Sherring, F. ........................ England 

. 
18  5 7 26 

Labourer ............. 
Bootmaker 

. d o ......................... 
do ......................... 

do. 
185 .., O'Brien, A. J. ..................... .Ireland .......

. 
19 ,, 5 6 37 do 

do ......................... 
do ......................... do. 



Number1l Rejues. Country. of ng. Height. Age. ProTession, trade, or Residence. Signature. General Remarks. 

-  
-  1872 ft. in. Years. 

186 ... Taylor, W. ........................ N. S. Wales 27 March 5 74 21 Goulburn ....... . ................ Not signed Quitted. 
187 ,.. Kingsell, W ......................... do .. 28 ,, 5 84 23 do 

. 

188 ... Adams, J. ........................... do ... 
.... 
. 

5 April 5 6 19 
do ......................... 
do ......................... do 

189 ... Hogg, S. ........................... 
.... 
.Madras 5 ,, 5 8 23 do ......................... do Left the district. Resigned. 

190 ... . Percival, S. ......................... N. S. Wales 10 ,, 5 6 35 do 
191 ... 10 ,, 5 9 40 do do 
192 .. Cole, James ......................... England. ... 10 5 6 40 do do Left the district without leave. 
193 ... Scotland ... 13 ,, 5 9 18 

Tanner .................. 

Teacher ............... do 
194 ... Carveth, L. R. ..................... 

Ireland ....... 

England ... 13 ,, 5 84 39 

Tinsmith ............... 
Painter .................. 

do Quitted without any drill. 
195 ... Shelley, G. W ...................... .N. S. Wales 17 ,, 5 84 28 

Banker .................. 
Tailor .................. 

do Left the district. Resigned. 
196 ... Kerry, J. T. ........................ ..do ... 18 ,, 5 9 

5 7* 
19 
25 Labourer do 

do 
do 

Resigned, 12/6/73; leaving the district. 
197 ... Mason, Alex ......................... ..do ... 24 ,, 

Carpenter ............... 

198 ... 

Sullivan, James ................... 

Curtis, F. ........................... England ... 13 ,, 5 6 16 

Grazier ................. 
Draper ................. 

Wseelwright do 
199 ... Curtis, Fred ......................... do ... 30 ,, 5 6 17 do 
200 ... 

Lumsden, John ................... 

Mason, W. ........................ N. S. Wales 30 ,, 5 10 16 do 
201 ... Thoroughgood, J. W. ............ do ... 

. 

. 

6 May 5 6 18 Apprentice to black do Quitted almost at same time. 

. .  

smith. 
do .......................... 

201 ... Weatherby, J. H. ............... do ... 14 ,, 5 6 23 

............... 

Bootmaker do 
202 ... M'Intyre, R ............ . ....... ....... .do ... 

. .

. 

16 ,, 5 11 17 

Miller .................. 
Printer .................. 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

do Left without leave. 
203 ... Goulden, J. W. .................. Ireland. .......

. .  

17 June 5 84 44 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

do 
204 ... 27 JUly 

Labourer .............. 

do .......................... 
Baw Baw .......................... 

do Transfer from Maitland. 
205 ... England ... 16 Dec. 5 10* 22 

Tailor ................. 

Draper's Assistant 

Goulburn .......................... 

...do 

.......................... 

do ........................... do 
206 ... Rogers, A ............................ N. S. Wales 23 ,, 5 94 23 Coachman ............ 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

do .......................... do 
207 ... Wilson, Alex. ..................... England ... 30 ,, 5 7 16 do 
208 ... Hampshire, B. K. ............... do ... 31 ,, 5 11 17 do 
209 ... 31 ,, 5 54 18 Apprentice to saddler.., do 
210 ,.. Nunn, - ........................... do Transferred from Sydney. 
211 ... 

Bickley, J. T........................ ..do ... 
Bugler ................. 

Near do ........................... 

do ....................... do do do 
.1873. 

Pedley, John ........................ N. S. Wales 12 August 5 8 do 
Robinson, William .... ........... England. ... 12 5 6 Goldsmith-street, Goulburn do 

do ... 20 May 5 74 .......... Auburn-street, Goulburn do 
Anderson, John ................... N. S. Wales 22 Sept 5 5* do Had served in the Volunteer Artillery. 
Wheeler, Charles .................. 16 ,, 5 8 23 

.......................... 

Auburn-street, Goulburn 

. .  

Signed. 
N. S. Wales 13 Oct. 5 7 18 

Labourer ............. 
Tinimith .............. 

Gardener ............. 

Bradley.street, Goulburn do 
do ... 14 ,, 5 7 18 

Coach painter ....... 

Wheelwright 
Shoemaker 

do .......................... 

Auburn-street, Goulburn ., do 
Not signed Cannot write. Ireland ....... 17 ,, 5 7 19 

Saddler ................ 

Lithgow-street, Goulburn 
Kingston, George ................... N. S. Wales 16 ,, 5 8 16 

Carpenter ............. 

.......... 

do .......................... 
do .......................... 

Victoria-street, Goulburn do do 

Rurley, M...............................
Ryde, F. E.......................... 

Kenan, Patrick A. ............... 

.London ........ 

do •.. 

. 

20 ,, 5 6 17 

.General dealer ....... 
Salesman ............. 

Shoemaker .......... 

do .......................... 

Signed. 
England .. 

. 

. 

21 ,, 5 7 20 

do .......................... 
do ........................... 

Not signed do 
Walker, Andrew ................... N. S. Wales 21  5 8 18 do 

do ... 

Deacon, - ................................................... 
...................... 

21 ,, 5 6 17 

Compositor .......... 

do .......................... 

do 
Kingston, W. ..................... do ... 

.. 

22  6 0 19 

Quarryman .......... 

Goulburn .......................... 

do do do 
O'Donnell, T. P. .................. do ... 

. 

27 ,, 5 64 17 Beameman 

Goulburn .......................... 

do do 

Jeeeop, James ....................... 

do ... 27 ,, 5 6 17 Signed. 

Hines, Ellis Elijah ................ 
Topham, Frederick ................. 

do ... 30  5 44 18 

Painter .................. 

Light porter ......... do - By special permission of the Commandant. 

Horan, Rodey ...................... 

Feitham, Joseph .................... 

White, Frederick .................. do ... 

.. 

30 ,, 5 74- 18 

Ostler .................. 
Farmer .................. 

do 
do ,.. 

. .  

31 ,, 5 6 16 

Grocer ................. 

Mason's apprentice 

Auburn-street ................... 
Run of Water ................... 
Clifford-street .................... 
Auburn-street .................... 

Sloane-street ..................... do Father's consent. 

Lacey, John ......................... 

do ... 4 Nov.... 5 7 18 

Baker .................. 

Auburn-street (Mr. Hoins) 

... 
do ....... 

do Bulger, William .................... 
do ... 

. .  

. .  

5 ,, 5 4 16 
Carter ................. 
Apprentice— (boot-. do (Mr. Teece) do With consent of the Commandant, and employer, Mr. 

Fischer, Joseph .................... 

maker) 

Goulburn .......................... 

Teece. 

Johnson, Robert ....................

Turner, James ....................... 

London .......

. .  

25  5 7 31 Gardener ............. 

Grafton-street ..................... 

do 

... 

Baxter, Henry ....................... 

Ireland 1 Dec. ... 6 33 do 
Carritt, William ...................

Hogan, John ........................ do ... 1 ,, ... 74- 32 

Lansdowne ........................ 

Cole-street ........................ By mark Witness—Edmond. John Sinclair. 
Sinclair, Edmond John .......... 

N. S. Wales 
... 

6 ... 54- 16 

Tailor ................ 
Tailor ................ 

Clifford-street ..................... 

Signed 
.. 

Received as bugler. White, Henry ...................... 
Dickson, William .................. .England 

... 
9 ,, ... 6 18 

Baker ................. 
Painter ................ 

Grafton-etrest ................... 
Auburn-street .................. do 

Carlton, Robert N. S. Wales 9 ,, 5 7 21 Mason Towrang do 
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EXHIBIT H. 
26 August, 1872. 

Miro.—On Tuesday, the 20th instant, Mawson was playing piccolo carelessly, and on Mr. Deane's remark to him, "If you 
make so much trouble in playing piccolo, you won't be able to do much with the bugle"; he (Mawson) replied, "The old man 
is only 'gassing'; I would not play it." Mr. D. said it was the second bugle. Mawson said he would not take the second 
bugler's place. 

1, William Mawson, beg to express my regret at having used the above words, and beg that Mr. Deane will be so kind 
as to accept this my apology. 

Witness—J. H. WEATHERBY. 
W. B. MAWSON. 

ExHIBIT I. 

Acting.Major Baynes to Major Hales, Bathurst. 

Brigade Office, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 10 December, 1872. 

With reference to Captain Rossi's letter of the 4th instant, I am directed to acquaint you, that under the circum-
stances of Private Mawson's resignation of his former rank of sergeant in the Goulburn Corps, the Commandant thinks it 
inexpedient that-he should be permitted to resume it. 

I have, &c., 
THOS. BAYNES, Capt., 

Act-Major of Brigade. 

MEMo—Forwarded for Captain Rossi's information.—F. B. HALEs, M.W.B., Bathurst, 13 December, 1872. 

EXHIBIT J. 

To the Officers, Non-Commissioned Officers, and Members of the Goulburn Corps, Volunteer Rifles,—
Gentlemen, 

I have thought it might probably lead to a good result if I were to make some remarks to my Company with 
reference to certain recent occurrences in connection therewith. Having that hope, I avail myself of the first opportunity 
afforded, and I ask you kindly to accept what I shall address you in that spirit which may induce a better understanding and 
be productive of mutual confidence. 

Iassume that most of the circumstances have become known to you, relative to a member of my Company, who lately 
declined to give me the military salute. It may not therefore be necessary to make any other allusion to this case than to 
name that as soon as possible after the parade on the 18th ultimo, I requested to see Private Robertson, and during explanation 
upon the subject of the salute, I told him that what I had done "was not a reprimand," and in reply to a question from him 
I said I did not claim the military salute as a right at all times. Now, had Private Robertson been willing to have accepted 
these my two statements, there was no necessity for the matter to have proceeded further, as after that interview his difficulties 
ought to have been removed and himself satisfied if he had been contending for any principle. 

I here give my reply to a subsequent question put to me in writing by Private Robertson as to "Whether it was a 
mistake his being reprimanded on parade." My answer was—" In reply to your query contained in letter of 8th instant I 
have to say, that the communication to you on parade was merely an expression of opinion on the part of the Commandant," 
being in the very words of the Commandant after reference of the question to him. While unknown to the Commandant, 
those words correspond with my previous statement to Private Robertson that it was not a reprimand. 

I repeat that which I have so frequently intimated, that every one of my Company is at liberty to withhold or render 
the salute to his commissioned officers (unless as provided in regulations), and I include also the recruits who, although they 
had expressed their ready compliance to the request to give the salute on all occasions, are still as the rest of Company, under 
no legal obligation to conform to my views in this respect; nor is the observance of my wishes in this particular more pressed 
upon you all than the adoption of many other things which I have pointed out as tending to give a more military bearing and 
character to the Corps. 

Several of the newspapers of the Colony have commented on the subject; but with the exception of the Sydney Herald, 
and for the reasons given in my letter therein published, I have not noticed any remarks or statements which any of them 
have been pleased to make, neither do I purpose now to allude to them, for the conclusions frequently arrived at by these 
publications are based upon a partial knowledge of all the attendant circumstances; besides, all the powers of argument or 
persuasion of journals are as impotent to heal misunderstandings in the Corps when such arise, as would be found to be the 
case if similarly applied to the disagreements of private families. I cannot, however, resist the impression that what others 
cannot do for us we can do for ourselves. First, we should bring ourselves to believe in the doadfide of each other. With 
that view I have, as it is well known, over and over again invited you, when misapprehension exists, to inquire of me, when I 
shall be too glad to explain if possible whatever might appear a difficulty to any of you. Again, instead of seeking redress of 
troubles elsewhere, I have invariably suggested a remedy which'can be better obtained and in a legitimate manner by application 
for a Court of Inquiry. I am not irresponsible in my position as commanding officer, but subject to as much control to my 
superior officers as any member of my Company is to me. Although I strive through good report and evil report to do my 
duty (and if I err I shall be happy to be set right), I fear my actions are too frequently misconstrued, and lamentable 
perversions of facts arise which I eould make clear if the opportunity were given me. 

I have now but to express the earnest hope that you will one and all endeavour with me, for you certainly have the 
power, if you will exercise it, to make our Company honored above all in this land. 

I am, &c., 

Rossiville, 4th July, 1872. 
F. B. L. ROSSI,

Captain. 

EXHIBIT K. 

HAvING reference to a resolution passed by the committee of the G. C. V. Rifles, on Monday, the 29th ultimo, to the 
effect that Mr. Deane should be dismissed from his engagement on 1st August,—In accordance with what I stated in com-
mittee last evening, I have to request you to be good enough to inform all the members of committee that I shall be fully 
prepared to carry out that resolution on receiving a properly executed indemnity, signed by all the committee, undertaking 
the responsibility of holding me harmless in the event of legal proceedings being instituted against me by Mr. Deane. 

F. B. L. ROSSI, 
Rosivile, 2 August, 1872. Captain. 

EXHIBIT L. 
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EXHIBIT L. 

Sergeant Sproule to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson 

Sir, 
Goulburn, 1 ,June, 1872. 

I have the honor to call your attention to a case, the details of which will, I believe, show that I have just cause to 
complain of the conduct of Captain Rossi. 

I bring this matter before you as I, through Captain Rossi, am empowered to do by the provision of the regulation of 
the Volunteer Act, as laid down in clause 78; and I appeal to you because I see no other means of obtaining redress. 

I joined the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles at its formation, and subsequently became also a member of the Band—
(still remaining on the strength of the Company). 
- On April 4th, 1870, I was appointed Band sergeant by Captain Rossi. 

On November 3rd, 1870, I vas detailed off to act as orderly sergeantfor the Company, and did the duties for that month 
and the following month as well, at the same time attending to my practice as a bandsman, and fulfilling all the duties inherent 
to my position as sergeant of the Corps. 

For some unexplained reason, late in 1870, or early in 1871, Captain Rossi named me supernumerary sergeant of the 
Company, ignoring my status as Band sergeant, though as such I had previously done duty as sergeant of the Company. 

On April 4th, 1871, I was again told off to act as orderly sergeant for the month. 
In a Company order, dated August, 1871, I was again termed sergeant, and have always acted as sergeant, even to being 

told off to collect the monthly subscriptions of the Company, and without me the number of sergeants would have been 
incomplete. 

After all this, having done my regular routine of duty as a sergeant of the Company, and also attending my practice 
and other duties in the Band, I am suddenly told by Captain Rossi that I do not rank as a sergeant of the Company, but that 
I may take rank as a junior sergeant, provided I agree to pass an examination (this examination being an institution of Captain 
Rossi's himself). 

My appointment as sergeant, apart from the Band, is a fact well known to the old members of the Corps, and to our late 
lieutenant, B. S. Arnheim, among the number. 

I have not done anything to forfeit my position, and it is degrading me in the eyes of the Company to compel me to 
return to the ranks, particularly when the same power which raised me exerts itself to reduce me without any adequate cause. 

I object to undergo an examination, because, after having been deemed worthy of promotion before any such ordeal was 
necessary, my compliance with such would be equivalent to acknowledging that I had hitherto held the position of sergeant, not 
being entitled to it. 

To this position I was raised by Captain Rossi, and I believe all the members of the Corps will testify to my efficiency. 
In asking your interference to prevent my being unjustly used, I may add that, while connected with the Company, 

besides being considered worthy of being made a sergeant by Captain Rossi, I have done much to enhance its reputation at the 
rifle range, hold my badge as a marksman, and have been elected by the Company to act on its committee; and I beg you will 
give this matter your serious attention, and should you elect that I maintain my position as sergeant of the Corps, I will 
always endeavour to fulfil it worthily, and do my duty honorably to the Corps and myself. 

I have, &c., 
A. SPROULIE, 

Sergeant, G. C. V. Rifles. 
Before giving an opinion on this case I should wish to have Captain Rossi's remarks.—J.S.R, Lt.-Ool., Comdt., B.C., 

13/6/72. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, 
Goulburn, 17 June, 1872. 

In accordance with your wish, requesting my remarks upon the letter of Sergeant Sproule, I have to say that in 
1870 Private Sproule was made, with your approval as supernumerary sergeant, sergeant of the Band, and Private Perry as 
corporal of the same, without those positions in Company. 

I had occasion to employ Sergeant Sproule frequently with duties as a sergeant of the Company. He was never 
promoted thereto, but on being reminded that his real position continued as originally as private, he expressed disappointment, 
and, to use his own words, he said, "that he would rather be a sergeant in the Company than colonel in the Band, if there 
could be such a thing," and added that he wished to be appointed, and volunteered at that time to pass an examination if 
required. 

You will remember, some time before present letter was written by Sergeant Sproule, how warmly I urged, on many 
grounds, his claim to be appointed sergeant, and to obtain forhim the advantage of seniority equal to date of appointment as 
Band-sergeant. You were good enough to tell me, which I took the trouble to explain, that this was impossible—that Band-
sergeant Sproule, though entitled as such to precedence of some sergeants in the Company, must, if appointed to Company, 
take junior rank to then;. 

I am utterly at a loss to know what grievance Sproule can possibly have against me, for it is known to yourself how 
highly I have always mentioned his name, and how anxious I have truly been, if possible, to accede to his wishes. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G. C. V. Rifles. 

Am I to understand that Sergeant Sproule has performed continuously the regular Company duties? If so, I think his 
claim should receive consideration in preference to filling vacancies by juniors.—J. S. R., Lt..Col., B.C., 26/6/72. To be returned. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, 
Rossiville, 5 July, 1872. 

There is a part of Sergeant Sproule's letter I find I had omitted to notice before, wherein he says I had 
ignored his position as Band-sergeant. I need hardly say more on this point, except that this is simply a grievous misappre-
hension of Sergeant Sproule, for I never, in thought, word, or deed, have done so. 

With reference to Sproule having been engaged in the duties of the Company, he has done so whenever required. Be 
has fulfilled faithfully those duties. 

If it is your pleasure that Sproule should be appointed sergeant of the Company, I shall be glad, as I have through-
out said, and under the special circumstances, if you think it expedient, he could be.promoted without the usual examination. 
If appointed, can he take rank at date equivalent to his having been made Band-sergeant? 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G. C. V. Rifles. 

An examination is unnecessary in Band-sergeant Sproule's case, as it appears he has been performing the duties of a 
Company-sergeant entirely to Captain Rossi's satisfaction. A transfer only is necessary, and Sergeant Sproule will date his 
seniority from his appointment as Band-sergeant.-.-J.S.R., Lt.-Col., B.C., 9/8/72. 

EXHIBIT M. 
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ExHIBIT M. 

B Adams 
Brown (uniform only) 
Cooper 

B Deacon 
Dunn 
Davis 
Gale 
M'Govern, W. 

M'Connell (uniform only) 
M'Garvey 
Perry 

B Ryde 
Russell 
Smith 
Waugh 

EXHIBIT N. 

RIFLE VOLUNTEER CORPS. 

RECORD of attendance at Parade and Drill of Goulburn Rifle Corps, for the nine months ending 30th September, 1873.. 

Rank and Names. 

Quarter ending 

 S . Rank and Names.  

Quarter ending 

PS 

1 Capt. Rossia 8 3 10 21 m 7 5 8 a  20 
. 4 7 * 18 5 9 8 * 22 

3 Ensign Dignam* 10 10 8 * 28 5 5 9 * 19 
4 Col..Sergt. Trenery* 6 8 10 * 24 

49 Private Helleana ................ 
50 Holt* ...... 

4 4 7 * 15 
5 Q..M..Sergt. Sproule* .............. 

.. 
9 9 8 a  26 

51 ,, Kelly* ................... 

53 King* 9  9 21 
6 Sergt. Herriott* .10 14 11 * 35 8 9 7 24 

8 

.. 

7 9 a  24 

52 ,, Kingsell* ..................... 

4 

... 

6  6 16 

2 Lieut. Chjsholm* ...................7 

8 Blackshaw* .................. 10 

. 

14 9 * 33 

54 Lumsden .................. 
55 ,, M'Donald, Jno.* ............ 
56 M'Donald, J. M. ......... ... 

5 9 ii * 25 57 ,, M'Govern, W. ............ .... 
.... 

7 ,, Trenery .................... 

8 8 58 M'Govern, Jos.* ...... 

....  

7 4 
.......... 

3 * 14 
9 Corpi. Wilkie* ........................ 

3 

. 

7 5 15 59 M'Carthy ..................... 5 7 

.... 

12 11 Hollis ........................ 
6 5 * 11 60 M'Oonnell .................. 

5 8 10 * 23 61 M'Garvey .................. 

... 

1 1 i a 
............ 

10 ,, Hayley* ............................. 

12 Oleary* . ...... 

5 8 5 * 18 4 5 8 * 17 

13 ,, Fitzgibbon* .................. 

16 Bickley, junr. ............... 9 * 9 8  8 6 a  22 

14 Private Adams ........................ 

7 * 7 65 Monkley, H ................ 

15 Bickley* ........................ 

7 

........ 

6 13 

63 M'Hugh* ..................... 

6 4 7 a 17 

64 Monkley, H. B. ............ 

8 14 8 * 30 

17 ,, Benton ...................... ........... 

20 ,, Byrne, J 0•* 5 5 4 a  14 7 8 8 * 23 

18 ,, Buckley ........................ 
19 ,, Byrne, Thos.*.................. 

68 Mawson* ................... 
6 9 11 26 

...8 

8 6 * 22 
69 ,, Mason, A.* ............... 

9 8 8 * 25 22 ,, Clarke, H. S. ............... 
23 ,, Clarke, Jno. ............... 6 

......... 

* 6 

62 ,, M' George ............................. 

70 ,, Mason, W. ............... 

........... 

4 * 4 
72 Nunn ........................ 5 4 9 

25 ,, Cooper ......................... 

......... 

66 ,, Millor ................................. 
67 Morriss* .............................. 

1 6  6 * 13 
9 * 9 74 O'Brien, Thos.* 9 8 7 * 24 

27 ,, Cole, Jno. .................. 9 * 9 

... 

2 7 9 
6  6 7 * 19 

71 ,, Munroe ............................ 

73 O'Donnell .................. 
... 

5 5 7 * 17 

21 ,, Bro wn ........................................ 

28 ,, Coleman* .................... 
10 9 6 * 25 

75 ,, O'Brien, A. J................ 
76 ,, O'Suilivan* .................. 

6 3 6 * 15 

24 ,, Clegg ....................................... 

29 ,, Connors* ................... 

8 5 7 * 20 78 Perry ........................ 

26 ,, Cole, W............................. 

9 

....... 

5 

............... 

4 * 18 79 Percival ..................... 1 1 
30 Craiga ....................... 

5 4 4 * 13 

77 Peard.* ....................... 

6 7 8 a  21 
31 ,, Cannon* .................... 

33 Cleary, D.* 7 9 6 22 

... 

............ 

4 * 4 
6 11 9 * 26 

80 Reynolds* .................. 

8 10 7 * 25 

32 Camby* ....................... 
.. 

10 9 10 a  29 

81 Ryde ............................... 
82 Robertson* ................ 

......... 

10 a 10 
2 2 1 5 5 5 5 * 15 

3 1 4 
1 1 2 

83 ,, Rogers* ......................... 
84 Riley' ........................ 

9 6 10 25 38 ,, Davies ........................... 
4 3 4 ii 

86 ,, Sibbald* ..................... 
87 ,, Sherring* .................. 8 5 6 19 39 , Dickson* ..................... 

40 Donnolley* ... 5 1 6 a  12 

34 ,, Curtiss, Frank* ............ 
35 ,, Curtiss, FrecL* ............. 

5  5 5 7 9 * 21 

36 Deacon ........................ 
37 Dunn ....................................... 85 Russell ........................ 

6 a  6 
7 5 8 * 20 

88 Smith ................................... 

8 6 9 a  23 

41 ,, Duckett ............................. 

3  3 2 a 8 

89 Trump* ..................... 

8 9 9 * 26 

44 Eggo ....................................... 
43 Fuller ........................ 

45 ,, Gale ........................... 

90 Topham ........................... 
91 ,, Wilson, H. ............... 

44 Goulden ........................ 

7 7 6 a  20 

92 Woods* ..................... 

46 ,, Gillespie* ................... 
47 ,, Hurley* ....................... 7 11 

.............. 

5 a  23 

93 ,, Waugh ...................................... 
94 ,, Wetherby ................................ 

9 * 9 
48 ,, Horton* ...................... 6 11 8 * 25 

95 Wilson, A......................... 

ExuIBrr 0. 
Captain Rossi to Private Paris, G. C. V. Rifles. 

I BEQUEST you at once, on this my demand, to pay the sum of £2 7s. to Corporal Blackshaw, being the amount due 
by you for subscription from 1st October, 1870, to 31st August, 1871. If not instantly complied with I shall take proceedings 
against you. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Goulburn, 5th September, 1871.  Captain. 

Captain 
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Captain Rossi to Major Brown. 
Rossiville, 21 November, 1871. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to report that I have had occasion to dismiss from my Company Privates Paris and Martin, in 

consequence of the persistence with which they had refused to pay any sums due by them to funds of Company, and the effect 
of their example was operating most seriously upon the other members. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Captain, G. C. V. Rifles. 

MMo.—Colour-sergeant Trenery, G. C. V. •Rifles,—Please to examine attendance rolls of 1869, and report, as soon as possible, 
number of occasions on which Corporal Perry and Private G. M'Connel attended during that year. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
21/11/71. Captain. 

Major Brown to Captain Rossi. 
Parramatta, 22 November, 1871. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated yesterday in which you state that you have 

dismissed Privates Paris and Martin in consequence of their not having paid certain sums due from them to the funds of the 
Corps. 

I fear that you have exceeded your authority under section 28 of the Volunteer Act, as your remedy is given you in 
section 46. 

This has been done more than once in the Parramatta Corps with satisfactory results. 
I would recommend you to reconsider the dismissal, and put the recovery of the debt into the hands of an attorney. 

I have, &c., 
WALTER BROWN, Major, 

Commanding Western Battalion. 

Captain Rossi to Major Brown. 

Sir, 
1. I have the honor to acknowledge your letter, 22nd instant, wherein, having reference to the dismissal by me of 

Privates Paris and Martin from my Company, I am told you fear that I have exceeded my authority under section 28. I 
request leave to explain more fully the circumstances in connection therewith. 

In the case of Martin it may not be necessary to say more that immediately following upon his dismissal he came to 
me and said I had dome quite right, and that if I would not bring him before the Court he would pay, and he gave me a pro. 
note for what he owed, but this will not be available as he appears on this day to have called his creditors together. 

With reference to Paris I would point out that his conduct for months past has been most improper, and was doing 
infinite harm to the Company by the effect of his resistance and by the character of his remarks, producing extreme 
unwillingness to pay in the minds of others. 

Paris never has paid a single farthing to funds from the time of his first joining in 1869. I have tried every means t 
obtain money from him,—it has been repeatedly demanded. I then spoke to him myself and he promised when he received 
certain Government money expected, he would pay some. At the moment that money he (Paris) referred to was given to him 
I had him again applied to and he refused, saying to the applicant, O..Sergt., let him (meaning myself) summon me. I did so, 
employed an attorney, and lost the case in the Police Court. 

Acting upon subsequent advice of attorney I gave bins a notice, a copy enclosed, which he failed in any way to regard, 
and I then felt it absolutely necessary for the discipline of the Company to dismiss him, with the intention of following my 
demand again before the Court. 

I trust my explanation will be considered satisfactory. 
I have, &c., 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G. C. V. R. 

Captain Rossi to Private Paris. 
Goulburn, 1871. 

To Private Paris, G. C. V. Rifles,— 
You are requested to attend parade on 30th October and to bring with you and pay to me the sum of £4 is., being 

the amount due by you as per enclosed account. 
I desire to warn you that if this be not complied with, I shall be obliged summarily to carry out the powers vested in 

me in Volunteer Act, section 28 (1). 
F. R. L. ROSSI, Captain. 

Captain Rossi to Mr. John Spicer Paris. 
Volunteer Office, 

Goulburn, 22 November, 1871. 
Sir, 

I do hereby, in terms of the 22nd section of the Volunteer Force Regulation Act of 1867, call upon and require 
you to deliver up to Quartermaster.Sergeant M'Kean on demand, in good order and condition (reasonable wear and tear .only 
excepted) all arms, accoutrements, clothing, and appointments, being public property, or the property of the Corps to which 
you belonged, and issued to you, as I dismissed you on 30th OcLober last from Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles; and I further 
purpose to institute legal proceedings against you for moneys due by you to my Company. 

I am, 
F. F. L. ROSSI, Captain. 

Copy given to J. S. Paris, 23/11/71.—P. R. M'KEAN, Q.-M. Sergt., G. C. V. Rifles. 

Major 
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Major Brown to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, Parramatta, 27 November, 1871. 

In reply to your letter of the 24th instant, received to-day, in which you dye an additional reason for your dis-
missing Private Paris, and also state that you were unsuccessful in suing him, I have only to state that my object in saying 
what I did was, that you may not find yourself in a wrong position should any litigious person take the case up. 

When Captain of the Parramatta Corps, I sued three or four and gained my cases, and Captain Byrnes now finds no 
difficulty in the matter, and has his moneys paid regularly. Should you have any other reason as well, which could come fairly 
under section 28, clause 1, by all means discharge the man, for he appears to be a nuisance to you all; but my opinion, still is 
that non-payment of fines, &c,, is not cause sufficient of itself for dismissal, as you have your remedy in sec. 46. 

I have, &c., 
WALTER BROWN, Major, 

Commanding Western Battalion. 

Captain Rossi to Major Brown. 

Sir, Rossiville, 5 December, 1871. 

1. With reference to your letter of the 27th ultimo, s-e Private Paris, I beg, in further explanation, to add, that the 
fact of his (Private Paris) not having paid the amount he was indebted to my Company, formed but an ingredient in deter-
mining me upon his dismissal. 

It will be observed that I had requested Paris' attendance at parade on a certain day by the notice (a copy of which 
I had forwarded to you) ; he disregarded that notice; he made no explanation or excuse; neither did he apply for leave of absence. 

Paris, I before intimated, had quite disaffec - ted my Compaiiy by his demeanour;  he professed to be willing to pay 3d. 
per week, but he never paid a farthing since his connection with Corps ; in fact, matters had reached that point when -1 
found it absolutely necessary to show whether Private Paris or myself had control of the Company, while the course I pursued 
was by the advice of an attorney, after failure in trying the case before the Police Court, and believed to be in accordance with 
the spirit of clause No. 28, Volunteer Act, for I conceived Paris had shown an utter contempt of my authority, and I had 
deemed the sufficiency of the reason for his dismissal to have been abundantly exhibited. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Captain, G.O.V. Rifles. 
I think Captain Rossi would be justified in dismissing Private Paris from the Goulburn Corps under the circumstances 

above stated, and recommend this to be forwarded direct to the Commandant for his approval.—W. Bnowx, Major. 

Major Brown,—I think Captain Rossi has acted well in dismissing Private Paris from the Corps; at the same time I 
think it would be well in all cases to call upon the men themselves to show cause why they should not be dismissed.—J.S.R., 
Lieut.-Col., Oomdt., B.C., 12/12/71. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Col. Richardson. 

Sir, Rossiville, 9 December, 1871. 

I have the honor to forward accompanying papers relative to dismissal of Private Paris, to the Commandant, by 
direction of Major Brown, Commanding Western Battalion, for approval. 

I am, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Captain, G. C. V. Rifles. 

EXHIBIT P. 

Private J. B. Craig to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, Goulburn, 2 May, 1872. 

I beg respectfully to resign the office I hold as a member of the committee of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles, as 
I find that my conduct, in common with the other members of the committee, fails to give satisfaction to many of the men. 

In parting, allow me to acknowledge the courtesy I have at all times received at the hands of yourself and other members of the committee. 

I have, &c., 
J. B. CRAIG, 

Private. 

EXHIBIT Q. 

Captain Ba.ynes to Captain Rossi 
Brigade Office, 

Sydney, 19 December, 1872. 
MEaro.—The undermentioned letters are forwarded to Captain Rossi pursuant to his request of the 18th instant, viz. 

Letter from Captain Baynes, 21 April, 1870, forwarding 
Do. Captain Rossi, 7 April, 1870. 
Do. Private Chambers, 9 do. 
Do. J. G. Morris, 9 do. and 
Do. Captain Rossi, 11 do. 

The letter inquiring whether the Goulburn Rifle Association could accept matches without consent of Commanding 
Officer, dated 8th September, 1871, was returned to Captain Rossi on the 11th same ihonth, with following minute, viz. 
"Certainly not—everything should be done through and with the consent of the commanding officer.—,J.S.R., Lieut.-Col." 

The memo, of the 16th instant apprised Captain Rossi that the letters of resignation of members of committee 
could not be traced in this office. 

By Command, 
THOS. BAYNES, Capt., 

Acting Major of Brigade. 

Captain Rossi to The Honorary Secretary, G.C.V. Rifles and G.R. Association. 

MEdo.—I have to inform you that you have no power to interfere in military matters, and I request that you will forbear, in 
future, from arranging for rifle matches with Volunteers without my direction. 

R F. R. L. ROSSI, Rossiville, 31 August, 1873. 
Captain. 

Captain 
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Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, 
Rossiville, 1 April, 1870. 

On the evening before last I called the annual meeting of the Goulburn Corps, for the purpose of ciceting the new 
committee, and to give to the meeting the abstract of accounts for the year. While engaged on the occasion I met with such 
unseemly interruption on the part of a member of the Company, that I deemed it expedient to adjourn until the following 
evening (yesterday), with orders that the Company should at that time appear in uniform. 

That meeting took place, where I had the muster roll called, when the following occurrences took place, which I have 
the honor to lay before you. 

Private Chambers desired to engage in discussion and to make certain propositions, when I inquired if he were in 
uniform. He replied—" No, I was not here last night, but had heard something about it." I said —"If you tell me you 
really did not know it was an order, I will excuse you." lIe replied—" He would not say that.' I then said—" If you 
wish to take part in the proceedings, I will delay them if you will return home and put on uniform." He declined. I then 
said—" If you will make an exchange of garments with any of the Company in the room, I will hear you." He declined 
but be took up, shortly afterwards, it uniform-cap, and placed it on his head, saying—" Now I am in uniform." I said that 
was disrespectful. He insisted upon taking part, when I told him 1 could only permit him to do so with the understanding 
that I should make a note of it and refer the came to Colonel Richardson. He continued. 

Following upon this, Private John Morris addressed me, and taking also part in the proceedings, he being likewise in 
plain clothes. I cautioned him that the remarks I had made applied equally to him, and that I could not consent to his taking 
part. He replied—" He had read time Act., and that it was not required to appear in uniform, and that he was as good if he 
came in his shirt-sleeves." I told him if lie persisted I should report it to the Colonel. He did so. 

I begrespectfully to remark that I had made it an order to appear in vn(form, from the improper tone of proceedings 
while several of the Company had attended the previous evening in plain clothes. On the second occasion I was myself in 
uniform. I had conceived it to be irregular that a response could be made by a private to the roll call (unless in uniform), and 
I had been led to think a disobedience of order was shown by the two privates named, by their knowing the order (of which 
ignorance was not pleaded) and not attending thereto, which misconduct was aggravated by resisting the latest opportunities 
I was willing to afford of compliance with my wishes. 

Under the circumstances, I earnestly seek that you will be pleased to take such steps as will for the future deter any 
member of the Company from obstructing me in the discImare of my duties. 

I am, &c., 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 

Lieut. and Captain (elect), G.V. Rifles. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Rossiville, 2 May, 1870. 

Sir, 
I have the the honor to state that, in accordance with the recommendation from the Colonel Commanding Volunteer 

Force, I dismissed Privates Chambers and John Morris from the G. C. V. Rifles, on Thursday, 28th ultimo, and this evening 
at parade I have had read the Company Order to that effect, a copy of which I beg herewith to forward. 

I have, &c., 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 

Lieut. and Captain (elect), G.V. Rifles. 

Company Order. 
IN consequence of the insubordinate conduct, on 31st March, by Privates Chambers and John Morris, I dismiss them both from 
the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles. 

F. H. L. ROSSI, 
28 April, 1870. Lieut, and Captain (elect), G.V. Rifles. 

ExHIBIT R. 
Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Rossiville, 1 April, 1870. 
Sir, 

On the evening before last, I called the annual meeting of the Goulburn Corps, for the purpose of electing the new 
committee, and to give to the meeting the abstract of accounts for the year. While engaged on the occasion, I met with such 
unseemly interruption on the part of a member of the Company that I deemed it expedient to adjourn until the following 
evening (yesterday), with order,i that the. Company should at that time appear in uniform..  

That meeting took place, where I had the muster roll called, when the following occurrences took place, which I have the 
honor to lay before you. . 

Private Chambers desired to engage in discussion and to make certain propositions, when I inquired if he were in 
uniform. He replied—" No, I was not here last night, but had heard something about it." I said—" If you tell me you really 
did not know it was an order, I will excuse you." He replied—"He would not say that." I then said—"If you wish to take part 
in the proceedings, I will delay them, if you will return home and put on uniform." He declined. I then said—" If you will make 
an exchange of garments with any of the Company in the room, I will hear you." He declined, but he took up, shortly after. 
wards a uniform cap and placed it on his head, saying—" Now I am in uniform." I said that was disrespectful. He insisted 
upon taking part, when I told him I could only permit him to do so with the understanding that I should make a note of it 
and refer the same to Colonel Richardson. He continued. 

Following upon this, Private John Morriss addressed me, and taking also part in proceedings, he being likewise in plaiw 
clothes. I cautioned him that the remarks I had made applied equally to bins, and that I could not consent to his taking part. 
He replied—" He had read the Act, and that it was not required to appear in uniform, and that he was as good if he came in 
his shirt-sleeves." I told him if he persisted. I should report it to the Colonel. He did so. 

I beg respectfully to remark that I had made it an order to appear in ussform, from the imp-roper tone of proceedings 
while several of the Company bad attended, the previous evening in plain clothes. On the second occasion I was myself in 
uniform. I had conceived it to be irregular that a response could be made by a private to the roll call (unless in uniform), and 
I had been led to think a disobedience of orders was shown by the two privates named, by their knowing the order (of which 
ignorance was not pleaded) and not attending thereto, which misconduct was aggravated by resisting the latest opportunities I 
was willing to afford of compliance with my wishes. 

Under the circumstances, I earnestly seek that you will be pleased to take such steps as will for the future deter any 
member of the Company from obstructing me in the discharge of my duties. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Lieut. and Captain (elect), G.V. Rifles. 
I should recommend Captain Rossi to dismiss Privates Chambers and Morrias from the Corps, for insubordinate conduct, 

and to issue a Company Order to that effect, forwarding a copy of the came to this office.—J.S.R., Lt..Col., B.C., 27/4/70. 
To be returned. - 

Private 
321-Q 
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Private Chambers to Captain Baynes. 
Goulburn, 9 April, 1870. 

Sir, 
At your request I make the following statement :- 

1st—That at the first meeting of the Corps (on the 30th March), Captain Rossi took his seat as Chairman, without 
uniform, therefore virtually sanctioning it, and only ordered the members of the Corps to come (on the following evening, the 
1st) with uniform when he found them determined to express their opinion upon matters coming before them. 

2nd.—That not being present at the meeting on the 30th, I was not officially made aware of the order to appear in 
uniform, but I admit that I casually heard of it out in the city, of which I submit I had no right to take cognizance of. 

3rd.—That the election of a committee is an unmilitary proceeding, and not provided for in the Volunteer Act; it being 
appointed simply to assist in matters of detail. This being the case, I held it was not necessary to appear in uniform at the 
meeting. 

4th.—I believe that it is necessary for the orderly.sergeant or corporal to have the order-book at parade, "that the same 
may be read by an officer present, for the information of the members of the Corps." This was not done, and consequently, I, 
with others, was not aware that we were to appear in uniform. 

fith.—With reference to a part of Captain Rossi's statement, I may say it is incorrect. I refer to the part about the 
cap. I did not put the corp on my head at all—I simply held it up; and I also beg to state that I did not make use of the words 
"I%7 0w I am in nnform." What I said was, "that I was under the imsnediate control of my officers if I had a portion of my 
uniform on," and unless I had a part I could not be considered under his command. Captain Rossi did not say in my hearing, 
that he "would make a note of it," but that he would "write to Colonel Richardson, asking whether my taking part in the pro. 
ceedings of the meeting without uniform, would invalidate the business transacted by such meeting." 

6th—I said nothing disrespectful to Captain Rossi, nor did I in any way obstruct the meeting, or Captain Rossi in the 
discharge of his duties. Moreover, members of the Company have (while Mr. Finlay was captain) attended a meeting without 
uniform. Further, that in the advertisement convening the meeting, no mention is made of uniform whatever. 

7th.—The reason I did not go home, as mentioned by Captain Rossi, to get my uniform, was that it was raining heavily, 
and I had some distance to go; and the reason I did not change my coat was that if I had done so, the person I borrowed the 
coat from would have been in the same position that I was before getting the coat. 

RICHD. CHAMBERS, 
Private, G.V.Rifles. 

Private Morris to Lieut.-Adjt. Baynes, N. S. W. V. R. 
Goulburn, 9 April, 1870. 

Sir, 
With reference to the charge preferred against me by Captain Rossi, I have the honor to make the following 

remarks. 
And first, I beg to state that I was not aware of the fact of which you put me in possession this afternoon, namely, 

that Volunteers, whether in uniform or not, are under the command of the captain while attending the annual general meeting 
of the Company, or indeed any meeting held for Volunteer purposes. 

The advertisement calling the meeting did not state that members were expected to appear in uniform, and the captain 
and most of the members present on the first evening in question were in plain clothes. 

I had no official intimation of the captain's order to appear in uniform on the second evening, that order only having 
been given to the few present on the first occasion, and therefore did not feel bonnd to so appear. 

My reason for appearing in plain clothes was, that I might, as I supposed, remark upon the captain's imperious and 
overbearing conduct generally, and refer particularly to the discourteous and arbitrary manner in which he had adjourned the 
meeting on the previous evening. 

With reference to my remarks about appearing in my shirt-leeves, I beg to say that they have been misstated. They 
were as follows :-" As there is nothing in the Act or regulations requiring ann to appear in uniform, and as no official order to 
so appear has reached me, I could, if I choose, appear in my shirt-sleeves, or without a coat." 

When I asked the captain whether I might proceed to take part in the meeting, he said—" I will not prevent you, but 
will write to the Colonel asking whether your doing so will invalidate anything that may be done this evening." 

I have, &c., 
JOHN G. MORRIS. 

Captain Rossi to Captain Baynes. 
Rossiville, 11 April, 1870. 

Sir, 
I was much pained on reading the statements of Privates Chambers and John Morris, to find their maintenance of 

the propriety of their conduct, after the clear and very kind explanation of Captain Baynes as to the duties. To me, the 
letters referred to indicate a spirit which, if not completely checked—I hope I may be excused from so saying—will I fear lead 
to further disturbances. 

I have the honor to observe that I have proved the entire facts as represented in my report to be more than substantially 
correct, they are so literatina ci verbatim, my statement having received (as Captain Baynes is aware) the fullest and unqualified 
ratification by the large number of my Company present at the investigation, before whom my report was read, and upon whom 
I had called, in the presence of both privates, to point to any part if it was not strictly accurate. The question was also put 
by Captain Baynes to Private Morris, if I had in any way "overstated the case." To all these invitations to refute my 
statements, not a breath of exception was uttered. 

Most abundant corroboration has been thereby adduced on my part, and both the privates have failed to avail themselves 
of the opportunity afforded by Captain Baynes to have any confirmation of contra-statements supported by any of the Company. 

Perhaps I may be permitted to observe that I conceive these recent incidents to be an important crisis in the career of 
the Goulburn Corps Volunteers, and I respectfully repose the case in the hands of Colonel Richardson, again praying that such 
effectual and certain measures may be adopted as to give a more healthful character to my Company, by the observance of 
implicit obedience, and to strengthen the position of the commanding officer in his responsible position. 

I have, &c., 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 

Lieut. and Capt. (elect), G. V. Rifles. 

Memo, upon the two letters. Private Chambers. 
Paragraph No. 1 has no reference to Private Chambers. 

Admission of Private Chambers that lie had heard of the order. 
This is simply Private Chambers' opinion of the Act, and comment upon my order. 
This was impossible, as no drill followed the occasion of giving the order to appear in uniform, preceding the 

meeting. A " Captain's Order" is not of more force than the same order given direct by the captain. 
I have asserted the truth as to cap, &c., &c., which had been perfectly uncontradicted by any of the Company, or 

even by Private Chambers, when in my presence, although ii read my letter reporting him twice over before him. 
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I remember to have stated the contrary at the meeting—that I believed members had always appeared in uniform 
on such occasions, and asked if it were not so, which was not denied. 
The commanding officer was not prevented from going in uniform, although "raining heavily." The latter part of 
paragraph wherein Private Chambers gives his reason for not borrowing a uniform coat in the room, evidently 
marks greater consideration for his comrade than for his cimmanding officer. 

Memo, upon letter of Private Morris. 

There is nothing to remark beyond the fact that my own verified statements are without any disproof whatever from 
Private Morris, and an expression of surprise on my part at the startling admission made by Private Morris in paragraph 5, 
wherein he virtually states that he went in plain clothes to animadvert upon "the captain's imperious and overbearing conduct 
generally, and refer particularly,  to the discourteous and arbitrary manner in which he 'had adjourned the meeting on the 
previous evening." (An obliging act for the Company, as Private Morris was not present on the occasion he refers to), and 
Private Morris failed to notice the peculiar characteristics of the captain in his presence, before Captain Baynes and the 
Company. 

F.R.L.R., 
11/4/70. Lieut. & Capt. (elect) G.V.R. 

Captain Baynes to The Officer Commanding Volunteer Force. 

Sydney, 21 April, 1870. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to report that, in accordance with your instructions, I proceeded to Goulburn, on the morning of Prvt. Chambers. 
the 9th instant, to inquire into the charge preferred by Captain Rossi against two members of the Corps under his command, ,, Morris. 
named in the margin. 

Having read Captain Rossi's letter to the accused, in presence of the captain and his lieutenant elect, and asked them 
(the accused) individually, what they had to say in reply, neither Chambers nor Morris denied the statement of Captain Rossi, 
but argued that they had a right to bring forward other matter than that for which the meeting was called, and thought it was an 
arbitrary order for Captain Rossi to adjourn the meeting and direct them to appear in uniform the following evening. I 
pointed out to them, in presence of a number of members of the Corps, who had been permitted to be present at the latter 
part of the investigation, that Captain Rossi had not exceeded his duty at either of the meetings. And finding there was no 
likelihood of my coming to any conclusion from their mode of argument, I directed them to furnish me with a written reply to 
Captain Rossi's statement, which I received the following morning and enclose herewith, as also one from Captain Rossi in 
reply, also his former letter. 

I have, &c., 
THOS. BAYNES, Capt., 

Brigade Adjutant. 

Captain Rossi to Colour-sergeant Trenery. 

Colour-sergeant Trenery will be pleased to see that the arms and accoutrements, together with such clothing as may 
have been issued to the Privates Chambers and J. Morris, dismissed from the Corps, are given up to the quartermaster-
sergeant in good order. 

Colour-sergeant Trenery will give to each of these privates dismissed a correct copy of the Company Order. 

F.R.L.R. 

Company Order. 

In consequence of the insubordinate conduct on 31st March, by Privates Chambers and John Morris, I dismiss them 
both from the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Lieutenant and Captain (elect), 

28 April, 1870. G.V. Rifles. 
A true copy—F. H. L. Rossi, 

Lieutenant, G.V.R. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Sir, Rossivile, 2 May, 1870. 

I have the honor to state that, in accordance with the recommendation from the Colonel Commanding Volunteer 
Force, I dismissed Privates Chambers and John Morris from the G.C.V. Rifles, on Thursday, 28 ultimo, and this evening at 
parade I have had read the Company Order to that effect, a copy of which I beg herewith to forward. 

I have, &c., 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 

Lieutenant and Captain (elect), G. V. Rifles. 

ExHIBIT S. 
Sir, Wingehlo, 26 May, 1873. 

Having noticecl in the Goulburn Herald of Saturday the 24th instant, a letter signed by you which embodies two 
other letters, one from Mr. F. Diamond and another from Mr. 0-: Martyr, having reference to Capt. Rossi drilling Mr. F. E. 
Hayley in the Bank in Bank hours,—Without having interest one way or the other, I beg to state, for your information, that I 
too distinctly saw Capt. Rossi drilling Mr. F. F. Hayley in the hail of the A. J. S. Bank prior to the examination for 
sergeantcy taking place. I can state further, from my own personal knowledge, that I have seen Capt. Rossi giving Mr. F. F. 
Hayley instructions at the rear of his father's house, during the time I was engaged there; and further, was told by Mr. F. F. 
Hayley that the captain was giving him private instructions at the Court House daily, and on more than one occasion was 
shown the drill.book with marked sentences, which was represented by Mr. F. F. Hayley to me as being the portions of drill the 
captain had marked for him to learn. I have no interest in the matter beyond what I kuw to be true, and consequently 
reduce this to writing impartially. 

JOHN EGGO. 

MEMO. 
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MEMO—F. Diamond to J. J. Trenery, Esq. 
Sir, 

What you have stated with reference to Capt. Rossi instructing Hayley, in the hs.l1 of the A. J. S. Bank, is 
perfectly correct. 

I distinctly saw and heard Capt. Rossi instructing young Hayley relative to his examination for a sergeantcy in the 
Goulburn Volunteer Rifles. The occurrence took place in the hail of the A. J. S. Bank, and I told you of the same immediately 
afterwards and advised you to go at once and see for yourself, which you accordingly did. 

P. DIAMOND. 

EXhIBIT T. 
Corporal Trenery to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, 
Goulburn, 10th May, 1872. 

With respect to my late examination, I respectfully ofl'er a few suggestions for your consideration. 
If you think me worthy of promotion, would it be advisable, on the night you apprise the Company of it, to mention 

that in my first examination I had put some of the answers in too brief a form, which did not carry as much weight as they 
would have if put in more words. For instance, the left of the right half , and a marker giving a point, and the 
omission of" doubling out," or leaving the latter as understood. 

I think it would be wise to mont-ion this and I could afterwards indorse it; for I know that not one of the members who 
attended drill the night of Hayley's promotion but what said that I was cheated out of it. 

I only suggest this thinking it may unravel the mystery for them. They may further say—why be plucked to.day and 
pass to-morrow, so to speak. Answer,—by knowing the error I have corrected it. I have not any motive than the above in 
this my suggestion. I remain, &c., 

CORPORAL TRENERY, 
G.C.V. Rifles, Goulburn. 

ErnIT U. 
Colour-Sergeant Trenery to Captain Rossi. 

Dear Captain Rossi, Goulburn, May 10th. 
Many of the men are anxious to be present at the Review on the 24th instant in Sydney, and I promised to write to 

you on the matter. 
Of course you must be pretty well tired of the Sydney Court by this time. I need hardly say that I am not only 

disgusted with the evidence, but in many instances much surprised with the whole of it, particularly with that given by those 
related to me. My position prevents me from moving at all—that you are doubtless fully aware of; but I conld contradict the 
evidence given by nearly the whole of the witnesses,—not the whole of it, but portions. 

I have been away a good deal of late on business, and have not had much time to attend many drills. The unfortunate 
blow which I received on the nose is coming against me in a very serious form ; in fact, I have been afraid I will have to leave 
my business. 

I need hardly add that personally I have still the same confidence in you as captain. I am pleased on account of being 
in no way implicated with the Court of Inquiry. I take a certain amount of credit to myself on account of doing what you 
required to be done and no more. 

If there is anything you wish to be done in connection with the Company as formerly, please consider me at your 
command. 

Trusting soon to see matters quite settled and yourself back in Goulburn again,— 
Believe me, &c., 

W. TRENERY, 
Colour-Sergt. 

I have written this hurriedly, but will feel obliged by an answer, as most of the men are anxious to know if they are to 
go to Sydney on the 24th.—W. T. 

Exi-IIBIT V. 
Military Salute. 

CA1'i'Anr Rossi's compliments to Editor of the Goulburn. Herald, and begs to forward enclosed letter, if he would desire to 
re-publish it, as the subject had engaged the attention of the latter. 

Rossiville, 24th June, 1872. 

To the Editor of the S. H. Herald. 
Sir, 

As you have called attention to a circumstance which lately occurred between a member of my Company of Volnn-
teers and myself, I beg you will allow me the opportunity of refuting an impression which might otherwise prevail, and which 
indeed has been rather industriously circulated—that I had exceeded the due limits of my authority by seeking to make the 
military salute compulsory when not required by law, and that I improperly suppressed a portion of the Commandant's memo. 
on the subject. 

The flicts were as follows :—\Vhile I was in uniform, and engaged on duty at the rifle ranges with some of my Company, 
the member in question caine up to me in plain clothes, with his hands in his pockets, and in a manner apparently indicating 
a deliberate desire that my attention should be directed to him. I said to him—" Will you not give me a salute ?" He 
answered—" I said 'Good evening' (which I had not heard) ; what salute do you want ?" I said—" The military salute." He 
refused to give it, saying that he "was not in uniform." I then said to him—" I request you to give me the salute"; and in so 
speaking I purposely used the word "request." His reply was—" I refuse to do so." 

I immediately reported the matter to the Commandant of the Force, who at once sent to me the minute to which you 
have referred, and by his express authority and direction I communicated that part of it only which had reference to Mr. 
Robertson. Had I been iustriscted to communicate the whole, I should have done so; but this would, I believe, have been 
contrary to military regulations. The memo, in full was as follows 

I think it a pity Captain Rossi should have placed himself in a position to be refused, as I see no remedy, the Volunteer 
Regulations distinctly specifying that both should be in uniform, to make the salute oonmpuls'ory. I need hardly say the 
action of the member referred to was in excessively bad taste, and marks him as deficient in one of the most essential attributes 
of a soldier." 

Having communicated the latter part to Mr. Robertson on the 18th May, I received from him on the 20th the 
following letter 

Sir, 
"Goulburn, 20 May, 1872. 

" 
Having reference to your communication to me on parade, on the 18t-h instant, I have the honor to request that 

I may be informed as to what I am to look to, to instruct me in my duty as a Volunteer. Having studied the Volunteer Force 
Regulations now in force under that Act, and having always acted strictly in accordance with them, I am quite at a loss to 
know why I should have been placed in the unpleasant position in which I was placed at the rifle range on the 13th instant, 
and again on parade on the 18th instant. 

"I have, &e., 
Captain Rossi, G. C. V. Rifles, "W. F. ROBERTSON, 

Rossiville." "Private, Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles." 
To 
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To this I replied by a Memo., which was duly conveyed to Mr. Robertson, in the following terms:— 

MEMo—I am quite persuaded that Private Robertson has, as he expresses himself, sought to conform to the letter of the 
Volunteer Act. The subject to which I had occasion to refer to is one which is left to the discretion and taste of members. 
1rhe Commandant had in this particular case given his opinion, which I have conveyed to you. I may add that I only esteem 
the observance of my request as evidencing a higher military feeling, though it is not compulsory. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, Captain." 

"20th May, 1872." 

On a previous and similar occasions I had observed that Mr. Robertson had failed to salute me on the ground; but, as 
he did not then appear to have any particular object in the omission, I took no notice of it. The Volunteer Regulations 
certainly enjoin the salute in the case only of both persons beihg in uniform ; but whilst this protects the men from vexatious 
and inconvenient exactions, it does not prevent the infusion of such a spirit in any Corps as would lead the members cheerfully 
to concede this mark of respect towards their own officers. Still less can it have been contemplated that the letter of the 
rgulations should be a ground for exposing officers to affronts from men of their own Company, especially when themselves in 
uniform and engaged on duty with other members of it. Nothing could be more calculated to impair that discipline which 
is so necessary to make the Service really effective for any military purpose. 

Bearing the regulation in mind, I did not demand the military salute by an order, but made it a request: and with all 
deference, I conceive that an officer in command of Volunteers does not err in conveying such desire within those bounds. I 
have repeatedly expressed that desire as applied as well to the other officers of the Company as to myself, and shall continue 
to do so as long as I am honored with command; being convinced that a willing compliance with it is calculated to make the 
Corps more united in itself, and more what it ought to be for the public interests. Were positions reversed, I should not 
hesitate to salute my officers on all occasions. 

I am happy in knowing that my view is sustained by a valuable precedent lately mentioned in the London Times, 
which contained not long ago a statement that the commanding officers of the best disciplined Volunteer Corps in England 
required the salute to be given both on and off parade. 

Perhaps I may venture to add that, the more this Service gets to be regarded as I myself regard it--in the light of a 
serious reality, and as designed for public usefulness—the more readily will this formal recognition of the relations of rank 
be accepted on all hands as expedient, if not positively necessary. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Rossiville, 20th June. Captain, G. C. V. Rifles. 

EXHIBIT W. 

[Subscription booh lsanded in and examined by the Court. Not printed.] 

EXHIBIT X. 

Complaint on 9 Ceo. 4, a. 31,or an Asvault and Battery. 

New South Wales, to wit. 
BE it remembered, that on the 27th day of August, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy-two, at 
Goulburn, in the Colony of New South Wales, Benjamin Mawson, of Goulburn, in the Colony aforesaid, personally cometh 1 S 2 6 
before me, the undersigned, one of Her Majesty's Justices of the Peace in and for the said Colony, and upon his oath 1 o 
complaiiieth to and infornaeth me that Francis R. L. Rossi, of Goulburn, in the Colony aforesaid, did, on the 20th day of I Fo...2 0 
August, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy-two, at Goulburn, in the Colony aforesaid, 1 A...10 
unlawfully assault the said complainant, contrary to the statute in such case made and provided, and against the Peace 6 6 
of our Lady the Queen ; and thereupon the said complainant prays that I, the said Justice, will proceed in the premises -  
according to law. Received. 

B. MAWSON. 
Sworn before me, at Goulburn, aforesaid, on 

the day and year first above written. 

Wat. H. Hovaa, 
Justice of the Peace. 

Goulburn, 28 August, 1872. 
Mawsoss v. Rossi. On summons--Assault. Plea, Not guilty. 

(Gannon for complainant.) 
Benjamin Mawson, on oath, saith: I have been a soldier; I am a porter at the Railway Station, and on duty there 

from 6 p:m. until 6 n.m. ; last Monday evening the defendant called at the station about half-past 7, where T was on duty as a 
porter; he spoke to me about some complaint against my son, who is in the Volunteer Band; shortly after I took my son to 
Captain Bossi's office; I knocked at the door and went in; I said to defendant—" I have brought the boy to have the matter 
investigated"; he jumped off his chair and came towards me, and said—" GO out of my office, I bid you go out of my office—you 
are in uniform, and I order you to go out of my office"; I said I was not in uniform, that I was in plain clothes; I was 
backing out of the office, and when in the doorway the defendant shoved the door to, and caught me between it and the frame; 
I could not get out without a struggle; defendant caught hold of my arm and shoved me out; I had not said anything; I 
did not resist hito in any way; I did not say or do any more than I have said; it was one of the public offices in this Court-
House ; the whole of the Band were outside ; defendant was very excited, and caught hold of me with both hands. 

Cross-examined b' Bettsfor defendant Captain Rossi always comes to me in the same way every drill night at the station; 
he spoke to me first about the drill that night; after we spoke about the boy defendant said—" I'll not hear another word from 
you on the subject," or words to that effect ; he said—" I'll take my own course"; I went to the office about this subject; 
the first words Captain Rossi said may have been—" I'll have nothing more to say to you on the subject," also telling me to 
leave the room ; I was about a yard inside the door, which was partly open; I moved backwards directly the defendant told 
me to go out; I had my hands in my pockets; I had not time to get out of the door, unless I had turned round and run out; 
I did not touch the door after it was shut; I stopped in the adjoining room for some time, a minute or so; defendant never 
touched me after he shoved me out of the door. 

B. MAWSON. 
Sworn at Goulburn, this 28th day of August, 1872, before 

J. Axaai AN, J.P. 
W. H. HOVELL, J.P. 
Wit. SHEPPARD, J.P. 

Convicted. Fined 5s., and 7s. 8d. costs. Paid. 
J. ALLMAN, J.P. 
W. H. HOVELL, J.P. 
War. SHEPPARD, J.P. 

True copy—C. S. ALExANDEB, C.P.S. 

EXHIBIT Y. 
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EXHIBIT Y. 

Captain Rossi, G. C. Vol. Rifles. 
Goulburn, 1 Sept., 1871. 

Sir, 

We, the undersigned members of the G. C. Volunteer Rifles, beg most respectfully to request you to 
call a meeting of the Company, for the purpose of considering the advisability of rescinding the resolution passed at a former 
general meeting, by which the subscription of members was raised from one shilling per month to one shilling per week. 

We make this request under the firm conviction that the present high rate of subscription is more than many of the 
members are in a position to pay; that it deters others from joining, and acts prejudicially to the welfare of the Corps. 

James Martin, private 
Hugh G. Clegg, private 
J. B. Craig, private 
T. O'Brien, private 
John Perry, corporal 
Henry Wilson, private 
R. M'George, private 
George Martyr, private 
Joseph Reynolds, private 
Thomas Wilkie, private 
William M'Carthy, private 
Sergeant Herriott 
M. Buckley, private 
John Fowler, bugler 
E. Gillespie, private 
Will. Dickson, private 
John Bourke, private 
H. B. Monkly, private 
Daniel Kelly, private 
John Horton, private 
W. M'Govern, private 
Danniel Donnelley, private 
A. Sproule, sergeant 
Terence J. O'Donnell, private 
H. J. Davis, private 

James Morris, private 
J. G. Tramp, private 
P. R. M'Kean, q.-m.-sergeant 
F. E. Hayley, private 
Jno. Hollis, private 
H. S. Clarke, corporal 
John Byrne, private 
John Joseph Trenery, private 
Thomas Byrne, private 
Henry Blackshaw, corporal 
William H. G. M'Gowan, private 
Patrick Joseph Fitzgibbons, private 
Christopher Holt, private 
William Wood, private 
Thos. N. Frewin, private 
Private John Kennedy 
Robert O'Brien, private 
J. H. Woodhill, private 
Sergeant J. Cleary 
George Bishop, private 
W. J. Dignam, corporal 
Joseph T. Dunn, private 
John Bickley 
Thos. H. Russell 

EXHIBIT AA. 

Mr. M. Hurley to F. H. L. Rossi, Esq. 

Clifford-street, 
March 19th, 1873. 

Sir, 
In reply to yours asking would it be convenient for me to attend at the Parliamentary Committee, Sydney, on this 

week, I beg to inform you that I have made arrangements with my Inspector to close my school on Friday next. Should you 
wish to have me summoned to Sydney on that day, I would wish to go this week rather than next. 

I have, &c., 
M. HTJRLEY. 

Mr. M. Hurley to Captain Rossi. 
Clifford.street, Goulburn, 

March 20th, 1873. 
Sir, 

In consequence of my being as yet a stranger in Goulburn, and having preferred no charge against you, as also 
because I am unwilling to compromise myself with any differences between yourself and the Company, I must decline attending 
before the Parliamentary Committee. 

I have, &c., 
M. HURLEY. 

EXHIBIT BB. 

Mr. C. S. Alexander to Captain Rossi. 

Goulburn, 21 February, 1870. 

(copy letter n.e received, and publi.elsed in, " Goulburn -Herald.") 

Dear Captain Rossi, 
1 cannot see the use of delaying my official resignation any longer, particularly after the conversation I had with 

you and Sergeant Trenery and my subsequent note to you. I therefore enclose for you information a letter to Colonel Richard-
son, and shall feel obliged if you will forward it for me. I shall also esteem it a favour if you will communicate the enclosed 
note to the members of the Company, and permit me to add I have highly appreciated the invariable kindness and courtesy 
with which you have treated me in our official relations. 

I am, &c., 
C. S. ALEXANDER, 

Ensign and Lieut. elect., G.V.R. 

Lieutenant 



293 

127 
Lieutenant Arnheim to Captain Rossi. 

Goulburn, 16 October, 1871. 
Sir, 

I beg to enclose you herewith my official resignation as Lieutenant in your Corps for transmission to the Com-
mandant, and in doing so I cannot omit to express my sincere thanks for the courtesy and kindness I always received from you 
while connected with the Corps under your command. 

I shall feel obliged by your communicating the enclosed farewell address to the members of the Corps; and trusting that 
your endeavours to make your Company the most efficient in the service will be crowned with success, 

I have, &c., 
E. M. ARNBIEIM. 

Captain Rossi to Lieutenant Arnheim. 
I have this morning received the official notice of the acceptance of your resignation as Lieutenant in the G-.C.V.R. 
Your farewell address was, as you desired, read to my Company, who appeared much gratified by the expressions of your 

regard; and I am sure they will appreciate the kind advice and valuable suggestio.ns made to them. 
I would desire to join with my Company in saying how truly sorry we are to lose you, for we had been led to hope to 

have been associated for many years, and to have enjoyed the advantage of your high military sense of duty and example. 
All heartily offer their best wishes and trust that success and happiness will attend you. 

411117 1. 

Lieutenant Arnheim to the Members of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps. 
Goulburn, 16 October, 1871. 

Gentlemen, 
My removal to Sydney obliges me to resign the honorable position to which you unanimously elected me 

which I shall ever remember with pride and gratitude. 
I need not tell you that my regret in leaving you is only counterbalanced by the advantages and benefit which will 

thereby accrue to myself and family. 
It is only natural that during a residence of fourteen years, I have felt great interest in the welfare and prosperity of 

this rising city; and the formation of a Volunteer Corps was a pet idea of mine many years ago. 
I have had the satisfaction of seeing it successfully realized, and, without flattery, I can congratulate you on the 

prominent place that you already take in the Volunteer Force. 
I cannot take leave without thanking you most heartily for the courtesy and respect with which, without exception, 

I have been treated from the time I joined you to this day, when for the last time I had the honor of appearing on the 
ground as your Lieutenant, and this emboldens me to venture a few words of friendly parting advice. 

Discipline is necessary, and its ready observance distinguishes the soldier. True, you are but citizen soldiers, but 
even such a force cannot exist without it, and the officers are in duty bound to support the authority of the Commander. 

I endeavoured to set an example in this respect, and even when differing in opinion, I always obeyed and submitted 
to my Captain. 

Injustice to Captain Rossi, I deem it my duty most emphatically to say, that I never, during my life's experience, met 
one more enthusiastic and, anxious to perform what he considers his duty, and that he has succeeded in bringing the Corps 
to a creditable state of efficiency is amply proved by the high and well-deserved eulogium passed on you to-day by the 
Commandant. 

Gentlemen, in concluding this farewell address, allow me to remind you that not one of us can boast of being perfect; 
therefore, be lenient in your judgment on those whom you choose as your officers, and assist them in tliefr duties by paying 
due regard to discipline and military rule, which will result in making .the Goulburn Corps rank foremost in the Volunteer 
Force of this Colony. 

Thanking you again for all past kindness, and assuring you that I shall never cease to take a warm interest in the 
prosperity of your company. 

I remain, &c., 
E. M. ARNHEIM. 

.Mr. Arnheim to Captain Rossi.. 
(Replied 29/1/72.—And for application same day to Major B.) 

Sydney, 24 January, 1872. 
Dear Captain Rossi, 

After careful consideration I decided to join the Engineers, being more in my line, and I forward you my official 
applications herewith, which I shall feel greatly obliged to you to submit as soon as you possibly can make it convenient, as 
I am anxious to be "at it" again before I start up the country. 

I trust that everything goes on to your satisfaction and that the Ball will he a success. 
1 shall also thank you kindly to send me my efficiency certificate for 1871 to the enclosed address. 
I had an opportunity to see some of the Sydney Corps, and it gave inc pleasure to see that the Goulburn Corps ranks 

equal with the best, and above some of the others. 
With kind regards to yourself and all my Goulburn friends, 

I remain yours, &c., 
E. M. ARNUEIM. 

Address—Mr. Arnheim, Holkham, Randivick. Sydney. 

Mr. llogg to Captain Rossi. 
Bathurst, 7 February, 1873. 

My dear Captain Rossi, 
I received your letter of the 4th instant, and have to thank you for your kindness in having taken steps to procure 

my transfer to the Bathurst Corps. 
- With regard to the other subject of your letter I speak from personal experience, and can very candidly say I know of 

nothmg in our acquaintance apart from that gentlemanly bearing and that courtesy due from one gentleman to another. 
I am, dcc., 

L. U. HOGG. 

Mr. 
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Mr. \Vaugh to Captain Rossi. 
Hillside, 10 February, 1S73. 

Dear Captain Rossi, 
I have to acknowledge your letter of 8th instant, and have much pleasure in complying with your request. 

Dining the time I attended drill and was under your command in the G.V.R. Corps I must say that your manner and 
conduct towards me was always courteous, and that out of the ranks your conduct never led Inc to infer that you wished our 
old acquaintance and friendship to be considered a thing of the past, and tlat henceforth we were to meet as captain and 
private of the G.V. Corps only. 

Yours, &c., 
J. LINDSAY WAIJGH. 

Mr. Percy F. Aliman to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 11 February, 1873. 

My dear Sir, 
In reply to your note, I am glad to have an opportunity of saying that my observation of your relations with the 

Volunteers under your command, has impressed me with the idea that they hive been conducted on your part in the spirit 
and with the courtesy of a gentleman. 

lam, &e., 
PERCY F. ALLMAN. 

Assistant Surgeon Hayley to Captain Rcssi. 
Goulburn, 12 February, 1873. 

Dear Captain Rossi, 
As honorary assistant surgeon to the G.V.R. Corps, I have much pleasure in adding my testimony to the 

many other of your kind, gentlemanly, and courteous demeanor towards myself at all times, either when on or off duty, 
during the time I have had the honor to belong to the Corps. 

Your zeal and desire to make your Company one of the most efficient in the Colony, is well known, but I have never 
seen it carried out offensively; on the contrary, I have known you in many instances to take great trouble, and incon-
venience yourself to seive and oblige those under your cojimand. 

Believe me, &c., 
W. F. HALLEY. 

Lieutenant Chisholm to Captain Rossi. 
Kippillaw, 13 February, 1873. 

Dear Captain Rossi, 
Having heard a report to the effect that many gentlemen wrre deterred from joining the Corps underyour 

command on account of the harsh treatment they expected to receive from you,—as far as 1 am concerned, I beg to state 
that during the period that I have been a member of your Corps, I have received from you the most kind and courteous 
treatment. Hoping you will excuse this brief epistle, 

I remain, &c,, 
W. CHISHOLM. 

T. C. Burnell to Captain Rossi. 
Araluen, 18 February, 1873. 

Dear Sir, 
I have your note of 10th instant with extract from memorial. 

I have much pleasure in affirming that during my connection with your Company I felt perfectly satisfied with your 
conduct as captain. I deny that it tended to lower in any way the social position of the members. I do not understand how 
it can lower a mall to recognize and acknowledge the officer he has himself chosen, even though both be in plain clothes; and 
I am not aware that you wished to extend your authority beyond the ranks further. I should certainly decline to halt, right 
about turn, &c., at the command of any officer, unless both he and myself were in uniform. 

I would write more fully on the subject, but press of business prevents. 
Yours faithfully, 

THOS. CHAS. BURNELL. 

H. 0. Codrington to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 14 February, 1873. 

Dear Sir, 
With reference to clause fl in the list of charges made by Messrs. Davies and others against yourself, I have great 

pleasure in stating that, while a' private in the Goulburn Company of Volunteers, I always found you gentlemanly and 
impartial as commanding officer. 

Yours very truly, 
H. 0. CODRINGTON. 

L. A. Windeyer to Captain Rossi. 
Rossi-street, Yass, 15 February, 1873. 

My dear Captain Rossi, 
I am hardly in a position to say from personal knowledge, what may be your mode of treating private members 

of your Company out of the ranks, but I do not think that any Court of Inquiry will take into consideration any question of 
tJi sort, because your relations with private individuals (which they are when out of the ranks), whether of equal social 
position or not, cannot form the subject of any question connected with your miUtar4' relations, which seem to me to be the 
only subject for a military inquiry. I should, in my own case, object to the right of any Military Court to inquire into my 
relations as a private individual with private individuals. You will, of course, remember that your connection as officer 
commenced when mine ceased with the Goulburn Company, so that I cannot say how in my opinion you as o,fficr treated 
your men, but I can say that as private your evident zeal in attending drills and parades at, in many instances, great personal 
inconvenience, were so well-known and recognised in the Company, that your election as officer gave universal satisfaction. 

I am, &c., 
L. A. WINDEVER. 

Private 



295 

129 

Private Donkin to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 17 February, 1873. 

Sir, 
I hve much pleasure in testifying that since I have been in Goulburn you have always acted towards mc in a 

friendly spirit, and always without any tegard to the position I hold as a private in your Company. 
I am, &c., 
.JOHN B. DONKIN, 

Private No. 1 Co., S.B.V.R. 

Mr. Alex. Mawson to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 19 February, 1873. 

Dear Sir, 
Having for a short time served as a private in the Volunteer Rifles now under your command, I have at your 

request very much pleasure in stating that during the period of my connection with the Corps I have never experienced 
other than the same gentlemanly treatment I should expect from yourself outside of the Corps, and I find it hard to believe 
that you have treated oth,rs diffirnntly from myself. 

I have lived too long amid the surroundings of military life not to know that close discipline is needed to make the 
Volunteer Force effective, and that the Volunteers must be prepared to obey implicity (whatever may be his social position) 
the commands of his commanding officer, however apparently exacting they may appear to him, and also to refrain from 
discussing or cavilling against them. 

My reason for leaving the Corps was i that I found t quite impossible, in accordance with my other duties, to give that 
time and attention necessary to the proper discharge of my duties as a soldier. 

I am, &c., 
ALEX. MAWSON. 

Mr. Fredk. Horn to Captain Rossi. 

Goulburn, 2 March, 1873. 
My dear Sir, 

Having been asked to give an unprejudiced opinion relative to your career as Captain of the Goulburn Volunteers, 
so far as I have been able to observe (not being a Volunteer), you always appeared to have a desire to promote the interest 
of the Goulburn Company, aadbring it to a state of efficiency. I have been constantly brought in contact with you, both 
in public and private matters, for fourteen years, and have no hesitation in saying you always acted as a gentleman, rigid 
upon a point of honor; and, I should say, incapable knowingly of doing a dishonorable act. 

I am, &e., 
FREDK. HORN. 

Private Morrow to Captain Rossi. 
No. 4, Rialto Terrace, 

Sydney, 3 March, 1873. 

Sir, I beg to state that I have always found you extremely gentlemanly, civil, and obliging, as well as a most zealou9 

officer. 
I remain, &c., 
FRED. MORROW, 

Late Private in the Goulburn Volunteers. 

Mr. F. Morrow to Captain Rossi. 
Sydney, 7 March, 1873. 

Sir, 
On the occasion of your being elected Captain to the Goulburn Volunteers, I remember Mr. George Martyr pro-

posing you for such, and when doing so he spoke very disparagingly of Mr. Finlay, who had just retired, and then went on 

to 

eulogize you. I agreed with him in the latter, but considered his remarks about Mr. Finlay most ungentlemanly and 
distasteful, as that gentlemen had on several occasions been pressed to take the command but declined, saying he could 
not give time enough to the duties it would involve upon him. At length he accepted, but on finding he could not carry the 
matter out to his satisfaction, retired and received the aforesaid abuse from Mr. Martyr, although he did all in his power to 
promote the welfare of the Company. 

I remain, &c., 
FRED MORROW, 

Late private in the Goulburn Volunteers. 

Mr. E. C. Allman to Captain Rossi. 
Sydney, March 1th. 

Sir, 
With reference to my resignation (some time ago) from the Goulburn Company V. II.," I can say that such was 

the result of my inability to attend the necessary drills, and not from any action taken by you as Captain of the Company. I 
can also state that, as far as I am personally concerned, I always received from you the courtesy of a gentleman during my 
connection with the Volunteers. 

I am, &C., 
ED. C. ALLMAN. 

Private Russell to Captain Rossi., 
Yass, 17 March, 1673. 

Sir, 
It has come to my knowledge that certain disparaging remarks concerning you as Captain of the Goulburn Rifles, 

have been made in the House, and whether my information be true or not, I hope you will pardon my expressing my regret 
that it is so. 

I have been told that it was said "you were totally unfit to fill the post you now hold." My own opinion is, that we 
could not possibly get a commander who would possess more zeal, and interest in the "Corps" than you do; and even the 
malcontents admit that you are quite willing to oblige them in any matter coming within your jurisdiction, providing your 
sanction is first asked. 

In conclusion, I beg to say that a large number of the Company are like spoiled children, and would rebel at discipline 
under any commander. 

Hoping you will refute the charges laid against you, 

PRIVATE THOS. H. RUSSELL. 

- Mr. 
821—R 
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Mr. W. Stronge to the Chairman of the Parliamentary Committee on the Goulburn Corps Volunteers. 

Goulburn, 18 March, 1873. 
Honored Sir, 

Captain Rossi having asked me if I, as a citizen of Goulburn, could undertake to give an opinion of his fitness 
and qualification as commanding officer of the Goulburn Volunteers, I have much pleasure in bearing my humble testimony 
as to his fitness and qualifications in every respect for the office, and it is my firm belief from my knowledge of the district 
extending over a period of ten years, that a more qualified gentleman could not be found to fill the position. 

I have my opinions upon what I have seen and known of officers in the home countries. When there I had daily 
Opportunities of witnessing large bodies of troops, together with several regiments of Irish and English Militia on the 
march from town to town, and on drill under the charge of their officers in the cities of Dublin, Belfast, Gaiway, and in the 
towns of Athlone, Mullingar, Castlebar, Ballinrobe, Roscommon, Longford, Tullamore, &c., and I can state without fear of 
contradiction, that the bearing of Captain Rossi as an officer of Volunteers is equal if not superior to that of any of the 
officers whom I have had the pleasure of seeing in charge of regular troops in Ireland; while at the same time his infor-
mation and skill in putting the men through the several motions of the manual and platoon exercises, and the different 
movements of a body of troops, are equal to what I have witnessed in the home countries amongst the officers of the 
army. 

I have further to state that I underwent an examination, and volunteered my services for the Commissariat depart-
ment at the time of the Crimean war, and although I did not go out with the expedition, nevertheless I mention the fact 
to show that my opinion with regard to military matters is far before any native of the Colony, who is not at present under-
going a courseof military instruction. 

I am fully conversant with all the movements of a body of troops, and know when an officer gives the right word of 
command, and when it is properly performed by the men or otherwise. 

I may add that I have been acquainted with Captain Rossi for a period of ten years, both as a private gentleman and 
Officer of Volunteers, and during that time I have never known him to be guilty of one ungentlemanly act. 

I have, &c., 
WILLIAM STRONGE, 

Teacher, Church of England School, Goulburn. 

Mr. G. W. Shelley to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 19 March, 1873. 

Sir, 
As a member of the G.C.V. Rifles, I beg herewith to tender my resignation. I am under the necessity of doing 

so on account of my immediate diparture from this district, and not through any feeling of dissatisfaction with the Company 
or with yourself as commanding officer, in which capacity you have always appeared to me to have acted efficiently and 
most courteously to those under your command. 

I have, die., 
GEO. W. SHELLEY. 

Mr. F. Walsh to Captain Rossi. 

I HIVE heard some of the Goulburn Volunteers themselves acknowledge that if it had not been for Captain Rossi, they (the 
Corps) would not be in existence now. 

F. WALSH, 
Sydney, 28/3/73. Lately a resident of Goulburn. 

IN conversation with one of the Volunteers at Goulburn, in reference to the disputes in the Company, I was told that the 
greatest complaint the Volunteers had against Captain Rossi was, the discipline was too strict, and more like soldiering than 
volunteering; but the Company never was in such an efficient state as now. 

R. M. PITT. 
To Captain Rossi, 29/3/73. 

20. "That the Volunteer movement in Goulburn would have died out but for Captain Rossi's devotion to it." The exact 
words were given me by Mr. Walsh, solicitor, lately of Goulburn, to whom this was stated in reply to a question put to 
Messrs. Davies and Riley. 

Mr. Walsh, on Saturday, 29th March, 1873, authorized my use of the above. 
F. R. L. ROSSI. 

Captain Rossi to Acting Brigade Major Baynes. 
18 April, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to forward the accompanying papers, with a request that the Commandant will be so good as to 

have them placed for the consideration of His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief. 
I am led to think that they are important at the present time, in order that it may be seen—especially by the memo. 

authorized by Mr. Walsh—that the two principal memoriahists who had made charges against me and who had also given 
their evidence before the Parliamentary Committee, have both made such admissions as to negative their belief in their own 
assertions that I had ruined the Corps, and that I was unfit to command. 

I may, perhaps, be permitted to add the following reply I am about to give to a question of the Parliamentary Com-
mittee. The numbers who have resigned and left my Company for the year preceding 9 April, 1873? The answer is 15, 
thus- 

1 died. 
2 transferred. 
1 dismissed (Mr. Martyr). 
8 left the district. 
3 resigned, all of whom have stated that they were quite satisfied with me as commanding officer. 

15 
On the other hand, during the same period of time referred to, showing a reduction of 15 as explained, no less than 40 joined 
my Corps. 

Lastly, it is important to weigh the significant fact that not a single member, who, it is said, for any cause had disagreed 
with me, has resigned his position, but still remains with my Corps. 

I have, &c., 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 

Captain, G.V. Rifles. 
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4 May, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to enclose the within letter from Private Clarke, of my Company, whose son had been sworn 
in as a member a day or two before the letter was written. The young gentleman referred to is nineteen years of age. Mr. 
Clarke, his father, told me, when I went to see him, that his object in writing that letter was from thinking I would name to 
the Parliamentary Committee the fact that his son had joined the Corps after the father had given evidence to some extent 
against me. I explained to Mr. Clarke, senior, that persons of sixteen years of age could he received—that his son had 
particularly desired to join the Corps, and his name had previously been submitted to me by Sergeant Blackshaw. 

I was led to understand that Mr. Clarke had no other ground of objection than the one given. I shall be glad if I may 
receive the Commandant's opinion. 

I represented that I could not properly, as I thought, under the circumstances, strike off the name of the recruit 
Clarke unless by the direction from the Commandant. 

I have, &c., 

I, THE undersigned, William M'Carthy, do hereby certify that I have served three years in the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles, 
under the command of Captain Rossi, having been transferred from No. 2 Battery, Volunteer Aitillery, after two years 
service therein, and that I am now on the point of receiving my last certificate of efficiency prior to obtaining my land-order. 

I have further to state that I have no intention of leaving the Corps as long as I have a hand and foot to move, and 
that I am perfectly willing to continue to serve under Captain Rossi, being quite satisfied with him as commanding officer of 
the Company. 

PRIVATE WM. McCARTHY. 

EXhIBIT CC. 
Cony of the Evidence given by Sergeant Trenery before the Court of Inquiry, held at Goulburn in February, 1873; viz 

Sergeant J. J. Trenery having made the prescribed declaration, is questioned by the Court. 
Question by the Court: What is your name and rank in the Corp? 
Answer: John Joseph Trenery, Sergeant in the Goulburn Rifle Corps. 
Question: Were you present on the occasion referred to in the Memorial, where Captain Rossi is accused of having committed 
an assault on Corporal Fuller in the ranks? 
Answer: I was present, but it was after the parade when the alleged assault took place. 
Question: Will you state to the Court what occurred on that occasion? 
Answer: Captain Rossi was calling Corporal Fuller to account for not attending to his duties, be being the orderly corporal 
for the month. Corporal Fuller said he had matters of his own to attend to. Captain Rossi replied, that he must put his own 
affairs on one side, and attend to his military duties first. Corporal Fuller then said he could not do so, and that he had better 
resign; whereupon Captain Rossi placed his hand on Corporal Fuller's breast and said—" Do you dare to tell me that you will 
resign, sir ?" repeating the words twice. I left immediately after this took place. 
Question by Captain Rossi :-  Did Corporal Fuller resign, or is he now in the Company? 
Answer: He did resign as cQrporal, but not for that reason, nor for a long time after, and he is still in the Company. 
Question by Captain Rossi: When you say that you left, did we not all disperse at the same time, after my placing my hand 
on Corporal Fuller's breast? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question by Captain Rossi: When I used the words "Do you dare to tell me you will resign, sir ?" did you not understand 
me to mean that he had no right to respond in such a way when I was calling him to account for neglecting his duty? 
Answer: Yes, that was my impression. 
Question: Have you had any conversation with Fuller since with reference to this matter; and, if so, what was it he said? 
Answer: I have, and be said he did not wish the charge brought forward at all; that he had forgotten all about the matter; 
that others were bringing this out, and th'at he had nothing to do with it, and had he intended to have moved in the matter he 
would have taken it up at the time. 

J. J. TRENERY, 
Sergeant, G. C. V. Rifles. 

True copy.—Major of Brigade. 

Cony of Gunner Hayley's evidence before the Court of Inquiry, held at Goulburn in February, 1873. 
Wtvsx reference to charge No. 6, Captain Rossi handed in documents, as evidence in support of his written statement, with 
reference to this charge, which are marked 0, and at his request the following witness was then examined 
Question by the Court: What is your name and rank in the Volunteer Force? 
Answer: Frederick Ernest Hayley, a gunner of No. 9 Battery, Volunteer Artillery, late a sergeant in the Goulburn Rifle 
Company. 
Question by Captain Rossi: When in the Goulburn Rifle Corps, were you promoted to the rank of sergeant from private? 
Answer: I was first promoted corporal; then, after a month or two, to the rank of sergeant. 
Question: Did you not pass through an examination for each grade before being promoted? 
Answer: Yes, I did. 
Question: Was not yours the first instance of examination being required before promotion in the Company? 
Answer: Yes, it was. 
Question: Were not you a member of the Corps when it was first formed? 
Answer: Yes, I was one of the original members. 
Question: Did you not understand that you would have to pass a satisfactory examination before being promoted? 
Answer: Yes, I understood so. 
Question: Before examination was instituted, were not young men appointed over the heads of men of "mature age," and was 
it ever made a cause of complaint? 
Answer: There were appointments of that nature, and I don't recollect it ever being made a cause of complaint. 
Question: Are the papers shown to you your examination papers previous to your promotion to corporal and sergeant? 
Answer: Yes, they are. 
Question: When being examined, did I give you any aid whatever? 
Answer: None whatever. 
Question: Are you not aware that I instituted examination for promotion in the Company, and that I had full power to pro- 
mote you without that ordeal if I chose to do so? 
Answer: Yes, I am aware that you instituted examination before promotion, and that you had the power to appoint without 
examination. 
Question: You have seen the document calling upon corporals desirous of promotion to send in their nmes for examination; 
and did they all see it? 
Answer: I believe they did, as I recognize their signatures appended thereto. 
Question: Was any one examined at the same time as yourself; and why did you receive promotion before the other candidate? 
Answer: Yes, Corporal Trenery. I got my promotion first, having passed a better examination. 
Question: Did you think your promotion was distasteful to the Company? 
Answer: Yes, I believe it was. 
Question: On what grounds do you think it was distasteful? 
Answer: They thought I would be favoured in my examination, and said there was no use their going up, as I would be sure 
to get the promotion. 

Question: 
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Question.: About this time did not anonymous letters appear in the Goulburn papers attacking your promotion; and have you 
any cause to suspect who was the writer? 
Answer: Letters did appear, and I suspect, from hints thrown out, and from a letter received by my father from Mr. Martyr, 
late private in the Corps, that he was also the writer of those letters which appeared in the papers; in fact, I have no doubt of it. 

F. E. HAYLEY, 
Gunner, No. 9 Battery. 

Copy of Private Dennis Cleary's evidence before the Court of Inquiry, held at Goulburn, February, 1873 

THE Court adjourned at 130 to 230 p.m. The Court re.assembled at 230 p.m., and Private Cleary being in attendance, after 
having made the prescribed declaration, is examined by the Court 
Question from the Court: What is your name and position in the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Company? 
Answer: Dennis Cleary. Am a private in the Corps. 
Question by Captain Rossi :—Were you a member of the Company committee in September, 1869? 
Answer: Yes, I was. 
Question: At a meeting of the committee on 24th September, 1869, you wished to speak of the appointment of colour.sergeant 
and quartermaster-sergeant, and I prevented you from doing so. Did not you and others resign membership of committee in 
consequence? 
Answer: Yes. 
Question: Subsequent to that have you not ascertained I was right in preventing your speaking? 
Answer: I believe you were right. 
Question: Have you been on committees of the Company since, and are not you now a member of the committee. 
Anamer: Yes. 

DENNIS CLEARY, 
Private, G.C.V.R. 

EXHIBIT DD. 

TELEGRAPHIC DESPATCHEI.—ATJSTEALIAN ASSOCIATED PREss TELEGRAMS. 

Goulburn, Wednesday. 
Volunteer Captain Rossi has been fined 5s. for assaulting Sergeant Mawson. 

Captain Rossi, to Major Hales. 
Rossivile, Goulburn, 

Sir, 
31 August, 1872. 

In consequence of a telegram in the Sydney Morninq Herald, notifying that I had been fined 5s. for assaulting 
Sergeant Mawson, I conceive it is any duty to offer explanation, and I have the honor to request, that the report of proceedings 
in newspaper, together with the accompanying documents, five in number, may be placed before the Commandant for his 
consideration. 

I have, &c., 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G.C.V. Rifles. 

Goulburn Police Covrt, Wednesday, Angnst 281h, 1872. 
Before the Police Magistrate, VT. Sheppard, Req., J.P., and Captain Hovell. 

ASSAULT.—F. H. L. Rossi appeared on summons to answer a charge of having assaulted Benjamin Mawson, on the 26th 
instant, by pushing him out of a room. 

Mr. Cannon for complainant; Mr. Betts for defendant. 
Benjmnin .11fawson, sworn, said —I have been a soldier, and engaged in active service as such ; I now reside in 

Goulburn, and am om watchman at the railway-station; I have to work fr 6 o'clock in the evening nntil 6 o'clock in the 
morning; I know the defendant; lie is Captain of the Goulburn Volunteer Company; he called down at the station-house on 
Monday night to see me; I was on duty at the time, not as a Volunteer; the captain was in uniform at the time, and spoke 
to inc about the bandmaster reporting my son for misconduct; subsequently I spoke to the boy, and took him down to Captain 
Rossi, who was then in his office at the Court; I entered, and said—" Captain, I have brought the boy over to have the case 
investigated" ; he immediately rushed towards me, and said—" Go out of my house; I bid you to go out ; you are in uniform, 
and I order you to go out." I replied, I was not in uniform, I was in plain clothes; I was in the act of going out when the 
captain came towards me, pushed the door, and completely jammed me with the door up against the frame; it was not 
possible for me to get out without a struggle ; he caught me by the arm with both hands, and with main force pushed me out 
of the room ; I never resisted him in any way whatever; I knew my position too well as a soldier to do so; the defendant 
was in the District Court's office at the time, which I believe to be it public place; a number of the Band who were there 
must have seen the assault committed, as they were jnst outside ; defendant was very much excited at the time. 

To the Bench: I could not have got either in or out of the room, as I was squeezed by the door. 
To JIfr. Betts: Captain Rossi, as a rule, calls every night at the station when there is drill ; he, as usual, was there on 

Monday night, for the purpose of drilling the Company ; he spoke on that occasion to me about my son misbehaving himself 
in the Band ; I did not doubt what the captain said, but did the bandmaster's statement ; after the captain and myself had 
some conversation, lie did say lie would hear no mom on the subject I afterwards went to the captain's office with my boy, 
and when I went inside he did say lie would hear no more on the matter; he may have told inc to leave the room immediately 
I went in; the door was partly open ; I did hear the captain say something about leaving the room ; I moved backwards a 
abort distance; I did not turn round to go out; I am in the habit of meeting the enemy face to face; I had not time to go 
outside, although I was a yard from the door; I eould have got out if I had ran towards the door; I think it was with both 
hands I was pushed; I went back again, but did not go inside the door; I remained in a room outside; I had my hands in 
my coat pockets the wholc time. 

Henry Horn, another witness, was called, but did not appear. 

Mr. Betts addressed the Bench at length, and thought the case should be dismissed. 

The Police Magistrate said he was in favour of fining defendant is., with costs of Court, but the majority thought the 
sum should be 5s., with costs of Court; he would therefore submit. 

Fined 5s. and 7s. 3d. costs of Court. 

Omissio;s.—In our Wednesday's Police report, by accident we forgot to mention, in the case of Mawson v. Rossi, that a 
full explanation of the case was tendered by Captain Rossi, but disallowed by the Bench, on the ground that it did not come 
through Mr. Betts, the solicitor conducting the case for the defence. 

ExHIBIT EE. 
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EXHIBIT EE. 

I, Franci Rolert Loads Rossi, of Rossiville, near Goulburn, in the Colony of New South Wales, do hereby solemnly and 
sincerely declare as follows —I am Captain commanding the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles; on Monday evening, the 26th 
instant, at about half-past 7 o'clock, I went to the usual place of parade ; I saw Sergeant Mawson there; I told him the Band-
master, Mr. Deane, had complained of the conduct of his son ; Sergeant Mawson doubted the veracity of Mr. Deane ; where-
upon I told the sergeant as he thought thus I should not say any more to him but take the matter into my own hands ; I 
went away to my rooms at the Court-house, and was followed almost immediately afterwards by Sergeant Mawson, who said, " I 
have brought my son to have that matter investigated ;" I replied, "I have told you I would not speak to you on the matter; 
leave the room ;" lie stood immovable within a yard of the door, which was open, presenting no appearance of the least 
intention to do what I requested ; after a suflieient pause, to enable him to comply, I repeated the words, " Leave the room," 
walked across the room to him, placed my left hand on his right arm and used with a single thrust, only sufficient force to 
expel him, while with my right hand I closed the door; Mawson again opened the door without entering as I met him ; I 
took about two paces into the outer room, and then for the first time asked the question if lie were not in uniform, seeing in 
the dim light an ornament on his cap I returned and locked the door; I am positive that Mawson had sufficient time to leave 
the room after 1 first requested him to do so. 

F. R. L. ROSSI. 
Subscribed and declared at Goulburn aforesaid, this 31st 

day of August, A.D. 1872, before me,— 
W. F. HAYLEY J.P. 

EXHIBIT FF. 

I, Edward Deane, of Goulburn, in the Colony of New South Wales, do hereby solemnly and sincerely declare as follows —I 
am Bandmaster of the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles; on Monday evening last Sergeant Mawson came to me in an 
outer room from Captain Rosii's office, and asked me if the captain was clown here ; I said, "Yes," pointing to where Captain 
Rossi was; Mawson then went to the door, knocked, and then went in I heard quite distinctly what occurred between Captain 
Rossi and Sergeant Mawson; Sergeant Mawson said, "I have come v-ith the boy to see into this matter;"  Captain Rossi 
replied, "I will not hear you—leave the room ;" ample time was allowed Mawson to comply; Mawson said something, and I 
then heard Captain Rossi repeat the words, "Leave my room—leave my house," and immediately after I heard the door 
slammed to, and again it was opened; I then heard Captain Rossi ask Sergeant Mawson, "Are you not in uniform"? Mawson 
said he was not, and I heard the door again closed; my memory is quite clear that Mawson was requested to leave the room 
more than once; after Captain Rossi said "Leave the room" the first time, Mawson made some reply, and there was a pause 
during which Mawson had ample time to leave the room, and he could have done so before Captain Rossi requested him to 
leave the second time. 

And I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of the 
Act 9th of Victoria No. 9. 

EDWD. S. DEANE. 
Subscribed and declared at Goulburn aforesaid, this 31st 

day of August, A.D. 1872, before me,— 
W. F. HAYLEY, J.P. 

EXHIBIT GG-. 

I, Joseph Henry Weatherby, of Goulburn, in the Colony of New South Wales, do hereby solemnly and sincerely declare as 
follows :—I was, on Monday evening last, in one of the side rooms of the Court-house, leading into the room used by Captain 
Rossi; sergeant Mawson came in and asked if Captain Rossi was about ; some one directed him to the captain's room; Mawson 
went towards the door and after knocking went in; I heard him say, "Captain, I want to have it settled about the boy," or 
words to that effect; the captain said, " I do not want to hear any more about it—leave the room;" I heard Mawson make some 
anew-cr, and say something to the effect that the captain was not to get into a passion; the captain then said again, "Leave the 
room—leave my house," and I then heard the door closed smartly; the door was opened again, and I heard sonic more words 
between the captain and Mawson, and then the door was closed the second time, and Mawson came out into the room in which 
we were ; I am sure Captain Rossi asked Mawson to leave the room more than once before the door was closed the first time, and I 
am equally sure that the door was opened a second time; if Mawson had been jammed by the door, and had had to struggle to 
get out I believe I would have heard it, which I did not; Mawson, I believe, had quite sufficient time to leave the room after 
being first requested to do so before Captain Rossi asked him to leave the last time ; the slamming of the door the last time 
followed almost immediately upon Captain Rossi ordering Mawson to leave the room. 

And I make this solemn declaration, eonscisntioushy believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of the 
Act 9th of Victoria, No. 9. 

Subscribed and declared at Goulburn aforesaid, this 
21st day of August, A.D. 1872, before me,— 

W. F. HAyxsy, T.P. 

J. H. WEATHERBY. 

EXHIBIT Hil. 
WITH reference to the case of Sergeant Mawson against Captain Rossi for assault, Captain Rossi was unable to give evidence 
or make any statement of the facts, as in all such cases the defendant is an incompetent witness, and in this case Captain Rossi 
was not allowed (wrongly, as I contended, and still believe) even to state, though not as evidence, what the facts really were. 

It will be seen that Captain Rossi's version of what took place is fully corroborated by the annexed declarations of 
Messrs. Deane and Weatherby. Captain Rossi was not aware until the evening of the day on which the case was heard, that 
there were any persons who could give such important evidence, or it would have been produced Mawson stated in Court that 
at the time Captain Rossi requested him to leave, he (Mawson) was standing within a yard of the door, which was open, and 
that Captain Rossi was sitting on a chair on the opposite side of the room, several yards distant, and that immediately upon 
requesting him to leave, lie commenced to retreat backwards through the doorway, but that Captain Rossi, without allowing 
him any time whatever, came across the room, jammed ]aim with the door, and then pushed him through, and that unless h 
had ran lie could not have got away before he was pushed by Captain Rossi. 

Now, as Mawson admits that lie was only a yard distant from the open door, and as Captain Rossi, after making the 
request, had to rise from his chair and walk across the room, there cannot be a doubt that Mawson had sufficient time to leave 
the room before Captain Rossi came up to him, and had lie taken two steps (even backwards as be says) he would have placed 
himself out of the room before Captain Rossi could have left the chair upon which he was sitting. Leaving Captain Rossi's 
account out of consideration, the statements of Mr. Deane and of Weatherby, however, show most clearly that Captain Rossi's 
request to leave the room was repeated two or three times, and that after the first request was given Mawson had ample time 
to leave the room had lie chosen to do so. And as both the persons mentioned state that the door was slammed to, and that 
they believe had Mawson been jammed and had to struggle in the way that he describes, they would have heard him, which 
they did not do, this portion of Mawson's statement must be incorrect also. 

I have carefully considered Mawson's evidence in this case, and accepting his own account as correct, I cannot but 
believe that he could easily have left Captain Rossi's room before he was interfered with by him in any way, but viewing the 
case with the additional evidence of Mr. Deane and Weatherby, who so abundantly confirm Captain Rossi's statement, it does 

- appear 
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appear to me that no person can doubt for a moment that Mawson's evidence was untrue; and had the Bench been aware of all 
the facts now disclosed, I have no hesitation in saying that I believe they would have at once dismissed the case. 

There is now no process by which a re-hearing of the case can be obtained. 
A. M. BETTS, 

31st Aug., 1872. Solr., Goulburn. 

EXHIBIT II. 

Memorandum of The Police Magistratc,Gou)burn. 

MEMo—I have no hesitation in stating that had this case been heard by myself only, the fine, on the evidence adduced, would 
have been is. only; and if the statements contained in the declarations attached had appeared in evidence before me, I should 
have dismissed the case. 

J. ALLMAN, 
Goulburn, 31/8/72. Police Magistrate. 

EXhIBIT JJ. 

Sergeant Mawson to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 26/8/72. 

Sir, 

I beg most respectfully to resign my rank of sergeant in your Company, and to return to the ranks as private, as I 
could not for a moment think of remaining a non-commissioned officer in a Company whose captain could so far forget himself 
as to insult, and not only that, but also to assault, me without a cause, in presence of a number of the Bandsmcn of the 
Company. 

I remain, &c., 
BENJAMIN MAWSON, 

Sergeant, G.V.R.C. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.—Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, 
Rossiville, 29 August, 1872. 

I have the honor to forward the accompanying letter of Sergeant Mawson. It appears to me unmilitary and 
insubordinate in its character that Sergeant Mawson should take it upon himself to cast a censure upon his commanding 
officer. 

I shall be glad to obtain the advice and direction of the Commandant if be considers such a person desirable to retain 
in my Company. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Captain, G.C.V. Rifles. 

Captain Rossi to Major Hales. 

Sir, Rossiville, 29 August, 1872. 

I have the honor to forward the enclosed for the consideration and direction of the Commandant. 
I should perhaps add that the letter of Sergeant Mawson to me was written two days before the assault case was heard; 

the matters referred to occurred when I was in uniform, while engaged throughout on matters pertaining to my Company. it 
might be desirable that this should also be made known to the Commandant. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G.C.V. Rifles. 

ExHIBIT KK. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, Rossiville, 11 November, 1869. 

I have the honor to transmit certain letters, &c., which had recently appeared in local journals, having reference to 
the Corps of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles. 

I also enclose the resignations of certain members of the committee (appointed under the rules) and my acceptance 
thereof (the two latter I would ask to have returned to me) ; together with these is a copy of minutes of proceedings which 
had led to such action. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Captain elect. 

(From "Southern Argus," of October 29th, 1869.) 
TO THE CORPORALS OF TEE GOULBITTRN VOLUNTEER CONS'S. 

WANTED to know why Captain Rossi did not appoint one of you coves to fill the vacancy of sergeant? 
SUSAN JANE. 

(To the Editor of the " Soutlee,-a Argus.") 

Sir, 3 November, 1869. 

I crave permission through the columns of your paper to lay before the public what I consider abuse of power on 
the part of the captain of the Goulburn Volunteer Company. As you are aware, that body has attained to a great degree of 
efficiency, andwill (considering the short time it has been established) bear a most favourable comparison with any country 
Company in New South Wales. This being the case, it is nothing but right that members should be on the alert to see that 
nothing arises that is calculated to impair its efficiency, or weaken it in any way. In order that a Volunteer Company may 
pinspsr, it is necessary that strict discipline should be enforced by the officers commanding, and that good will and respect 
should exist between officers and men. Where this is wanting, the probability is that a Company will soon fall to the ground. 
That the Goulburn Company will soon be a thing of the past is evident, if Captain Rossi does not alter his tactics consider-
ably ; for I consider that one or two of his actions since be has been captain have been characterised by great want of discre. 
tion, if not injustice, towards the members of his Company. The first error that be committed was in annulling the election 
of Sergeant Cleary as colour-sergeant, after be had been elected according to the very directions he (the captain) had given. 
What could have been his motive for acting in this manner is best known to himself, for I don't know. But this much I do 
know, that his conduct on that occasion gave very great dissatisfaction to many of the Volunteers. The next act of unfairness 

and 
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and injustice on the part of Captain Rossi was in the appointment of a private to the position of quartermaster-sergeant. 
Why did he overlook the claims of men who are far superior to said private in every respect to fulfil the office of quarter-
master-sergeant? Why did he not consult the sergeants and corporals about the office? But no! Private - is superior 
to all these, and most fitted for the office; but wherein his qualifications lie nobody but Captain Rossi knows. I only hope 
that he will fulfil the office to the captain's liking. I maintain that such conduct on the part of Captain Rossi is not calcu-
lated to strengthen the Company he commands, but on 'the other hand is likely to cause dissatisfaction and indifference amongst 
the members, which will eventually terminate in a dissolution of the Volunteer body. 

FAIR PLAY. 

To the Editor. 

[From Goulburn Herald, 3 November, 1869.] 

GOUIBURN VOLUNTEERS. 

Sin, - 
On reading the announcement that an inspection of this Company would take place on Tuesday, November 2nd, 

and that a staff-sergeant would be sent up in the interim to drill the Corps prior to inspection, it was only natural to expect 
that members would avail themselves of the opportunity thus offered; but the attendance as shown below, viz.,—on Monday 
evening, 26; Tuesday morning, 11; evening, 14; Wednesday morning, 14; evening, 13; and since then even worse—is plaiii 
proof that there is something wrong—some cause for this falling off. That the Company is not dissatisfied with the sergeant 
sent up is too well known to need comment; no instructor could be more liked or more universally looked up to. If then his 
advent is not the cause of this sudden, collapse, what is? Rumour is busy with its many tongues, and the blame is freely 
thrown on the shoulders of the officer commanding; with whatjustice let an unprejudiced public judge. 

For a short time after his election matters went on smoothly ; and nothing interfered to mar the harmony of the Corps 
till it became necessary to nominate a color-sergeant and a quartermaster-sergeant out of the sergeants already elected and 
approved of. This right of nomination undoubtedly belongs to the taptain; and had he exercised that right without any 
reference to the sergeants themselves, however much they might have disliked an individual appointment, they would have 
had no right to grumble. But what was the conduct of the captain elect? He sent a circular to the six sergeants, inviting 
them to meet together on a certain evening to nominate their own color and quartermaster sergeants. Owing to the sickness 
of two of their number, and the unavoidable absence of the third, only three met together. Two were nominated, and their 
names given in to the captain, who refused to acknowledge the appointment, and proceeded to appoint another party as color-
sergeant, thereby withdrawing the concession he had previously made. No doubt he had the power of so doing, as he had stated 
that the nomination would be subject to his approval; but if lie intended to lay a veto on their choice, why offer them the 
opportunity of choosing at all? 5uch conduct partook very much of the nature of an insult, and as such it was looked upon 
by the sergeants themselves, and resulted in the resignation of one of the most efficient amongst them. Subsequent to 
this, when in committee, two of the sergeants (one of whom was present at the meeting of the sergeants and the other 
absent through serious illness) who were also members of committee, wished to say a few words in explanation and 
were not allowed to do so by the captain, the veto being pronounced in a rnostdictatorial and offensive manner. This 
conduct resulted in the resignation of three most efficient members of committee, men who have worked for the benefit 
of the Corps from its initiation, and spent their own money in preliminary expenses. Owing to the resignation of the sergeant, 
as metioned above, another had to be appointed, and the corporals looked forward to a chance of promotion. But how is the 
vacancy filled up? Not as might have been supposed,—from among the corporals, but by the pushing forward of a private, 
not only to the rank of sergeant, but to that of quartermaster-sergeant, thereby giving him three steps of promotion at one 
coup, and placing him at the top of the list of sergeants. It is true that the captain had that power ; but it certainly was 
most unwise to exercise it in the manner mentioned above. There could be no personal objection to Private Waugh; on the 
contrary, he is liked by the whole Company, and by all with whom he comes in contact; but the thus putting one of the 
youngest men in the Corps in so prominent a position, over the heads of the non-commissioned officers, is of itself sufficient 
to damp the ardour of the most enthusiastic. What has Private Waugh done to merit this distinction? A reference to the 
roll-book will show that lie has not been too regular in his attendance, nor is he well up in his drill, while amongst the cor-
porals more than one could be found regular in his attendance and quite qualified to fulfil the duties of sergeant. This 
appointment is distasteful to the Company for the reasons abovemeutioned, and also from the fact that at the election of 
corporals by the Company, Private Waugh, though nominated, was rejected. The appointment may have been made with the 
best intentions; but it is nevertheless a gross mistake, and, unfortunately, it appears a fatal one to the prosperity of the 
Company. When the appointment was read out on parade, the announcement was met with signs of disapprobation, patent 
to the most careless observer, and the subsequesit deportment of all the members is 'a proof of their feeling on the subject. 
Complaints. are also made of the demeanour of the captain to both officers and men. It must be clearly understood that the 
lieutenant is not alluded to in any remarks here made, for one and all look up to him as a good and efficient officer. While it 
is absolutely necessary that discipline should be enforced, yet every commanding officer should bear in mind that he has not 
to do with enlisted soldiers; that every Volunteer joined of his own free will, and can, by giving fourteen days notice, quit 
the Corps, and that both non-commissioned officers and privates are, in many instances, his social equals, placed under him for 
a time by their own act, and by so doing not giving up their individuality; willing in all matters connected with the Company 
to defer to his judgment, but at the same time expecting a certain degree of courtesy in return. The sic volo sic ,jstheo may be 
very well in its propr place, but the tone of the command should not be offensively arbitrary, and the fortiter in ye can be 
easily combined with the suaviter in modo. Privates in a Volunteer Corps are not supposed to be destitute of feeling; and 
when an officer complains of this sort of thing, is it wonderful that the privates do the same? All men are keenly sensitive 
to slight; and both sergeants and corporals feel deeply the passing of them over in the matter of the quartermaster-sergeant, 
and the whole Corps the ignoring of their judgment in the appointments in the first instance. That the Corps is at present 
in a disaffected state cannot be denied, and the cause of it only too transparent; and unless a material change takes place in 
the bearing of the captain, and in the method of administering promotion, it is painfully, evident that the Goulburn Volunteer 
Rifle Company will soon be amongst the things of the past. It is to be hoped that such will not be the issue. The members 
should bear in their memory all the Government has done for them, acceding to their wishes in every way; and it would be 
unpardonable if, owing to internal divisions, the Company should be disbanded. 

I a,m, Sir, 
VOLENS. 

The Committee of the Goulburn Volunteer Corps to Captain Rossi. 

Goulburn, 25 September, 1869. 
Sir, 

We, the undersigned Members of the Committee of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps, have the honor to inform 
you hereby that we resign our seats on the committee. 

A committee that is denied the right of discussing the affairs of the Company—that is to be recognized only when it 
suits the purpose of the officer commanding the Corps—and that has no power to carry any measure, however beneficial, 
against the veto of the captain, is evidently useless ; and we therefore have resolved to retire from a body that has existence 
without vitality. 

We have, &c., 
PENIS CLEARY. 
OSWALD WELBY. 
H. S. CLARKE. 
GEORGE MARTYR. 

Captain 
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Captain Rossi to Messrs. Cleary, Welby, Clarke, and Martyr. 
Rossivifle, 28 September, 1869. 

Gentlemen, 
I do myself the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, under date the 25th instant, tendering your resig-

nations as members of the committee of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles. 
As regards your statement, to the effect that I only recognize the committee when it suits my purpose, and do not 

allow it to carry any measure, however beneficial, against my veto, I desire to point out to you, that the subject brought 
forward at the meeting on Friday evening last, and to which I objected, were matters not admissible for discussion on such an 
occasion, they having reference to business of the Corps, not falling within the province of the committee. (Vide clause 14 of 
the rules, which states, that the committee shall aid in the management of the finances and other matters, not provided for by 
the Act or Regulations, &e., &c.) 

I have further to observe, that in accepting your resignations, I regret you should have thought fit to take this step, 
evidently with the intention of throwing difficulties in the way of my bringing the Corps to that state of efficiency and 
discipline which would give satisfaction to the officer commanding at head quarters. Moreover, you would deny me the 
support of the committee, whose obligation it is to assist in the fulfilment of my duties as principal responsible officer, but not 
to relieve me of the performance of functions that apply exclusively to myself. 

I have, &c., 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 

Captain elect. 

GOULBURN VOLUNTEER RIPLES. 

EXTRLCTS from Proceedings of Committee, held 24th September, 1869. 

Present :--Captain Rossi, Lieutenant Alexander, Sergeants Cleary, Trenery, and Welby; Privates Waugh, Clarke, and Martyr. 

" DISCUSSION arose about the handing over a certain letter, dated 31st August, 1869, relative to colour of uniform, which 
had been refused to be received by the captain, and which he then asked for ; the letter was eventually given to the captain, 
and read by him." 

"Sergeant Cleary wished to make an explanation, relative to the meeting of the Sergeants, for the appointment of 
colour.sergeant and quartermaster-sergeant, but was not allowed—the captain stating the matter was not before the 
committee." 

"Sergeant Welby wished to make an explanation on the matter of the meeting of the sergeants for the purpose of 
naming a color.sergeant and qnartermastcm.sergeant, but was not allowed—the Captain ruling that the matter was not before 
the committee." 

F. H. L. ROSSI, 
Captain elect. 

Messrs. 'Welby, Clarke, Cleary, and Martyr to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, 
I Goulburn, 2 October, 1869. 

We have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 28th ultimo, notifying your acceptance of our 
resignations as members of the committee of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps. 

In the third paragraph of your letter, you say that we resigned "evidently with the intention of throwing difficulties in 
the way of your bringing the Corps to that state of efficiency and discipline which would give satisfaction to the officer 
commanding at head quarters." 

This charge is of so serious a nature, that we feel bound, in justice to ourselves, to state most emphatically that no 
such unworthy motive actuated us, and that we retired from the committee, feeling that our connectien with it could no longer 
be productive of benefit to the Corps. 

We were on the committee from the date of the first meeting held to initiate the movement, and we have devoted 
time and energy, often at great personal inconvenience to attend meetings, and otherwise forward the interest of the Corps,—
the prosperity of which we ha!ve  still as much at heart as any members belonging to it. 

We have, &e., 
OSWALD WELBY. 
H. S. CLARKE. 
DENTS CLEARY. 
GEORGE MARTYR. 

Captain Rossi to Messrs. Welby, Clarke, Cleary, and Martyr. 
Rossiville, 5 October, 1869. 

Gentlemen, 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2nd instant, in further reference to your resigna- 

tions as members of the committee of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles. 
I have, &c., 

F. H. L. ROSSI. 

ExUIBIT LL. 

Private G. Martyr to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 30 September, 1869. 

My dear Sir, 
Yours of the 28th instant to hand. In reply I have the honor to state, in reference more particularly to the last 

paragraph in your communication, that there was no wish on the part of any member of the committee, who resigned, "to 
throw difficulties in the way of your bringing the Corps to that state of efficiency and discipline which would give satisfaction to 
the officer commanding at head quarters, &e., &e.;" on the contrary, one and all were actuated by a spirit quite the reverse; 
believing, however, that after what took place at the last committee meeting, the business could not be carried on amicably, 
we thought it better to resign. 

With regard to my own reasons for resigning, I feel compelled to speak more plainly, while I concur with the general 
tone of time joint letter of resignation. 

The following is a plain statement of the facts 
At a committee meeting held at the Joint Stock Bank on September 10th, I was unavoidably absent. At that meeting 

a letter addressed by me to the committee was read ; of this letter no notice was taken in the minutes till just before their 
confirmation on September 24th, when, on the motion of private Clarke, a paragraph having reference thereto was added. 

At the same meeting (September 10th) a formal resolution of committee was adopted relative to my actions as secretary 
(of course I take nothing as personal), and it must be borne in mind, this was done in my absence. 

With regard to the first.named matter, when the paragraph was added, I wished to make an explanation, but was not 
allowed, nor even to put it to the committee whether I should be heard or not, though I had reasonable grounds, from the 
wording of the added paragraph, to consider that my letter was niismmnderstood. 

As to the second matter, in the first place it is unusual and a matter of courtesy not to enter upon any subject personal 
to a member of committee during his absence; and in the second, even if such a course has been pursuel, I never heard in all 
my experience on committees, which has been rather extensive, of such member being arbitrarily stopped from making 
an explanation upon a subject entered upon the minutes of a former meeting affecting the individual member or his office; 
and perhaps the wrong. was more glaring when the minute was added in that member's presence at a subsequent meeting. 

Since 
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Since the formation of the Company, I have done all in my power to assist in carrying out all matters in connection 

therewith, but I am unable to understand how any members of committee can perform his duty if when, by accident or 
unknowingly, he slightly exceeds his power, be is not allowed to explain his reasons and motives. 

It was with great pain that I came to the determination of resigning an office in which I took considerable pleasure, 
and I still hope that matters may go on smoothly, and the Company attain that efficiency which you desire. 

I am, &c., 
GEORGE MARTYR. 

Captain Rossi to Private G. Martyr. 
Rossiville, 5 October, 1869. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter, dated 30 ultimo, giving certain reasons for tendering 

your resignation as a member of the Committee of Goulburn Volunteer Rifles. 
I have, &c., 

F. R. L. ROSSI,Capt. elect. 

Captain Rossi to Hon. Secretary Goulburn Volunteer Rifles. 
27 September, 1869. 

Dear Sir, 
Will you be so good as to enter in the committee book a full statement of the proceedings of last meeting, and all 

that transpired on that occasion, and forward to me the book? 
Yours, &c., 

F. R. L. ROSSI, Capt. elect. 

Private G. Martyr to Capt. Rossi. 
Goulburn, 6 October, 1869. 

My dear Sir, 
After duly considering the matter, and believing from the manner in which my offer to continue my services as 

secretary of committee, pro tern., was received, that such a step would not be unacceptable to yourself or the committee in 
general, I am induced to ask permission to withdraw my resignation. 

Should you and the committee feel it conducive to the interest of the Corps to accept my services, I trust we shall be 
able to work together amicably. 

I 
GEORGE MARTYR. 

7 October, 1869. 
My dear Sir, 

I have to acknowledge your letter of 6th instant, wherein you ask permission to withdraw your resignation as hon. 
secretary to the committee of the G. V. Rifles, together with the expression of your desire, that if your services are accepted 
that you may be able to work amicably. 

In reply, I beg to say that I shall be happy to accede to your wishes, and I am sure the members of the committee 
will have equal pleasure in acceptance of your kind services. 

ExHIBIT MM. 
Lieut.-Colonel Richardson to Captain Rossi. 

30 November, 1869. 
My dear Captain Rossi, 

I presume, by your furnishing copies of correspondence, &o. (herewith returned), that you desire my opinion as 
to the action taken by yourself in the matter. With reference to the appointment of non-commissioned officers, you, as 
commanding officer, are alone vested with power to appoint such as you may deem fit to assist you in maintaining discipline, 
efficiency, and good feeling in the Corps, and from these non-commissioned officers you are entitled to exact such support as 
will enable you to attain that end. You are also justified in passing over non-commissioned officers by appointing any member 
of the Corps to a superior position, provided such member in your opinion possesses higher qualifications than those non-
commissioned officers. It follows that such a course is justifiable from the fact that you are solely responsible for the discipline, 
&c., of the Corps; being so, you therefore select the best assistants in the shape of non-commissioned officers. It would no 
doubt have been better to have made your appointments, in the first place, without any reference to the Corps. Nevertheless, 
it does not follow because you adopted that course and allowed the Corps to recommend members for appointment, which 
proceeding was cancelled by reason of irregularities, that the Corps had acquired any right to again recommend, but it was 
merely a question of expediency, and, judging from the feeling displayed, I am of opinion you adopted the right course in 
finally making your appointments without reference to the Corps. The committee should not be permitted to intermeddle 
in any way with the military working of the Corps, but confine themselves to the non-military and financial portion. If these 
non-commissioned officers do not choose to assist you, reduce them, and appoint others who will. The articles from the local 
paper being anonymous I cannot take cognizance of, and I must remark that the most proper and manly way, also in 
accordance with military usage, is for anyone having complaints to prefer them in a respectful manner, through their 
commanding officer, for the consideration of the authorities. 

In conclusion I have to remind you that some difference is required in the management of Volunteers as compared with 
that of soldiers, which should combine a certain allowance for minor errors, &o., with the due enforcement of discipline. 

Yours truly, 
JOHN RICHARDSON, 

Lieut..Col., Comdt. 

Gouanuicic VOLDNTrERS. 

To the Editor. 
Sin, 

On reading the announcement that an inspection of this Company would take place on Tuesday, November 2nd, 
and that a staff-sergeant would be sent up in the interim to drill the Corps prior to inspection, it was only natural to expect 
that members would avail themselves of the opportunity thus offered; but the attendance, as shown below, viz., on Monday 
evening, 26; Tuesday morning, 11; evening, 14; Wednesday morning, 14; evening, 13; and since then even vorse—is plain 
proof that there is something wrong—some cause for this falling oil'. That the Company is not dissatisfied with the sergeant 
sent up is too well known to need comment; no instructor could be more liked or more universally looked up to. If then his 
advent is not the cause of this sudden collapse, what is? Rumour is busy with its many tongues, and the blame is freely 
thrown on the shoulders of the officer commanding; with what justice let an unprejudiced public judge. 

For 
321-S 
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For a short time after his election matters went on smoothly; and nothing interfered to mar the harmony of the Corps 
till it became necessary to nominate a colour-sergeant and a quartermaster-sergeant out of the sergeants already elected and 
approved of. This right of nomination undoubtedly belongs to the captain; and had he exercised that right without any 
reference to the sergeants themselves, however much they might have disliked an individual appointment, they would have had 
no right to grumble. But what was the conduct of the captain elect? He sent a circular to the six sergeants, inviting them 
to meet together on a certain evening to nominate their own colour and quartermaster sergeants. Owing to the sickness of 
two of their number, and the unavoidable absence of a third, only three met together. Two were nominated, and their names 
given in to the captain, who refused to acknowledge the appointment, and proceeded to appoint another party as colour-
sergeant, thereby withdrawing the concession he had previously made. No doubt he had the power of so -doing, as lie had 
stated that the nomination would be subject to his approval; but if he intended to lay a veto on their choice, why offer them 
the opportunity of choosing at all? Such conduct partook very much of the nature of an insult, and as such it was looked 
upon by the sergeants themselves, and resulted in the resignation of one of the most efficient amongst them. Subsequent 
to this when in committee, two of the sergeants (one of whom was present at the meeting of the sergeants and the other 
absent through serious illness) who were also members of committee, wished to say a few words in explanation and were 
not allowed to do so by the captain, the veto being pronounced in a most dictatorial and offensive manner. This conduct 
resulted in the resignation of three most efficient members of committee, men who have worked for the benefit of the Corps 
from its initiation, and spent their own money in preliminary expenses. Owing to the resignation of the sergeant, as 
mentioned above, another had to be appointed, and the corporals looked forward to a chance of promotion. But how 
is the vacancy filled up? Not as might have been supposed, from among the corporals, but by the pushing forward 
of a private not only to the rank of sergeant but to that of quartermaster-sergeant, thereby giving him three steps of 
promotion at one coup, and placing him at the top of the list of sergeants. It is true that the captain had that power; but 
it certainly was most unwise to exercise it in the manner mentioned above. There could be no personal objection to Private 
Waugh; on the contrary, he is liked by the whole Company and by all with whom he comes in contact; but the thus putting one 
of the youngest men in the Corps in so prominent a position over the heads of the non-commissioned officers is of itself sufficient 
to damp the ardour of the most enthusiastic. What has Private Waugh done to merit this distinction? A reference to the 
roll-book will show that he has not been too regular in his attendance, nor is he well up in his drill, while amongst the 
corporals more than one could be found regular in his attendance and quite qualified to fulfil the duties of sergeant. This 
appointment is distasteful to the Company for the reasons above-mentioned, and also from the fact that at the election of 
corporals by the Company, Private Waugh, though nominated, was rejected. The appointment may have been made with the 
best intentions; but it is nevertheless a gross mistake, and, unfortunately, it appears a fatal one to the prosperity of the 
Company. When the appointment was read out on parade the announcement was met with signs of disapprobation patent to 
the most careless observer, and the subsequent deportment of all the members is a proof of their feeling on the subject. 
Complaints are also made of the demeanour of the captain to both officers and men. It must be clearly understood that the 
lieutenant is not alluded to in any remarks here made, for one and all look up to him as a good and efficient officer. While it 
is absolutely necessary that discipline should be enforced, yet every commanding officer should bear in mind that he has not to 
do with enlisted soldiers; that every Volunteer joined of his own free will, and can by giving fourteen days' notice quit the 
Corps; and that both non-commissioned officers and privates are, in many instances, his social equals, placed under him for a 
time by their own act, and by so doing not giving up their individuality; willing in all matters connected with the Company 
to defer to his judgment, but at the same time expecting a certain degree of courtesy in return. The sic volo sic jnbeo may be 
very well in its proper place, but the tone of the command should not be offensively arbitrary, and the fortiter in, re can be 
easily combined with the macif-er in modo. Privates in a Volunteer Corps are not supposed to be destitute of feeling; and 
when an officer complains of this sort of thing is it wonderful that the privates do the same? All men are keenly sensitive to 
slight; and both sergeants and corporals feel deeply the passing of them over in the matter of the quartermaster-sergeant, and 
the whole Corps the ignoring of their judgment in the appointments in the first instance. That the Corps is at present in & 
disaffected state cannot be denied, and the cause of it only too transparent; and unless a material change takes place in the 
bearing of the Captain and in the method of administering promotion, it is painfully evident that the Goulburn Volunteer 
Rifle Company will soon be amongst the things of the past. It is to be hoped that such will not be the issue. The members 
should bear in their memory all the Government has done for them, acceding to their wishes in every way; and it would be 
unpardonable if, owing to internal divisions, the Company should be disbanded. 

I am, Sir, 
VOLENS. 

G-0ULBIJRN VOLUNTEER RarnEs. 

THE following has been received from head quarters, by Captain IRossi 
Volunteer Brigade Office, 

Sydney, 19 May, 1870. 
Brigade Order. - 

Tne Lieutenant-Colonel Commanding is pleased to approve of the following promotions in the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles:— 
Sergeant M'Kean to be Quartermaster-sergeant, vice Waugh, resigned. 
Corporal Herriott to be Sergeant, vice M'Kean, promoted. 
Private Clarke to be Corporal, vice Zouch, resigned. 
Private Dignam to be Corporal, vice Herriott, promoted. 
Supernumerary Sergeant Mawsosi to be Sergeant, vice Welby, resigned. 

By command, &c., 
THOS. BAYNES, 

Brigade Adjutant. 

Volunteer Brigade Office, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 21 May, 1870. 

I have the honor to inform you, in reply to your letter of the 20th instant, that the Lieutenant-Colonel Com-
manding is pleased to approve of the Corps, under your command, remaining in Sydney (after the Review) until Thursday, as 
requested. - 

I have, &c., 
- THOS. BAYNES, 

Captain, Brigade Adjutant. 

We understand altogether about seventy Volunteers went down by the wo trains yesterday, to take part in the Review; 
considering the state of the weather it is very creditable to an up-country Corps, for the elements are enough to damp the good 
will of almost any one. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Goulburn, 28 August, 1869. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to inform you that at a meeting of the Goulburn V. H. Corps, held on Thursday last, for the 

purpose of reconsidering the subject of the color of the uniform, the following resolution was adopted :- 
"That the Goulburn Volunteers prefer to be allowed the privilege of wearing a uniform of the same color as Her 

Majesty's regiments of the line, viz,, red, or scarlet, and therefore desire to carry out a proper spirit of uniformity, 
by adopting such dress as is purposed for the Sydney Battalion." 

I beg leave to enquire when the Corps can be supplied with the uniform, in accordance with their expressed wishes? 
I have, &e., 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain elect, 

Commanding G.V.R. Corps. 

Rossiville, 
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Rossiville, Goulburn, 
7 September, 1869. 

On the 28th ultimo I had the honor to address the Colonel Commanding the Volunteer Force, informing him of the 
wish of the Goulburn V. R. Corps to be allowed the use of red or scarlet uniform, as had been sanctioned in other cases, and 
in accordance with the Regulations of the Volunteer Act, No. 78, "That all official correspondence from Volunteer Corps is to 
proceed from the officer commanding, or to pass through him," I addressed my letter. 

I have learnt to my surprise that a communication, I believe of similar import, which did not pass through me, nor had 
I seen, has received a reply, while my letter is not even acknowledged. 

May I request to know if a relaxation of the regulation has been permitted, and that if it is competent for any persons to 
correspond with the officer commanding Volunteer Force, even without the knowledge of the officer commanding Corps? I 
have respectfully to seek a reply to my communications. 

I have, &o., 

Lient.-Colonel Richardson to Captain Rossi. 

Volunteer Brigade Office, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 8 September, 1869. 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 7th instant, and, in reply, to state that it is 
customary, until officers are gazetted, for the honorary secretary, under the direction of the proposed. commanding officer of 
the Corps, to be the medium of correspondence with head.quarters, and as the two letters on the same subject arrived simul-
taneously I considered it unnecessary to reply to both. The usual course was therefore pursued, and the letter addressed to 
the honorary secretary for the information of yourself and members of the Corps. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON, 

Lieutenant-Colonel Commanding Volunteer Force. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Rossiville, Goulburn, 

Sir, 
10 September, 1869. 

I have the honor to acknowledge your communication of 8th instant, and to thank you for the information "that it 
is customary, until officers are gazetted, for the honorary secretary, under the direction of the proposed commanding officer of 
the Corps, to be the medium of correspondence with head-quarters." 

I beg to refer to the words of my last communication (7th instant) that the particular correspondence I referred to had 
"not passed through me, nor had I seen it." With that explanation I had hoped I should have been favoured with a reply. I 
trust I may be excused in declining to accept or acknowledge any correspondence by the honorary secretary, unless under my 
direction. 

I again respectfully renew my request that you will be so good as to favour me with a reply to my first letter of 28th 
ultimo, for as yet no answer has reached me—even through the source you speak of. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI. 

Captain Baynes to Captain Rossi. 

Volunteer Brigade Office, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 16 September, 1869. 

In reply to your communication of the 10th instant, I have the honor, by direction, to enclose a copy of a memo. 
(16 Sept., 1869) forwarded this day to the honorary secretary of the Goulburn Corps. 

I have, &c., - 
TUbS. BAYNES, 

Captain, Brigade Adjutant. 

[Enclosure.] 
Memo. Volunteer Brigade Office, 

Sydney, 16 September, 1869. 
THE honorary secretary, Goulburn Corps, will be pleased to forward to Mr. Rossi letter addressed to him by the Brigade 
Adjutant, dated 31st ultimo, and having reference to the uniform of the Corps. 

The honorary secretary is also to understand that all communications with head-quarters is to be conducted through 
Mr. Rossi, as Captain elect. 

By command, 
TROS. BAYNES, 
Captain, Brigade Adjutant. 

Captain Baynes to the Secretary, Goulburn Rifle Corps. 

Volunteer Brigade Office, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 31 August, 1869. 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 27th instant, referring to a resolution passed at 
a meeting of the Goulburn Volunteers, asking to be allowed the privilege of wearing a uniform of the same color as Her 
Majesty's Regiments of the Line, viz., red or scarlet, and to adopt such dress as is proposed for the Sydney Battalion. 

Having laid the earns before the officer commanding Volunteers, and in reply am directed to inform you that tenders 
for the supply of uniforms for the Suburban and Country Corps have been taken up for grey, and it cannot now be altered, 
and even if it could there is not a sufficient supply of scarlet cloth (of the quality required) in the Colonies. 

On inquiry I find the tweed (grey) for the Goulburn Corps has just been received from the tweed manufactory, and 
ready for making up at once. 

I have, &c., 
TUbS. BAYNES, 

Brigade Adjutant. 
P.S.—Mr. Rossi wrote to this office on the same subject, on the 28th instant. Please show him this reply.—T.B. Capt. 

139 

Sir, 

Captain 
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Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Rossiville, 9 November, 1869. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to transmit certain letters, &c., which had recently appeared in local journals, having reference to 

the Corps of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles. 
I also enclose the resignations of certain members of the committee (appointed under the rules) and my acceptance 

thereof (the two letters I would ask to have returned to me) ; together with these is a copy of minutes of proceedings, which 
had led to such action. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Captain elect. 

[Enclosures.] 
Rossiville, November, 1869. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to call your attention to the state of discipline of the Corps of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles 

under my command. 
I deeply regret to say that certain influences are so operating with the Company that duty appears for the most part 

to be forgotten. During the week prior to the late inspection an almost total neglect of drill occurred ; on two mornings only 
about seven attended, which rendered it impossible to proceed with drill. 

I should have been slow to recur to matters which had passed, but I am pained to add that no improved disposition 
manifests itself. On Thursday, 4th instant, but nine attended drill and on Monday. 

I enclose to you certain letters, &e., &e., which have recently appeared in local journals. The character of these publications 
is calculated seriously to create increased disaffection; such facts to which they allude are already known to you, having relation 
to the appointment of the color and quartermaster sergeants. 

I also beg to forward letters of resignation of certain members of committee and my replies thereto, with copy of 
minutes of committee, to show what had transpired to cause resignation. (These latter marked respectively.  I would ask to 
have returned to me.) 

If I have not put you in possession of sufficient data upon which to arrive at an opinion, I shall be glad to furnish you 
with as full explanation on any point as you may desire. I respectfully request you will be good enough to allow a Court of 
Inquiry. Or if my acts are approved, your confirmation thereof, together with such instructions as will enable me to restore 
thorough discipline and attention. 

On Monday, the let instant, after many repeated cautions had been given to certain of the Company not to talk in the 
ranks, it was persisted in, when I told one of the privates, "whom I observed talking," that if not discontinued "I would take 
further steps ;" he replied, "step out." I at once removed him from the ranks, and placed him in custody until after termina-
tion of parade, when he was released. The Company on its dismissal, and while quitting the ground, cheered the offender, 
when I called upon them to fall in again, and told them as they did so that I wished each Volunteer would furnish himself with 
the Volunteer Act, also the Regulations, when the Company would learn its duty and mine—that they should quit parade in a 
quiet and orderly manner, and not to express its opinion at anything I might do, by showing approval or disapprobation. 

I have, &c., 

EXFHBIT NN. 

Memo, to Honorary Secretary, G. C. V. Rifles. 
Rossiville, 2 August, 1872. 

HAVING reference to a resolution passed by the committee of the G. C. Vol. Rifles on Monday, 29th ultimo, to the 
effect that Mr. Deane should be dismissed from his engagement on 1st August, and in accordance with what I stated in com-
mittee last evening, I have to request you to be good enough to inform all the members of committee that I shall be fully 
prepared to carry out that resolution on receiving a properly executed indemnity, signed by all the committee, undertaking the 
responsibility of holding me harmless and free from liabilities in the event of legal proceedings being instituted against me by 
Mr. Deane. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain. 

Memo, to Honorary Secretary G. C. V. Rifles. 
Goulburn, 13 August, 1872. 

I ItQUEST you to be good enough to have my letter i.ecently forwarded to you, relative to Mr. Deane, inserted in the 
minutes of the proceedings of the committee, and when the latter had seen that letter I wish it returned to me, bearing the 
several signatures of committee, with dates upon which my letter was seen and read by each. 

F. R. L. 
Captain. 

A. Sproule to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 16 September, 1872. 

Sir, 
I beg leave to resign my position as member of the committee of the Goulburn Corps, Volunteer Rifles. 

I have, &c., 
A. 8P1IOULE. 

Private Craig to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 17 September, 1872. 

Sir, 
I beg to respectfully resign the seat I hold on the committee of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifles. 

I have, &c., 
J. B. CRAIG, 

Private. 

T. O'Brien to Captain Rossi. 
18 September, 1872. 

Sir, 
I beg to tender my resignation as a committeeman of the G. V. Rifles. 

T O'BRIEN. 

-  Mr. 
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Mr. H. Blackshaw to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 17 September, 1872. 

Sir, 
I beg respectfully to tender my resignation as one of the committee of the G. C. V. Rifles. 

Yours, &c., 
H. BLACKSHAW. 

Mr. G. J. Trump to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 8 November, 1870. 

Sir, 
I beg to withdraw my resignation, and ask leave to continue as a Member of the Goulburn Corps Vol. Rifles under 

your command. 
I have, &c., 

GOTTLIB JOHN TRUMP. 

Memo.—The resignation of Trump had been returned as being informal—since within withdrawal accepted.—F.R.L.R., Capt. 

Mr. John Horton to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 2 November, 1870. 

Sir, 
I do hereby tender my resignation as a Member of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps under your command, from 

this date, November 2, 1870. 
I remarn, &c., 

JOHN HORTON. 

Mr. John Horton to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 8 November, 1870. 

Sir, 
I wish to withdraw my resignation, as it is my intention to remain in the Corps. 

I am, &c., 
JOHN HORTON. 

Mr. John Cole to Captain Rossi. 
Malton, 2 November, 1871. 

I HAVE the honor to inform you that it is my intention to resign from the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles, and I now give 
you fourteen days notice as required by the Act. And I further agree to pay all subscriptions due by me to that date. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN COLE. 

Mr. John Cole to Captain Rossi. 

Goulburn, 14 November, 1870. 

I BEG for to withdraw my resignation. 
I have, &c., 

JOHN COLE. 

Mr. William Cole to Captain Rossi. 
Malton, 2 November, 1873. 

I HAVE the honor to inform you that it is my intention to resign from the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles, and I now give 
you fourteen days notice as required by the Act, and I further agree to pay all subscriptions due by me to that date. 

I have, &c., 
WILLIAM COLE. 

Mr. William Cole to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 14 November, 1870. 

I BEG for to withdraw my resignation. 
I have, &c., 

WILLIAM COLE. 

Mr. J. B. Craig to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 1 November, 1870. 

Sir, 
I beg respectfully to resign as a member of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps. I will pay to Colour-sergeant 

Trenery all subscriptions due by me to the above Corps!  
I am, &c., 

JOHN B. CRAIG. 

Mr. J. B. Craig to Captain Rossi. 

Goulburn, 17 November, 1870. 

Sir, 
I respectfully beg to be allowed to withdraw my resignation from the Corps under your command. 

I am, &c., 
JOHN B. CRAIG. 

Mr. W. Johnson to Captain Rossi. 
Goulburn, 3 November, 1870. 

Sir, 
I beg to resign as a member of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps. 

I have, &c., 
WILLIAM JOHNSON. 

Mr. 
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Mr. W. Johnson to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, 
Goulburn, 28 November. 

Would you kindly allow me to withdraw my resignation as member of the G. C. V. R., as I paiticularly wish to 
remain in the Company? 

I have, &c., 
W. JOHNSON. 

Mr. Charles Booth to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, 
Goulburn, 2 November, 1870. 

I have the honor to inform you that it is my intention to resign from the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Corps, and I 
now give fourteen days' notice to that effect in conformity with law. 

I also agree to pay all subscriptions due by me to the above Corps up to the date of resignation. 

I have, &c., 
CHARLES BOOTH. 

Mr. Charles Booth to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, 
Goulburn, 15 November, 1870. 

I have the honor to request that you will be pleased to grant me permission to withdraw my resignation, and to 
remain in your Company. 

I have, &c., 
CHAS. BOOTH. 

ExHIBIT 00. 
Examination. 

Exact squareness of body and shoulders to front, heels in a line and closed, toes turned out to form an angle of 45 
degrees, knees straight, hips drawn back, arms hanging easily from shoulders, hands open, palms touching thighs, 
chest advanced without constraint, head erect, chin drawn in, eyes looking to front. 
(One.) Raise left arm as high as waist, palm upwards, same time raise right arm as high as right shoulder, palms to 
front, thumbs open. (Two.) Strike left with that of right, passing palm of right hand over back of left, thumb of 
left hand locked in right, drop arms to full extent, right foot drawn back 6 inches, bending left knee slightly, stand 
easy or attention. 
(One.) Eyes right, dress.-A1l looking to right raising their right arms, palms upwards., each man not to see more than 
lower part of face of second man from him. (Two.) Eyes front.-Turning head and eyes to front, dropping arms to 
sides, without noise. 
(One.) Right Turn.-Draw back right foot until hollow comes against heel of left foot. (Two.) Raise toes, turn upon 
heels. Left Turn.-Place heel of right foot against hollow of left foot. (Two.) Raise toes and turn on heels. Right 
half-Draw back right foot one inch. Left-half--Advance right foot one inch. Right-about-Place toe of right foot 
against heel of left. (Two.) Turn. (Three.) Right foot back to left. 
(One.) Right hand to be raised in circular motion one inch above right eye, palm outwards, thumb touching forefinger, 
shoulders to be square, elbow of right arm in line with shoulder, glancing eyes to left. (Two.) Bring arm to side, eyes 
looking to front. Left hand salute-Same as right only with left arm, glancing eyes to right, judging time, salute two 
paces from officer, going through above without numbers. (Officers will be saluted whether in uniform or not.) 
Slow time, 30 inches, quick, 30 inches, double, 33 inches, side step, 12 inches, stepping out, 33 inches, stepping short, 
21 inches, side pace, 24 inches. 
75 paces in a minute in slow; quick, 116 paces in a minute; double, 165 paces in a minute. 
(Principal.) Steadiness of body, arms not to partake of movements of legs, spring from the haunch, feet to be raised at 
same angles as when at attention, shoulders to be kept straight. 
Raise left foot three inches, placing it on ground, and so on alternately, 
Marching in double time.-Raise arms with hands clenched, raise them as high as waist, body leaning more forward, 
stepping 33 inches without altering cadence. 
Turning, on march, to right on left foot; to left on right foot (command to follow), change feet by taking another pace. 
The directing flank right, reverse flank left, by which Company will march? 
(1.) By looking to right, feeling touch from elbow, and not retaining more or less than 24 inches. (2.) By right hand 
man, second man, and rear man, taking 11 pace to front right hand man taking four paces to right, each holding right 
arm as high as waist, remainder will dress-up, flank men dropping their arms. All eyes front. 
By right hand or pivot man marking time, remainder wheeling on him, all glancing to left and feeling right. (Two) 
File formation by wheeling to right or left, the outer foot to be well thrown out at wheeling point, command to right 
left or front turn. 
On march, changing direction right, left, or right about wheel. 
Diagonal march to right-Make right-half turn, keeping right shoulder behind left shoulder of man on right of him. 
Marching in file, keeping distance, not looking down, rear and front rank men stepping together. 
Forming at halt by right-hand man halting, the remainder making left half-turn and dressing-up. in quick, right-hand 
man marking time; remainder, half left turn, forming on him. On march, by right-hand man continuing to move on, 
remainder half-left turn doubling until they get command quick. Forming to rear by man halting, the remainder making 
a right half-turn and forming on his right. Right form squad by right man wheeling and taking two paces to his front, 
remainder forming on him. Right-about form squad by wheeling .to right-about, front men taking two paces to front, 
remainder forming on his right. 
Forming in two ranks, each man to retain 24 inches, between ranks 30 inches. If an uneven number, the third on left 
will act as blank file. A file two men front and rear rank. An odd file. Odd and even numbers will be termed right 
and left files. 
Formation of Fours: At fours, rear-rank men step back 18 inches; deep, the even files will take a pace of 24 inches to their 
rear with left foot and 24 with their right; front, even files take 24 with left foot and 24 with right, rear rank step up; 
fours right, rear rank back, turn to right, even files pace 24 inches to right and 24 to front; front, resume position by 24 
inches in paces; fours left, turn to left, even files 24 inches with left, 24 with right, front as before; right-about, left 
files, after turning about, take 24 to front and 24 to left, front as before. 
Fours will form from centre or right by the diagonal march, and by left files dropping into respective places. 
So many files from left break off, turn to right, left wheel, front, left half turn, double up. 

Skirmisliinq. 
Extending from halt, turn to right, after having stepped the number of paces ordered the rear-rank man will tap front 
rank man on shoulder, who will halt, front, and stand at ease; the rear-rank man will move remainder of distance, halt, 
front. Extending on march, from right, step off, half-left turn. 
Closing from halt, turn to left, step off, standing at ease when you come up. Closing on march, double up, after turning 
halt, stand at ease. 
Turn to right. 
Change front by right-wheel, all looking to left, retaining relative distances. 
Turn to right, front rank taking one pace to left, rear rank one pace to right, arms at the port. 

Examination 



309 

143 

Rrccm,inatioe in Company Drill. 

Twenty-four (24) inches from heel to heel. - 
From flank to centre, by placing men in single rank, tallest on right, three paces to front; next three, &c., inwards close 
(dress) ; see rear rank covers off correctly. 
The left of the right. 
The right guide will place himself on right of front rank, covered by his marker. 
Two paces (2) to correct all errors, &c. See that all movements are done in a proper manner. 
The directing flank means the flank by which you march-the reverse, the opposite to directing flank. 
The directing guide will align himself with Company; his marker in rear of the flank file. 
In a clear and distinct tone of voice. 
To the right. 
He moves with them. 
Two (2) paces. 
On left of Company, 
On word "line' the right guide will move up, the left guide will fall to rear-the markers will give a point for the Com-
pany to rest on. 
By the captain, when 2 paces from marker. 
By right-hand man turning, and remainder making a half-turn. 
The markers, the right guide falling to the rear. 
Right or left wheel forward by right or left when perpendicular to new direction. 
The directing guide will be in pivot flank with his marker in front of that man. The guide not directing will be on the 
reverse flank with his marker on next fours. The directing guide will be on pivot flank with his marker in front of 
that man. The guide not directing will be on reverse flank, his marker on next file but one. 

The directing guide will turn about and take 1 pace to his front. The left guide will take 1 pace from left on 
reserve flank, and turn inwards. The front rank will turn to riht, the rear rank to left. On march all will step off 
together, wheeling well up to point. When front man comes up icommand) halt, front, dress. On march the captain and 
supernumerary rank will wheel around the reserve flank. 
Form two deep, markers moving out to give points-the right-hand man turning to right, taking two paces to his front-
remainder forming on his left. At "steady" markers fall to places. 

S'1cirrnishinq. 
The captain six paces in rear of Company ; the guides three paces in rear of outer sections; the sergeants in rear of 
inner sections. 
At halt, from ordered flank extend by turning and stepping off at full pace; when front rank man has gone the required 
distance the rear rank man will tap front rank man on shoulder, when he will halt and front. On march, will make.a 
half.turn, when arrived at required distance he will turn to front and move on. 
Yes. - 
To order the required sections to extend and see the order of men correct. 
Twelve (12) paces or more as ordered. 

2. From the inner flank. 
Turn inward and close on the flank extended from. 
Extend from centre. 
Halt and commence to fire by alternate men. 
Those ordered to fire will front and deliver fire; then turn about and join the line of skirmishing, retiring. 
Three hundred (300) yards. 
Equal numbers. 
Will run to rear, closing and forming support. 
By running in and forming six (6) paces in rear. 
Form rallying square, outer two ranks kneeling, inner standing. 
No. 
Alert (unexpected danger by halting and waiting for further word of command.) 
Twenty-four inches to each man by multiplying one with the other and dividing into it. 

Sizing a Company. 

From flank to centre by placing men in single rank order, tallest three paces to the front; next tallest on to the left three paces 
next in rear of right, do. on left, and so on; inwards close. See that rear rank cover off correctly. 

The left of the right-half Company-The right guide will place himself on right of front rank covered by his marker, the left 
guide in rear of flank file, his marker in rear of second file from him. 

Position of officers in column-The directing will align himself with the front rank, his marker in rear of the flank file. 
Supernumerary rank in rear. 

A Company in column by the left-The left guide and marker moves up, the right guide with his marker falls to the rear. 
Supernumerary rank in rear. 

In a distinct tone of voice, but sharp; each command of one word to be preceded by a caution. 
When marching by the right dress by the right, if by the left dress by the left. 
The supernumerary rank three paces from rear rank, the rear rank three paces from front rank. 
On the left three paces. 
On word line, the left guide will fall to rear, the right guide moves up, the markers run out and give a point for the Company 

to rest on (quick march), it being completed, left guide will dress-at word " steady" markers and guide will fall to rear. 
On word "right," the left guide will stand fast, the remainder turn to the right about. On march the left guide will place 

himself on left of Company, turning to front of column ; at halt, markers and right guide will take post in column. 
Leading half-Company, right wheel forward when perpendicular to the new direction. 
Form two deep, make a left half-turn, and double up, forming on right hand man as they come up, taking up the quicic. 
No. 
They come to attention and close on the flank ordered, then halt, front, stand at ease. 
From the directing point. 
No. 
The party who will relieve will advance when 20 paces from those being relieved, will lie down, the old skirmishes running 

through them, closing and forming support considerable distance in rear. 
By clearing front, running in and forming 6 paces in rear. 
They run in and form rallying square,-1. By right. 2. Left. 3, Centre. 
Form file by rear rank men covering front rank men. 
Form group by right and left closing on each other. 
They halt. 
At the last sound. 
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S. F. C. 
1 1 5 Describe position of a soldier. 
2 2 7 Describe "stand-at-ease" by numbers, and judging the time. 
3  3 21 How is a squad dressed, with intervals and words of command? 
4  4 27 Give the turnings, and how to be performed. 
5 6 41 Saluting right (or left) hand. Salute by numbers, and judging the time. 
6 7 49 Give length of paces-slow, quick, and double time. 
7 8 55 Cadence-state what it is-Side pace, side step, stepping out, stepping short. 
8 10 59 Give the position in marching. 
9 16 69 How is marking time done? 
10 20 75 State position of body in "double march." 
11 22 87 Turnings when on the march-how done? 

If to turn to right or left-when should word be given? 
(If word of command be not given at right time-what is soldier to do? 

12. 23 92 What is the directing flank, and the reverse flank. 
13 25 97 [1 How do men dress when halted? 

2 How to dress man by man? 
14 28 110 ci A single rank at the halt-changing front by wheeling. 

l. 2 By file formation-and word command in latter case. 
15 29 126 How to change direction on the march? 
16 30 128 What is the diagonal march to the right? 
17 31 133 [How do men march in file? 

Men marching as in file forming squad. 
18 33 141 (Forming to the front at the halt. 

in quick time. 
on the march. 

(Rear form squad. 
Right form squad. 
(Right-about from squad. 

19 37 161 (Describe formation of squad in two ranks. 
1 If in even number-which man on the left called a blank file? 
. 2 What is a file, an odd file, a blank odd file, and a blank file squad with a blank file? 
What are odd and even numbers called? 
Which man is centre squad? 

20 45 170 Formation of fours-what is done? 
21 47 188 A squad formed in fours-how should it be closed on centre, and reformed two deep? 
22 48 229 How are files broken off, and how fronted? 

Skirmishing. 
23 49 244 Extending from the halt, and on the march. 
24 50 253 Closing 
25 52 260 Right incline if repeated. 
26 53 262 Changing front by wheeling, and by file formation. 
27 54 270 Dismissing a Squad or Company. 

Company Drill. 
At what distance are the ranks at close order? 
How is a Company sized? 

Z. What file is always consiiiered the centre of the Company ? 
How are the officers and non-commissioned officers posted when the Company is in line at close order? 
At what distance is the supernumerary rank from the rear rank and what are its duties? 

fl. What is meant by the directing and the reverse flank of a Company in golumn? 
How are the officers and non-commissioned officers posted in a Company in column? 
How should words of command be given? 
When the command "dress" is not preceded by "right (or left)," to which flank do the front rank men look in taking up 
their dressing? 
When a Company is ordered to close, how does the directing guide move? 
At what distance are the ranks when at open order? 
Suppose only one guide is present, where is he placed at open order ? 
When a Company in column, say by the left, halted is required to wheel into line, what caution is given, and how will the 
guides and markers move. - 
On the words "quick march" the Company will wheel-by whom and when will it be halted? 
'What is done when a Company is ordered to "left form into line "P 
When the caution to "break into column" to the right is given, who mores? 
When a Company in column on the march gets the caution "change direction to the right (or left)," what is done? 
When a Company is moving in files or fours to a flank, where do the guides and markers march? 
The Company at the halt gets the word counter-march, who moves? 
A Company moving to the right in fours, gets the command "front form companies," how will the formation proceed? 

Sicirmishsing. 

On the caution "the Company will skirmish," what is done by the officers and markers? 
When a Company at the halt is ordered to extend, what is done? and when on the march? 
Is the number of paces it is required to extend always named, as well as the file of extension ? 
If a Company is ordered to skirmish "by sections," what will be the Captain's duty 
What will the intervals between sections generally be? - 
How do the remaining sections extend? 
When a Company extended at the halt is ordered to "close" what is done? 
How does a line of skirmishers move? 
What is done by skirmishers when the "fire" is sounded? 
When a line of skirmishers is retiring, and the fire sounds, does the line halt? 

.31. What is the distance between skirmishers and their supports on plain? 
What is the relative strength of skirmishers and supports? 
How do the old skirmishers proceed on being relieved? 

U. How are skirmishers brought in on their support? 
What is done by skirmishers when "Prepare for Cavalry" is sounded? 
Does the whole Company necessarily form one square? 

07  What does the bugle-sound the "alert" imply; and how is it obeyed? 

38. Squad with an odd file. 

Sçua1 
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Squad with a blank odd file. 

No.19. - - - 

Squad with a blank file. 

The exact squareness of the shoulders and body to the front, the heels must be closed and in line, the knees straight, the 
toes turned out at an angle of 45 degrees, the arms to hang loosely from the shoulders, the hips rather drawn back, 
chest advance, but without constraint, the body to lean forward on the fore part of the feet, the head erect but not thrown 
back, the whole position to be without constraint. 
On the word one raise the arms from the elbows, left hand in front of the centre of the body, as high as the waist, palm 
upward, and the right hand as high as the right breast, palm to the left front. On the word two strike the palm of the 
right hand on that of the left, let the hands fall to the full extent of the arms, the left hand to be lightly grasped between 
the thumb and fingers of the right hand, at the same time draw back the right foot six inches and slightly bend the left 
knee. The same is done, judging your own time, by giving a sufficient pause between each movement. 
On the words eyes right, the eyes are turned to the right; and on the word dress, each man except the right hand man 
raises the right arm, palm of the hand upward, nails of fingers to touch the shoulder of the right hand man, then dress 
up by taking short steps till you can just see the lower part df the second man's thee from you; and on .the words eyes 
front, turn the head and eyes to the front. 
On the words right turn you draw back the right foot so that the heel of the left foot rests in the hollow of the right, 
then raise the body on the heels and turn a quarter of a circle to the right; the same is done in turning to the left, except 
that the right foot is advanced instead of being drawn back. On the words right about turn you draw back the right 
foot until the ball touches the left heel, then raise the body on the heels and turn half the circumference of a circle, and 
when turned draw back the right foot in line with the left, the same is done in turning to the left except that you advance 
the right foot, in making a three-quarter turn to the right you turn in the given direction three-quarters in the same 
manner as in turning about. 
On the word one you bring the right hand smartly in a circular motion to the head, palm to the front about one inch 
above the right eye, thumb close to the forefinger, elbow in line and nearly square with the shoulder and slight turn the 
head to the left, and on the word two smartly drop the hand to the side and turn the head to the front. The same is 
done, judging your own time, by giving a sufficient pause between each movement. 
Thelength of pace in quick and slow time is 30 inches, except in stepping out when it is 33 inches, and in stepping 
short when it is 21 inches; the pace in double time is 33 inches, the length of the side step is 12 inches, and the side 
pace 24 inches; the side pace is used to clear or cover another man. 
The number of paces taken in the minute in slow time is 75; in quick time 116, and in- double 165. 
Both knees must be kept straight except while the leg is being carried to the front or rear when the knee must be a little 
bent, the toes must be turned out at the same angle as in standing, the hands must be kept steady by the sides, and the 
leg moved from the haunch. 
On the words mark time, the foot in rear is brought up to the advanced one, and the feet are raised 3 inches off the 
ground alternately, observing the same cadence as in marching; and on the word forward, you move off at the same pace 
of 30 inches. 
The body is thrown more forward than in any other march, the arms are raised from the elbows, hands clenched, and the 
fiat part of the arms pressed to the side—the pace being 33 inches. 
(1) In turning to the right on the march the words right turn should be given as the left foot is coming to the ground, 
and in turning to the left the words left turn should be given as the right foot is coming to the ground. (2) If the word 
should not be given in the right time you must finish the pace and then turn in the direction named. 
The directing flank is that by which a company is ordered to march, and the reverse flank is the opposite to the directing 
one. 
(1) In dressing when halted each man will look to the flank by which he is ordered to dress, and must dress by moving 
the body on the feet by taking short steps, and not by leaning the body backward or forward. (2) To dress man by man 
two men on the right and one on the left take a pace and a half to the front and the right hand man of the three takes 
4 paces to his right and the three raise their hands from the elbows, and the remainder will dress up from the right 
by taking a pace one after the other to the front, and when the words eyes front are given they will all look to their 
front. 
(1) To change front by the right the words right wheel are given, then the right-hand man marks time and gradually 
turns to the right, and the rest feel the right, look to the left, and wheel to the right; the same is done in changing front 
to the left by making a left wheel. (2) To change the front from the halt the words right form are given, when the 
right hand man turns to his right, takes two paces to his front and halts, the rest make a half-right turn and form on 
his left. 
If the directing flank be by the right the men make a right wheel as already described; on the word forward they step 
oil' in the direction they are then facing and turn the eyes to the front. 
On the words half right turn each man will make a half right turn, and on the word march will step off turning the 
head slightly to the right and keeping his right shoulder behind the left shoulder of the next man. 
On the word march the men step off at a full pace looking straight to their front and covering off so that they cannot 
see the head of the second man in front of them; no looking down or up is allowed. 
(1) If right in front the leading man halts, the rest make a half left turn and form on his left. (2) If on the right the 
right hand,man marks time and the rest make a half left turn, form on the left of the right hand man, and mark time 
until the word forward is given. (3) On the march the leading man continues to move to his front, the rest make a 
half left turn and double up to the left of the leading man; when they break into quick time. (4) This movement is 
done in the same manner, except that the men make a half right turn and form on the leading man's right (5) On 
the words right form squad, the right-hand man wheels to his right, takes (2) paces to his front and halts, the others 
then form on his left, look to the right, and dress. The same is done to the right about, except that the leading man 
wheels to his right about, the rest when they come to the place where the right hand man wheels, wheel to the 
right about and form on him. 
(1) The rear rank stand at a distance of (30) inches from their front rank men and cover correctly, if they consist of an 
uneven number, the third man from the left is a blank file, and the left hand man of the right half company is the centre 
of the company. (2) Odd numbers are called right files and even numbere left files. 
(Fours deep.) On the word fours the rear rank step back a pace of 18 inches, and on the word deep the left files take a 
pace of 24 inches to the rear with their left feet, and a pace of 24 inches tothe right with their right feet; on the word 
front, the left files take a pace of 24 inches to the left with their left feet, and a pace of 24 inches to the front with their 
right feet, and the rear rank close up. 
(Fours right.) On the word fours, the rear rank move as before, and on the word right, the whole face of the right and the 
left files take a pace of 24 inches to the right with their right feet, and a pace of 24 inches to the front with their left 
feet, and on the word front, the squad will turn to the left and form two deep as described. 
(Fours left.) On the word fours, the rear rank act as before, on the word left, the whole face to the left, the left files take 
a pace of 24 inches to the left with their left feet, and a pace of 24 inches to their rear with their right feet. 
(Fours about.) On the word fours, the rear rank act as before; and on the word about, the company face to the right 
about, and the left files take a pace of 24 inches to the front with their right feet, and a pace of 24 inches to the left with 
their loft feet, and on the word front, the squad will turn to the right about, and reform two deep as already described. 

321—T 21. 
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The words on the centre close, quick march, being given, the centre four stand fast, and the rest close on them to the 
right and left; and on the words re-form two deep, quick march, the centre files stand fast, and the remainder move off 
from the centre by a side step, and the left files fall into their places as they come up. 
Generally from the directing flank, if from the right, the words left turn, right wheel will be given, the number of files 
named will then turn to the left, and wheel to the right, and follow the right flank of the remaining squad, and to re-form 
company the words right half-turn double will be given, when the named files will make a right half-turn, and double 
up into their places. 

Skirmishing (extending from the halt). 

(1.) If extending from the left, they turn to the right and move off a given number of paces, the front rank man will be 
responsible for the dressing, and the rear rank man for the distance; when they halt the rear rank men divide the given 
distance by moving to the front. 
(2.) The front rank man of the named file will move on, the rest will make a half turn in the named direction, and will 
turn to the front when they gain their distance. 
The front rank man of the named file will stand at ease, the rest will face towards him, and close in quick time, the rear 
rank falling to the rear. 
(On the march). The front rank man of the named file will continue to move on, the rest will make a half turn and 
double up. 
If the incline is repeated they move off to the direct flank. 
(1) Changing front by wheeling, if to the right, the squad will wheel to the right as before described, and look to the 
centre for dressing. (2) The men are placed on the flank required and the rest form on him coming up, by the nearest 
way by the double. 
On the word dismiss, the front rank take a side pace to the left, and the rear rank a side pace to the right, and after a 
pause will break off. 

F. E. HAYLEY. 
On the words right form, the right hand man faces to the right, the rest make a half right turn and form on the left 
of the right hand man. 

A pace of 30 inches. 
A company will be sized from the flanks to the centre; when a company is first sized the following is the best method, 
viz., order the men to fall in in single rank, the tallest on the right and the shortest on the left, then order the right 
hand man to take three paces to the front, the next to place himself three paces in front of the left hand man of the rank, 
the third man to place himself one pace in rear of the right hand man, the fourth a pace in rear of the left hand man, 
the two next will place themselves on the inner side of the front men of the formed files, and the two next as their rear 
rank men and so on to the end; the tallest man each time going to the right; then order the two half companies to 
close on one another, the rear rank will cover correctly; if there is a blank file it will be placed the third from the left. 
The left hand man of the right subdivision. 
The captain will be three paces in rear of the centre; the guides and sergeants will form a supernumerary rank two paces 
in rear of the rear rank, the right guide in rear of the right file and the left guide in rear of the left file, and the two 
markers in rear of the second files from their guides, the rest of the supernumerary rank will divide the space alternately. 
The supernumerary rank will be two paces in rear of the rear rank and its duty is to correct mistakes, pick out awkward 
men, and to control the expenditure of ammunition. 
The directing flank is the one,by which the company is ordered to march and the reverse flank is the opposite one. 
(A company in column by the left.) The captain will be 3 paces in rear of the centre, the right guide 2 paces in rear of 
the right file, the right marker will be 2 paces in rear of the second ifie from the right guide, the left guide will be on 
the left of the company, and his marker will be 2 paces in rear of the left file. 
The words of command should be loud and clear, every command of only one word should be preceded by a caution, the 
caution should be slow, but the word of command should be given sharp. 
To the directing flank, the flank by which they have been marching. 
The directing guide moves with the company. 
The ranks are 2 paces from one another. 
Two paces in front of the second man from the left, passing round the right flank by the rear. 
(The caution is "Company in column, by the left, left wheel into line.") The left guide will go to the rear, the right 
guide will move up, the right marker will double out to where the outer flank will rest facing to the rear of the column, 
the left marker will do the same on the left of the company. 
The word "halt" will be given by the captain when the. wheeling flank is 2 paces from the marker. 
The company will wheel to the right in the same manner except that the left guide will not move on the caution. 
On the words "Break into column to the right," the left guide will stand where be is, and the rest of the company will 
face right about. 
(Was not given.) 
On the words "Change direction to the right or left," the company will wheel in the named direction (the command 
being given bythe captain), and when it comes in the required direction the captain will give the word "halt." 
If marching by the right the right guide will march on the left of the leading fours, the left guide on the right of the 
rear four, the right marker in front of the left hand man of the leading four (leading the company), and the left marker 
on the right of the four in front of his guide (if marching in file formation). 
If by the right, the right guide will march on the left of the leading file, the right marker in front of the left hand man 
of the leading file, the left guide on the right of the near file on the reverse flank, and his marker on the right of the 
next file but one from his guide. 
The directing guide will face about and take a pace to his front, the reverse guide will place himself a pace from the 
reverse flank and turn inwards, the front rank will face to the right, the rear rank will face to the left, the company 
will then step off, each man wheeling to his right till the first man comes up to the guide; they will then be ordered to 
halt, front, and dress, the guides takingtheir places. 
The men will form two deep, make a half turn to the left, and wheel to the right. 

S/cirsnishing. 

The officers will return their swords, the officers and markers will take post, the captain 6 paces in rear of the centre, 
the right guide 3 paces in rear of the centre of the right section, the left guide 3 paces in rear of the centre of the left 
section, and the markers 3 paces in rear of the centre of the inner sections; they will be under the general control 
of the captain, the section commander will see that the men extend the right number of paces, and move off in the 
right direction. 
(The extent of the halt). If it is from right, the men face to the left and move off the given number of paces, then 
halt, front, and stand-at-ease. 
No. 
The captain will name the section and file of extension, the number of paces, and the distance between the sections. 
The intervals between sections will generally be 12 paces. 
The remaining sections will extend from the inner flank. 
The front rank man of the flank on which the company is ordered to close will stand fast, the remainder will face t 
the direction on which they are to close, and close in moving at quick time; they will then halt, front, and stand at ease, 
and the rear rank will cover correctly. 
A part of the line will be named as a guide for the rest, the centre is the part generally named. 
On the word fire, the men will get under cover and fire as they are directed. 
No; the men selected to fire halt, front, deliver their fire, and move on again, the skirmishers retiring all the time. 
The distance between skirmishers and their support will be 300 yardi. 
(Equal numbers) if there are two companies, the one will skirmish, and the other will form support. 
To relieve skirmishers, that retiring the support will halt and extend, each man will then lie down, and when the 
skirmishers come within about 30 paces of support they will run through them to the rear and form in rear, as 
support to the new line of skirmishers. 

. 



Try 15 again. 

A. B. 
32 .........3 3 
33 .........3 3 
34 .........1 3 
35 .........2 3 
36 .........1 3 
37 .........3 3 
39 ......... 3 _3 

0 3 

65 106 

The first is a little less than I had 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G.V.R. 
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When the words close on support are given, the skirmishers will run in independently, and form 6 paces in rear of 
the support. 
If overtaken by cavalry before they reach the support, they form rallying squares. 
No, they may form several squares. 
Unexpected danger, they halt and wait orders. 
Each man occupies a space of 24 inches; therefore, to find the number of paces of 30 inches wanted by a given number of 
files, multiply the number of files by S and divide by 10 cutting off the last figure, which multiplied by 3 will give 
the number; 10 files require 8 paces, 100 require 80, and 1,000 require 800. 

CORPORAL F. E. HAYLEY. 

MEMO, to be seen by the Corporals of G. C. V. Rifles. 

ANY corporal desiring promotion will at once give his name to me, in order to pass the required examination. This paper to 
be signed by each corporal as having read it. 

F. B. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, 1315172. 

H. BLACKSMAW, Corpl. - 
J. J. TEunmY, Corpl. 
C. S. FULLER, Corpi. 
W. S. CLARKx. 
F. E. HAYLEY. 

Corporal J. J. Trenery to Captain Rossi. 
toulburn, 19 April, 1872. 

Sir, 
I beg respectfully to notify that I will compete in the forthcoming examination for the sergeancy. 

Iam,&c., 
J. J. TRENERY, 

Corpi. U. C. V. Rifles. 

Corporal Hayley to Captain Rossi. 
ulburn, 19 April, 1872. 

Sir, 
I respectfully beg to intimate that I will contest an examination for the vacant sergeancy. 

I am, &c., 
CORPORAL F. E. HAYLEY. 

Trenery's Marks. 

1 ...............0 11 ...............1 22 ............... 3 32 ...............3 
2 ...............1 12 ...............1 23 ............... 2 33 ...............3 
3 ...............2 13 ...............1 24 ............... 0 34 ...............1 
4 ...............i 14 ...............3 25 ............... 3 35 ...............3 
5 ...............3 15 ...............0 26 ............... 3 36 ...............2 
6 ...............3 16 ...............1 27 ............... 3 37 ...............3 
7 ...............2 18 ...............1 28 ............... 2 38 ...............3 
8 ...............1 19 ...............3 29 ............... 1 39 ...............0 
9 ...............0 20 ...............2 30 ............... 3 - 
10 ...............3 21 ...............1 31 ............... 2 32 

Hayley's Marks. 

1 .........3 19 .........3 
2 .........3 forth? 20 .........2 omitted captain and supernumerary rank. 
3 .........3 21 .........2 omitted "mark time, leading man." 
4 .........2 describes formation of company, question 22 .........3 

in Zinc. 23 .........2 not enough described. 
5 .........3 24 ......... 
6 ..........3 25 .......... 3 
7 .........3 26 .........3 
8 .........3 27 .........3 
9 .........3 28 .........3 
10 .........3 . 29 .........3 
11 .........1 P 30 .........3 
12 .........2? 31 .........3 
13 .........3 32 .........3 
14 .........3 omitted l.g. move to left company on word 33 .........3 

"march." 34 .........3 
15 .........2 q. not understood; same as 13. Should 35 .........3 

be a description of wheel, and omitted 36 .........3 
right g. place. On word "march "taken 37 .........3 
by rear rank pivot file. 38 .........3 

16 .........3 right. 39 .........3 
17 not given. - 
18 .........2 . 106 

Marks for Second Examination. 

A. B A. B A. B. 
1 ......... 0 3 11 .........1 1 at. put 22 ......... 2 3 
2 ......... 1 3 12 ..........0 2 23 ......... 3 2 
3 ......... 2 3 13 .........1 3 24 ......... 0 3 
4 ......... 1 3 14 .........3 3 2 .......... 2 3 
5 .........3 2 15 .........0 2 26 ......... 3 3 
6 .......... 3 3 16 .........1 3 27 .......... 3 3 
7 ......... 2 3 18 .........1 2 28 .......... 2 3 
8 ......... 1 3 19 .........3 3 .29 ......... 0 3 
9 ......... 1 3 20 .........2 2 30 ......... 3 3 
10 ......... 3 3 21 .........1 3 31 ......... 2 3 

These are marks,as given by Lieut. Chishoim. "A" represents Trenery, " B," Hayley. 
allowed, while the marks to Hayley are exactly what I had given. 

ExHIBIT PP. 
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EXHIBIT PP. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, 
Rossiville, 13 May, 1872. 

While in uniform, and engaged this afternoon with a portion of my Company who were firing in rifle match, 
another member of my Company came immediately up to me, in plain clothes, with his hands in his pockets, when the following 
took place —I said, "Will you not give me a salute F" He replied, "What salute?" I told him the military salute. 
He said, No, I am not in uniform." I again said to him, "I request you to give me the salute." He added, "I refuse to do 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Capt., G. C. V. Rifles. 

I think it is a pity, Captain Rossi should have placed himself in a position to be refused, as I see no remedy, the. Vol. 
Regulations distinctly specifying that both should be in uniform to make the salute conipulrory. I need hardly sy the action 
of the member referred to was in excessively bad taste, and marks him as deficient of one of the most essential attributes of a 
soldier.—J.S.R., Lieut.-Col., Comd., B.C., 14/5/72. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, 
Rossiville, 17 May, 1872. 

I am much obliged by your minute respecting the non-salute of a member of my Company. I had omitted to say 
that following upon what I had already reported, that member obeyed a subsequent order I gave him, viz., to move from where 
he was standing to the right of firing party. 

If this further explanation leads you to, think the case in any way affbcted thereby, may I ask you very kindly to send 
me a telegram with word "Delay" thereon, when I can have the pleasure of seeing you next week. On the other hand, if the 
case does not appear different to my former report, I would propose to read second part of your minute, as we shall have a 
parade in the afternoon (Saturday), when word "Yes" in telegram would convey a reply to latter. 

I have, &c., 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

A true copy.—F.R.L.R. 
Captain, G. V. Rifles. 

Memo. 
22/6/72. 

Captain Rossi begs to forward memo, inquired for, and also reply proposed to be sent by him to Private Robertson, on return 
of papers. 

Lieut.-Colonel Richardson, &c., &c., 
Sydney. 

It was merely an expression of opinion on the part of. the Oommandant.—J.S.R., Lt..Col., 26/6/72. 

Memo. 
In explanation why I read part of Colonel's minute (re Robertson), which I did in compliance with a telegram received from 
the Commandant, I had asked the Colonel's permission to do so, and the accompanying letter of the Colonel's will show that I 
was right in what I did. Also, the accompanying memo, shows a question of mine and minute of the Commandant, as I wished 
to obtain from the latter an opinion upon the reply I was at the time about to send to Private Robertson in reference to his 
query whether what I had said to him at parade was a reprimand. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain. 

Telegram from Major Fitzsimons to Captain Rossi. 

Yes. Sydney, 18 May, 1872. 

Lieut.-Colonel Richardson to Captain Rossi. 
Brigade Office, 

Dear Captain Rossi, 
13 June, 1872. 

 
I think it would be better to take no further notice of this matter. The S. M. Herald, if I remember aright, gave 

a reason why it was not advisable to read all my "memo." As you are no doubt aware that the Queen's Regulations specify 
that superiors are not to be reprimanded before subordinates, therefore to have read the first portion of my memo., would to 
certain extent have been contrary to those regulations. I will return an early reply to your other letter. - 

Yours very truly, 
JOHN S. RICHARDSON. 

Mxwo.—I am quite persuaded that Private Robertson has, as he expresses himself, sought to cimform to the letter of the 
Volunteer Act. The subject which I had occasion to refer to, is one which is left to the discretion and taste of member. The 
Commandant has in this particular case given his opinion which I have conveyed to you. I may add that I only esteem the 
observance of my request as evidencing a higher military feeling, though it is not compulsory. 
20/5/72. 

Private Robertson to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, 
Goulburn, 8 June, 1872. 

Am I to understand from your memo of 20th May last, to the effect that I had a perfect right to use my own 
discretion as to whether I should give or refuse the military salute on the occasion when I refused to give it to you, that it was 
a mistake my being reprimanded on paradi on the 18th ultimo? 

I have, &c., 
W. F. ROBERTSON, 

Private, G. C. V. Rifles. 
Captain Rossi,—I should like to see the "memo." referred to.—J.S.R., Lt.'Col., B.C., 15/6/72. 

Captain 
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Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 
Rossiville,llth June, 1872. 

Sir, 
I beg herewith to forward a letter, which I had purposed last evening to show you, received from Private 

:Robertson. It appears to me to be very unniilitary that I should thus be called to account by a member of my Company, I 
shall therefore be glad to be guided by you before sending any reply to Private Robertson. 

I have, &c., 
F. B. L. ROSSI, 

Captain, G. 0. V. Rifles. 

MEMO—To Private Robertson, G.C.V. Rifles. 

In reply to your query contained in letter of 8th instant, I have to say that the communication to you on parade on the 18th 
ultiuio was merely an expression of opinion on the part of the Commandant. 

F. B. L. ROSSI, 
Rossiville, 22nd June, 1872. Captain. 

27/6/72. 

Private Robertson to Captain Rossi. 
- Goulburn, 11th July, 1872. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, on 2nd instant, of your memorandum dated 27th June last, in answer 

to my letter of 10th June last, and to express my satisfaction therewith,—your communication made to me on parade on the 
18th May last being thereby more satisfactorily explained. 

With reference to the statement made to the members of the Corps by you on the evening of the 4th instant, to the 
effect that if I had been contending for any principle I would have been satisfied after the private interview I had with you 
with reference to this matter,---I submit that, as you openly, publicly, and officially declared that the Commandant was of 
opinion that I had acted in excessively bad taste and that I was deficient in one of the most essential attributes of a soldier, 
I could not recognize any private acknowledgment that there were no grounds for such opinion, as I had always acted strictly 
in accordance with the spirit of the Volunteer Force Regulation Act, and all the regulations and instructions afforded me. 

I further submit that 1 have not considered this as entirely a personal matter, but as a matter affecting the position of 
myself and all Volunteers, and in resisting the exaction of military discipline in my civil capacity, I have acted with the object 
of maintaining my proper position, and not in a spirit of opposition to the requisite military discipline. And in prosecuting the 
matter further after you read the Commandant's opinion to me on parade, I have done so with a desire to obtain redress for 
what I conceived to be a grievance. - 

I am, &c., 
W. F. ROBERTSON. 

Extractfrons "Sydney .Ttorn.ing Herald," 6 June, 1872. 
WE observe from the Goniburn papers that a dispute has arisen in that city between the captain of the Volunteer Company 
and one of the men of his troop. The officer required a salute from the Volunteer in plain clothes, he himself being in 
uniform, and both being on the parade ground. This the Volunteer refused. Captain Rossi reported his alleged misconduct to 
Colonel Richardson. He received a reply. He read a part of it on parade, which, however, we understand he was justified in 
doing by a military rule, which yet forbids an officer to repeat in the presence of his inferiors a censure addressed to himself. 
The reply was given by Captain Rossi as follows :-" This is the memorandum of the Colonel on my letter. 'I am of opinion 
that the member of your Company who has so behaved himself has acted in very bad taste, and exhibited demeanour not at 
all becoming to a soldier.'" The whole of the memorandum was as follows :-" I think it a pity that Captain Rossi should 
have placed himself in a position to be refused, as I see no remedy. The Volunteer regulation distinctly specifies that both 
should be in uniform to make a salute compulsory." Captain Rossi may perhaps have thought that he was bound to claim 
this salute as a part of necessary discipline, and no soldier will censure the enforcing of rules which may be connected with 
a general system of high importance. A slip-shod government in any department of the State is perilous to interests often 
unseen and unrecognized. But if it is necessary that an officer in command should enforce discipline, he should know in 
what it consists, and should exact nothing as a matter of courtesy which he is not entitled to as a right. It is also assumed 
that the uniform of a soldier is that which is saluted, whether of an officer or a private, and that when that uniform is laid 
aside, all the military rights which it confers are for the time in abeyance. Officers in general would look upon a recognition 
of themselves, irrespective of their dress, as quite superfluous, if not very often disagreeable and even offensive. Those who 
demand what they have no power to enforce are subject to endless mortification and affront, from persons who consider 
themselves degraded by any homage they are not compelled to pay. 

[See _ExUbits J and V.] 

The Volunteers and Saluting. 

Thn supporters of the Volunteer movement who have been residing in Brighton during the last few days, whilst admiring the 
general soldierlike bearing and good behaviour of our citizen soldiers when off duty, must have been pained to notice the 
evidence of a want of discipline in the Force, as shown in the conduct of the non-commissioned officers and men towards not 
only their own officers but also those of the other branches of the Military Service. 

There is nothing which tends so materially to bring the Volunteers into disrepute as this system of non.saluting of 
officers which has grown up, seemingly unchecked, with the Force, and it is time that commanding officers took cognizance of 
the subject, and determined upon enforcing the salute under all circumstances, both on and off parade. In some of the Corps 
which attended the Brighton Review, it was pleasing to observe that for a man to pass an officer without acknowledging him 
was the exception rather than the rule. The Post Office, London Scottish, Artists, and the Oxford and Cambridge men were 
everywhere the objects of special admiration in this respect ; but the good example set by them was productive of little or no 
beneficial effect upon the remaining thousands. We are not disposed to cast the blame entirely upon the non.cosnxnissioned 
officers and men, feeling confident that if commanding officers were once - to draw their attention to the fact that in not 
acknowledging an officer they were committing a breach of military discipline, and were to call upon them to pay the proper 
compliment to all officers irrespective of Corps, but more especially to those holding commissions in the regular Army, the 
order would be strictly observed. 

The Volunteer Commanding Officers have for some time been demanding further help from the War Office. An 
opportunity is here afforded them for helping themselves, and, at the same time, greatly raising the branch of the Service to 
which they belong, in the estimation of those whose good opinions it would be well for them, if possible, to earn. (Army and 
.Yavy Gazette.) 

EXRIBIT QQ. 
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EXHIBIT QQ. 
Captain Rossi to Mr. Chishoim. 

Rossiville, 29 August, 1871. 
My dear Mr. Chisboim, 

As you are President of the G. Rifle Association, I have to tell you how sorry I am to have been obliged to prevent 
the use of targets on the 16th September, the day which I had understood it was intended to hold a Rifle Match with the 
Richmond Company V. Rifles. 

I shall be glad if I may have the pleasure of seeing you when you come to town, and I can explain the necessity which 
has led to such a course. 

I am, &c., 
F.R.L.R. 

RULES OF TBE GOULBURN RIFLE AssocIA'rxoN. 

First held 16th May, 1871. 

Name. 

1—The Club shall be called the Goulburn Rifle Association, and shall date its establishment from the 24th day of 
May, 1871, its object being to promote regular practice, and thereby to attain efficient shooting amongst the members of the 
Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles. 

Members. 

2.—The Association shall consist of enrolled and honorary members of the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles. 

Subscription. 

3.—The subscription of members shall be ten shillings per annum, payable quarterly in advance, on the 24th days of 
May, August, November, and February in each year. Any member joining after the 24th day of November, 1871, to pay an 
entrance-fee of five shillings, except in the case of recruits who may join the Corps after the formation of the Association, 
who shall be exempt from such entrance-fee provided they join the Association within twelve months of their enrolment. 

Payment of Subscriptions. 

4.—Subscriptions shall be paid to the Secretary within fourteen days of their becoming due. Any member who shall 
be six months in arrear shall be deemed to have resigned, and shall not be re-admitted as a member except upon payment of 
the entrance fee as required by Rule 3 from members joining after the 24th November, 1871. 

Penalty for being in arrear with Subscription. 

5.—No member over a fortnight in arrear with his subscription or having any fine unpaid shall be allowed to fire at 
any practice or prize meeting or to take any part in the proceedings of the Association. 

Management. 
6.—The management of the Association shall be vested in a President, Vice-President, Treasurer, and Secretary, all of 

whom shall be cx officio members of Committee, with a Committee of eight, to be elected annually by ballot from amongst 
the members of the Association. At all meetings of Committee seven shall form a quorum; and in case of any vacancy 
occurring in the office of President, Vice-President, Secretary, or Treasurer, the Committee shall supply the vacancy till the 
next annual general meeting; and any vacancy in the Committee shall be filled up by the person who amongst the unsuc-
cessful candidates polled the laraest number of votes at the previous annual meeting. But in case there had been no contest 
the Committee shall supply the vacancy by the appointment of any member of the Association. 

Secretary. 
7.—The Secretary shall receive all moneys and pay them to the Treasurer within seven days of receiving the same, 

keep an account of all moneys received and expended, and produce the same when required at any committee or general 
meeting. He shall keep minutes of all proceedings, together with a register of all scores made by members at practice and 
prize meetings. 

Treasurer, 
8.—Thb Treasurer shall receive all moneys from the Secretary, and shall keep an account of the same and make 

payments on the order of the committee. He shall produce his books at any time if required by the committee, and as 
soon as possible after the 24th May shall submit a balance sheet to the Auditors, together with all vouchers and documents 
necessary to its verification. 

Property of Association. 
9.—All income, funds, and property of the Association shall be under the control of the Committee, who shall also 

have the entire management and superintendence of all other affairs connected therewith. 

Meetings. 

10.—The Committee shall meet at least once a month; but the Secretary may at any time convene a meeting, either 
at his own discretion or upon the written requisition of any three members of Committee: Provided that at least three days' 
notice of such meeting shall be given either by circular or advertisement. 

Annual Meetings. 
11.—There shall be an annual general meeting of members within fourteen days after the 24th day of May in each 

year, when the Committee shall bring up their report for the year and the Treasurer's account, with a balance-sheet duly 
audited. The election of officers for the ensuing year shall also be proceeded with, and any other business transacted. 

Special Meetings, 
12.—The Secretary may at any time call a special general meeting of members upon the written requisition of 

eight members, stating the object for which the meeting is desired: Provided that at least seven days notice of such meeting 
shall be given by circular or by advertisement. And at any such meeting, whether annual or special, fifteen shall form a 
quorum. 

Casting-vote. 
13.—In deciding any question in Committee the Chairman, in case of an equality of votes, shall have a casting-vote 

an addition to his vote as a member of Committee. 
- Practice. 

14.—Meetings for practice shall be held once a month, or oftener should the Committee so determine, and prize-
meetings once a quarter. 

Classification. 
15.—After the first prize-meeting in each year the members shall be divided into three classes by the Committee, and 

separate prizes given to each class: Provided there be not less than five members in each class. Second and third class 
members may elect to shoot in a higher class. 

Officer in Command. 

16.—At all prize meetings or meetings for practice the senior officer of the Corps on the ground shall be the officer in 
command. 

Umpire. 
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- Umpire. 

17.—Tn all matches the committee shall appoint an umpire, whose decision on all points referred to him shall be final. 

Marking. 

18.—There shall be no appeal against the marking. 

Position. 

19.—In all matches, except otherwise specified in the programme, competitors must fire in Hythe position, and use 
only, rifles of the pattern issued to the Company with Government ammunition. 

Large and Small Bores. 

20.—In practices large and small bores may shoot together, the scores of each class being kept distinct from each 
other. 

Weapons in Prize-shooting. 

21—Tn prize-shooting two classes of weapons shall not compete in the same match. 

Private individuals giving prizes. 

22.—Where private individuals give prizes they shall have the right, sub5ect to the approval of the Committee, to make 
their Own conditions, irrespective of the rules of the Association. 

Prize-matches. 

23.—Notices of prize-matches shall be given at least a fortnight previous to the day appointed for the competition 
and entrances for each match shall be made under cover to the Secretary, enclosing the entrance-fee (if any) not later than 
4 p.m. on the day preceding the matches. - 

Postponement of Matches. 

24—At any time previous to the day appointed for prize-shooting the Committee shall have power to postpone the 
matches; but after competition shall have once commenced there shall be no postponement, except in the opinion of the 
umpire correct shooting is impossible. In the event of such postponement the match shall commence de novo. 

Sights. 

25.—Sights may be blackened, but white, red, or any other colour must not be used. Competitors may be sheltered 
while firing. No competitor to cap his rifle till at the firing point, and no caps to besnapped without the consent of the 
officer in command. 

Telescopes, 4-c. 

26.—Telescopes and cleaning-rods will be allowed. 

Sighting-shots. 

27.—Competitors allowed two sighting-shots at each range (to be taken before competition at such range commences) 
on payment of fid. for each shot. 

Handicaps. 

28.—Any competitor may be handicapped by the committee or whom they may appoint. 

Competitors not in time. 

29.—Competitors not firing before the completion of the third round shall lose their shots till ready to fire in 
their turn. 

Size of Targets. 

30.—The size of target shall be—from 150 to 200 yards inclusive, 6 x 4 ft., bull's-eye 8 in. square, centre 2 ft. square, 
outer rest of target; from 400 to 600 yards, target 6 x 6 ft., bull's-eye 2 ft. square, centre 4 x 4 ft., outer rest of target; 
from 650 to longer ranges, target 6 x 12 ft., bull's-eye 3 ft. square, centre 6 ft., outer rest of target. 

- Practice on day of Prize-shooting. 

31.—No practice permitted on the day appointed for prize-shooting. Any competitor infringing this rule will be 
disqualified for the meeting. 

Pull of Trigger. 

32.—The pull of trigger of the Government rifles shall be not less than cix pounds, and during the firing of any match 
it shall be liable to be tested by the umpire. At the conclusion of a match, when the score is called, the winners of any 
prizes shall hand their rifles for examination to the umpire. 

- Ties. 

33.—Ties shall be decided as follows :—First, by the largest number of hits; second, by the largest number of 
centres; third, by the scores at the longest distance in the competition; fourth, by firing one shot each at the longest range 
in the competition until the best shot be returned. The method to be adopted to be decided by a show of hands amongst 
the competitors prior to commencing the prize-shooting for the day. 

Penalty for Breach of Rules, &c: 

34.—The Committee shall have power to expel any member who shall be guilty of unfairness, wilful breach of any of 
the rules, insubordinate conduct on the range, obstructing the progress of any match or practice, interfering with members, 
or disobeying the lawful commands of the officer for the time being in charge of the firing; or in their discretion to inflict a 
fine not exceeding ten shillings. 

,Alteation or Amendment of Rules. 

35.—These rules, or any of them, may be altered, amended, suspended, or cancelled, at any annual meeting, or at any 
special general meeting called for the purpose, according to the terms of Rule 13; provided that the member proposing such 
alteration, addition, &c., shall give notice in writing to the Secretary at least eight days before such meeting; and all 
notices of such meetings shall mention the nature of the proposed alteration, addition, suspension, or cancellation. 

The Secretary, Goulburn Rifle Association, to The Honohry Secretary, Richmond V. R. Corps. 

Goulburn, 24 August, 1871. 
Dear Sir, 

Yours of the 18th duly received, and same laid before our Committee. The Committee decided upon accepting 
your challenge, according to the terms mentioned in your letter—ten competitors, five shots each, at'ZOO, 500, and 600 yards, 
to be shot off on Saturday, 16th proximo. They decline, however, to shoot for more than the "honor." The senior officer on 
the ground to certify to correctness of score. We never count ricochet hits. 

- I remain, &c., 
GEORGE MARTYR, 

Secretary, Rifle Association, Goulburn. 

Captain 
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Captain Baynes to Captain Rossi. 
Brigade Office, 

My dear Captain Rossi, 
Sydney, 26 August, 1871. 

With reference to the arrangements made by the Honorary Secretaries of the two Corps named in your note of 
yesterday's date, relative to a rifle match,—I laid the case before the Commandant, who agrees with me in opinion 
that no such matches can take place without the consent of the officers commanding the Corps in question; and the corre-
spondence should be through these officers. Such not having been the case, you will be justified in forbidding their carrying 
on the match at the targets in your charge. 

It would be well to inform your Secretary that be has no power to interfere in military matters, and the above is purely 
a military matter. 

I was very busy on Wednesday looking after uniforms, &c., for our new Military Force. I am sorry I did not see you, 
as I had something to say to you, but it will keep until I see you again. 

Very truly yours, 
TUbS. I3AYNES. 

The Secretary, Goulburn Rifle Association, to The Honorary Secrai'y, Richmn I U.irps Volunteer Rifles. - 

Goulburn, September 14th, 1871. 
My dear Sir, 

I have to apologize for not having communicated with you before this, but v:y1 will have seen by the papers that 
our captain put an mbargo on the use of the targets, stating that the Association had no right to enter upon matches with 
Volunteers without his sanction. I need hardly say that our Association diflér from his view, and our President, J. W. 
Chisholm, Esq., who was absent in Sydney at the time, upon his return dictated a letter to the "Colonel Commanding," upon 
the subject, to be forwarded by Captain Rossi. We have been waiting for an answer to this, which up to Tuesday had not 
arrived. We were also in hopes that the captain might see the folly of his proceeding, and withdraw his oracr "not to use 
the targets on the 16th." 

We delayed writing till the last moment, and have now, perhaps, when almost too late, to say that we cannot shoot the 
match. 

Our Committee are very much disappointed, not only as touching the match with you, lvit that the action of the 
captain will most likely break up our Association, and also put a stop to all matches with other Companies. 

I am, &ç., 
GEORGE MARTYR, 

Secretary, Goulburn Rifle Association. 

COau'ANY ORDER. 

ON Saturday, 16th September, no firing whatever at targets will be permitted. 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

28th August, 1871. Captain. 
Sent to be posted by Quartermaster-sergeant on 30th August, 1871. 
Quartermaster-sergeant will be good enough to post on board and have exhibited until 16 September the enclosed 

Company Order.—F.R.L.R. 

COMPANY ORDER. 

ON 16th September, no firing whatever at targets will be permitted, 

Sent to be posted by Quartermaster-sergeant, on 30/8/71. 
Quartermaster-sergeant will be good enough to post on board, and have exhibited until after 16th September, the 

enclosed Company Order. 
Q.m.-s. M'K i§ requested to see me at office at half-past 10 a.m., on Friday.—F.R.L.R. 

MEMO.—To the Hon. Secretary, G. C. V. Rifles, and G. R. Association. 
1 HAVE to inform you that you have no power to interfere in military matters, and I request that you will forbear in future 
from arranging for rifle matches with Volunteers without my direction. 

Rossiville, 
31 August, 1871. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain. 

MEM0.—To Captain Rossi, G. C. V. Rifles, &c., &c 

IN reply to your memo, of this date, I have to state that I have in no way interfered in military matters, nor have I arranged 
any rifle matches. Whatever I have done has been under the sanction of the Committee of the Rifle Association, and not upon 
my own responsibility. 

I fail to see how I am to be made answerable for aets deliberately done by the committee, working under rules passed 
at a meeting presided over by yourself, and moreover previously submitted to you for your approval, by order of committee. 

GEORGE MARTYR, 
31/8/71. Hon. Sec., G. R. Association. 

No firing, rifle range. Question, &c., 8 Sept., 1871, and reply of Colonel, 11 Sept., /71. - 
WHETHER Rifle Association at Goulburn can accept matches with Companies Volunteer Force without consent of com-
manding officers ?-8/9/71. 

Captain Rossi to Captain Baynes. 
Rossiville, 8 September, 1871. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to forward the followinguestion, with a request to obtain the opinion of the Commandant, the 

same having been presented by the President of the Goulburn Rifle Association to me for that purpose, viz. 

"Whether Rifle Association at Goulburn can accept matches with Companies Volunteer Force without consent of 
commanding officers ?" 

I have, &c., 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 

Captain. 
Submitted for the opinion of the Commandant—TB., Capt., Vol. Force. 

Certainly not. Everything should be done through and with the consent of commanding officers.—J.S.R•., Lieut.-Col., 
Comdt., B.C., 11/9/71. 

- Captain 
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Captain Rossi to Private Martyr. 
Sir, 

I have your memo, of the 31st ultimo. I have to request in your communications with me in military matters 
that you address me by letter and not by memo. 

Further, I have to point out that I can allow of no interference in military matters, including the arrangements for 
rifle matches, by any one under my command, even under the sanction of the Committee of the Rifle Association. 

You are therefore requested to submit all such matters for my consideration. 
F. H. L. ROSSI, 

11 September, 1871. Captain. 

GOULEURN VOLUNTEER RIFLE AssoccAploy. 

Ox We3nesclay evening last a special meeting of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Association was held in the committee-
room of the Mechanics' Institute, for the purpose of i eceiviiig the resignation of the presideist and committee. The chair 
was occupied by the vice-president, Mr. H. S. Clarke. 

The vice-president explained the object for which the meeting had been called. Probably all present understood 
the reasons which had led the committee to adopt the course they were now taking; and if any did not, the report which 
would be read would enable them to see whether those reasons were sufficient. He iegretted the necessity of the step now 
forced upon them, because if the Association had been allowed to go on, he was confident they would have had among them 
as good shots s any in the Colony From the position he occupied in the Corps it would not be wise for him to cast censure 
on the captain, or to say any more that) that, in his opinion, Captain Rossi had been guilty of a very great error of judgment 
in throwing any obstacle in the way of the satisfactory working of the club. 

The Secretary, Mr. George Martyr, then read, the following 

REPORT of the Committee of the Goulburn Rifle Association. 

"Your committee having, from force of circumstances, come to the conclusion that they are not in a position to 
carry on the affairs of the Association in the same spirit in which they undertook the task, and feeling that the resignation 
of the president has virtually left the Association without a head, are now desirous of laying before the members a state-
ment of the facts which have led to this resignation, and of ascertaining their wishes on the subject. 

As your committee are obliged by rule 11 to give an annual report of their proceedings, they considered that it was 
their duty, in calling a general meeting of members, which may eventuate in the dissolution of the Association, to lay 
before them a report of their own proceedings, and of the state of affairs that has led to the resignation of the president. 

"Soon after their appointment, your committee made all arrangements for a competition for a medal presented by 
G. D. Hay, Esq. 

"The medal was won by Piivate Thomas O'Brien; and the secretary was instructed to write to Captain Rossi, 
askin him to present the medal to the winner. 

"After the secretary had ascertained the wishes of M... Hay on the subject, be wrote the following letter to the 
captain:— 

"To Captain Rossi, G. C. V. Rifles. Goulburn, August 25, 1871. 
"My dear Sir,— 

"I have been requested by the committee of the Goulburn Rifle Association to ask you if you will be pleased to 
present the medal recently offered for competition by G. D. Hay, Esq., to the successful competitor—PRIVATE T. O'Busax. 

"This communication would have reached you earlier; but owing to the absence of Mr. Hay from Goulburn, I was 
unable to ascertain his wishes on the subject. 

Should you fall in with the wishes of the committee, the time and manner of presentation is left entirely in your 
own hands. 

I am, my dear, sir, yours faithfully, 
"GEORGE MARTYR, 

"Secretary, G.R.A. 

"Before this letter reached the captain, the first quarterly prize-meeting had been held; and on the 18th August the 
secretary of the Association received a challenge from the secretary of the Richmond Volunteer Company, for a friendly 
match, to come off on the 16th September. The committee met, and it was resolved that the challenge should be accepted. 

"In accepting this or any other challenge, the Committee acted as they believed they had a right to do, and without 
any intention of impinging on the power or rights of Captain Rossi, or of infringing their own rules. 

"On the 28th August the foregoing letter was returned to the secretary, with one end folded over, and the following 
memo, written thereon :- 

"Memo.—I am unable to consent to carry out the within request, from the irregularity shown by engaging in any 
match without my consent having been first obtained. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
"28th August, 1871. " Captain. 
"Prior to the reception of the above memo, by the secretary, the following Company Order was promulgated by 

Captain Rossi 
"No shooting will be allowed at the targets on Saturday, 16th September. 

Three days after, another document (not a letter) was sent by Captain Rossi to the Secretary :- 

"Memo—The Hony. Sscretary G. C. Vol. Rifles and U. R. Association. 

"I have to inform you that you have no power to interfere in military matters; and I request that you will forbear in 
future from arranging matters with Volunteers without my direction. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
"Rossivillo, 31st August, 1871. " Captain. 

"Upon receipt of this the secretary called a meeting of the committee; and after reading the above, brought forward 
a draft of a reply following Captain Rossi's own style of memo. 

"This draft was at once adopted by the committee, after instructing the secretary to add the following words :-' By 
order of the committee.' 

"Memo.—To Captain Rossi, U. C. V. Rifles. Goulburn, August 31st, 1871. 

"In reply to your memo, of this date, I have to state that I have in no way interfered in military matters, nor have I 
arranged any rifle match. Whatever I have done has been under the sanction of the committee of the Rifle Association, and 
not upon my own responsibility. 

"I fail to see bow I am to be made answerable for acts deliberately done by the committee working under rules passed 
at a meeting presided over by yourself, and moreover previously submitted to you for your approval. 

"GEORGE MARTYR, 
"Hon. Sec. U. R. Association. 

"On the 11th September the secretary received the following, addressed to him as secretary to the U. C. Volunteers 
Rifles, though referring to matters connected with the Rifle Association 

"Private U. Martyr, Hony. Secy. U. C. Vol. Rifles. 
"Sir, 

"I have your memo. of the 31st ultimo. I have to request in your communications with me in military matters 
that you address me by letter and not by memo. 

"Further—I have to point out that I can allow of no interference in military matters, including the arrangements for 
rifle matches, by any one under my command, even under the sanction of the committee of the Rifle Association. 

"You are therefore requested to submit all such matters for my consideration. 
F. R. L. ROSSI, 

"11th Sept., 1871. "Captain. 

"During 
321-U 
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"During the time these matters were in progress, the president was in Sydney; and on his return the state of affairs 
was communicated to him. He then had one or more interviews with Ctptain Rossi, which resulted in his agreemg to 
submit the following question to the Colonel commanding, through Captain Rossi, which elicited the reply annexed 

Sir, 
"Rossiville, 8th September, 1871. " 

"I have the honor to forward the following question, with a request to obtain the opinion of the Commandant, 
the same having been presented by the president of the Goulburn Rifle Association to me for that purpose, viz. :-

"Whether Rifle Association at Goulburn can accept matches with Companies Volunteer Force without consent of 
commanding officers? 

" 
"Captain Baynes, Brigade Office, Sydney. 

I have, &c.,
"F. B. L. ROSSI, 

"Captain. 
"Submitted for the opinion of the Commandant.—T. BAYNES, Captain, Volunteer Force. 
"Certainly not. Everything should be done through and with the consent of commanding officers.—J. S. RICHARDSON, 

Lieutenant-Col. Commandant. 

"Upon this reply being communicated to the president, lie had an interview with the secretary; and on the 20th 
September wrote him the following letter, resigning the presidency. The vice-president also received the accompanying 
letter on the subject 

"Dear Sir, 
"Wollogorang, 20th September, 1871. 

"Having decided on resigning the presidency of the Goulburn Rifle Association, I beg you will intimate the 
same to the members thereof. 

"When I joined the Association, and was honored by being elected its first president, certain rules were adopted, 
one of which vested the sole management of the Association in the office-bearers and committee elected by the members. 
Part of the duties devolving on the committee I naturally thought would be the getting up rifle matches amongst the 
members of the Association, and arranging matches with the different Volunteer Companies and Rifle Clubs throughout the 
Colony by the giving and accepting of challenges, &c. My impression certainly was that the Association, which Consists of 
enrolled and honorary members of the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles, was to be guided and managed by its own rules 
more as a civil titan a military rifle club, independent of the officers of the Company, provided that nothing was done contrary 
to the regulations of the Company or subversive to military discipline. 

"I now find I have been mistaken. The Association may give and accept challenges, and may make arrangements 
for matches; but the commanding officer of the Goulburn Volunteer Rifle Company, unless he is consulted, and his consent 
obtained in the first instance, will not allow the use of the targets; and consequently the members cannot carry out of 
themselves anything in the way of rifle-shooting, and instead of realizing the object intended, viz., 'the promoting regular 
practice and thereby attaining efficient shooting amongst the members of the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles,' the Goulburn 
Rifle Association is, in reality, nothing more than a myth. 

"Feeling this, I now resign the office of president ; and in doing so, I beg you will convey to the members of the 
Association my thanks for electing me in the first instance, and my regret at having to sever myself from them in this way. 

I am, dear Sir, yours faithfully, 
"George Martyr, Esq., "JOHN W. CHISHOLM. 
"Hon. Sec. Goulburn Rifle Association.' 

"Wollogorang, September 20th, 1871. 
"Dear Sir, 

"I called to see you before leaving town on Monday, but you were out. I wished to speak to you on matters 
connected with the Goulburn Rifle Association. As I had a long talk with Captain Rossi relative to his desire to 
control the affairs of the Association in a manner that I believe was never intended, and as I see no chance of his giving 
way, I have determined on resigning my post as president of the Association. By the post that takes this I send my resigna-
tion to the honorary secretary, briefly giving my reasons for taking this step. I regret having to do this; but it appears to 
me that I would be wanting in self-respect and not be acting fairly to the members of the Association were I to retain the 
position of president, when under the circumstances the whole thing is nothing more than a sham. 
"Mr. H. S. Clarke, • "Yours truly, 
"Vice-president Goulburn Rifle Association." "JOHN W. CHISHOLM. 
"Upon receipt of this letter, your committee met, and after well considering the matter, it was deemed most expedient 

to have a general meeting of members of the Association, and a requisition duly signed by eight members was sent to the 
secretary. 

"Your committee are of opinion that the resignation of the president was a matter of too serious a nature to allow of 
their continuing their functions without appealing to the members generally. 

"In conclusion, your committee disclaim all intention of acting in antagonism to Captain Rossi, and declare that their 
sole object has been by every legitimate means in their power to induce members of the Association to attend regularly at 
practice, and to endeavour to raise the Goulburn Corps to that position amongst other Companies, as far as shooting is con-
cerned, which they believe it is entitled to. 

"They now leave it with the members to say whether the Association shall be carried on, or at once be dissolved; and 
beg leave to tender their resignation as members of committee, thanking the Association at the same time for the honor 
conferred on them." 

The adoption of the report was then moved by Mr. Peard, seconded by Mr. Wilson, and carried unanimously. 
The secretary then read the following balance-sheet, which, on the motion of Mr. W. Dignam, seconded by Mr. Sproule, 

was also carried :- 
"The Treasurer in account with Rifle Association. 

"To subscriptions of members........................................ £5 5 0 
Sweeps ......................................................... 0 17 0 
Saleof rules .................................................. 0 3 0 
Entrance-fees .................................................. 0 9 0 
Sighting-shots ................................................ 0 3 6 

ByCash-book ....................................................... £0 1 0 
Minute-book ................................................. 0 3 6 
Scoring-pad.................................................... 0 1 6 
Prize paid Blackshaw .......................................... 0 15 0 
Prizes quarterly prize-meeting ................................... 3 0 0 Balance ...................................................... 2 16 6 

£617 6 £617 6 
To Balance brought down, in hand.................................. £2 16 6 
"By Unpaid bills, W. R. Riley ....................................... £2 14 0 

Daniel and Gray .................................. 0 3 6 
rent—room, Mechanics' ............................ 0 5 0 

"To Balance ........ ......... ................................... £0 6 0 

£3 2 6 £3 2 6 
"By Amount not provided for ................. ..................... £0 6 0 

Mr. Riley said that great part of his account was for the printing of the Association's rules. These would now 
unfortunately not be required; and as be noticed that the Asso3iation was six shillings in debt, he would make them a present 
of that amount so that their liabilities might be fully met. 

The 
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The Secretary said that after what had transpired he thought it would be agreed that the Association could not he 
successfully carried out; and he proposed therefore that it he now dissolved. 

Seconded by Mr. Sproule and carried. 
The Qhairman said that he must thank the members for having placed him in the honorable position of vice-president 

and he very much regretted that the Association had to be broken up after having existed for so short a period. Their 
president, Mr. Chishoim, was the very life of the Association; and with him at its head it had had a good start, and had 
things gone on as could have been wished, the Association would have been a most successful one. Mr. Chisliolm had in the 
past givengood prizes to the old Rifle Club, and had shown his interest in the Volunteer Corps by subscribing £40 towards 
the Band. 

Mr. Riley moved and Mr. J. Trenery seconded a vote of thanks to the president, vice-president, and committee for 
their past services. Carried by acclamation. 

Mr. Peard moved and. Mr. W. Trenery seconded a vote of thanks to Mr. Hay for his kindness in presenting .a medal• 
to the Association. Carried by acclamation. 

Mr. W. Trenery moved and Mr. Blackshaw seconded a vote of thanks to the secretary. - 
The Chairman bore willing testimony to the exertions of the secretary both for the Rifle Association and for the 

Volunteer Company. The vote was then carried. ' 
In acknowledging the vote, Mr. Martyr said that he had endeavoured to perform the duties of secretary as well as he 

possibly could; and had the Association been continued he should have been happy to have done so still. He was sorry that 
they were now obliged to put an end to one of the most promising Associations ever formed in Goulburn, and one which had 
it gone on would have been the means of bringing out some of the best shots in the Colony. 

The proceedings then terminated. 

.T. W. Chisholm, Esq., to Captain Rossi. 

Wollogorang, 14 October, 1871. 
My dear Captain Rossi, 

I am in receipt of your letter of the 11th instant, and am surprised that you should take exception to the tone of 
my letters of resignation of the office of President, of the late Goulburn Rifle Association, addressed to the Vice-President and 
Secretary of the same, and I fail to see anything therein calculated to produce unjust or unfounded impressions adverse to your 
position of commanding officer of Goulburn Corps, Volunteer Rifles. Such certainly was never intended. 

When the Goulburn Rifle Association was first formed certain rules were adopted for its guidance and management; 
those rules were agreed to at a meeting presided over by yourself, and approved of by you. A copy of same was forwarded to me 
before I accepted the office of President, which I did on the understanding that the Association was to be managed solely 
thereby, and every one (including the officers of the Goulburn Company) joining the Association was bound by its rules, and 
responsible for breaches of same. 

I refer you to rules 6 and 9, and maintain that by those the committee of the Association were quite right in accepting 
a challenge from the Richmond Corps, Volunteer Rifles, which was 'quite different to a challenge to the Goulburn Corps. 
The Association had nothing, and: could have nothing, to do with a challenge from the Richmond or any other Company to the 
Goulburn Company. The management of the Goulburn Rifle Association, and that of the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles, 
was quite distinct; and your position as a member of the former was very similar to mine as an honorary member of the 
Goulburn Rifle Company—we each subscribed for rights of membership, which, in each case, entitled us to certain privileges—
you had no authority in connection with affairs of the Association, or over its members, as such; but equally liable, as any 
other member, to fines and penalties, even to expulsion, for breach of rules, as laid down by rule 34. 

You, no doubt, have the sole control of the Government targets, and have the power to prohibit their use at any time, 
and, if the Asiociation reqtiired them, your consent should, as a matter of courtesy, have been asked, but you never gave the 
committee an opportunity of doing this for so soon as you learned that the Association had accepted a challenge from the 
Richmond Rifle Company to shoot on the 16th September, you by a parade order forbid the use of the targets on that day, and, 
then you go beyond this,—youobject to the Rifle Association giving or accepting challenges from any Volunteer Rifle Company 
without your consent ; thus usurping an authority you had no 'right to by the rules agreed to, and approved of by yourself; 
hence the difficulty that has arisen. I at once saw that the Association, without targets or rifles of its own, was useless and 
nothing more than a sham, and on that account I resigned the presidency. 

You allude to a rule made by your predecessor, and another issued in a Company Order of 11th July, 1870, and again 
to section 35, Volunteer Act; but what had the Goulburn Rifle Association to do with those? It had its own rules to guide it, 
independent of, though in accordance with, Volunteer Act and. Company's Orders, and in no way repugnant to military rule, 
and certainly not antagoniitic to the duties appertaining to a soldier. 

I cannot tell you how much I regret what has taken place, as from the first I have felt a deep interest in the Goulburn 
Rifle Company, which I believe is composed of material that should make it one of the finest Companies in all Australia ; 'and 
the object of forming the Rifle Association was to assist the Company ; instead of which, much, I fear, has been done to mar its 
success. You say the onus of this rests on me, but I cannot see it—other shoulders must bear the blame. 

I am, &c., 
JOHN W. CHISHOLM. 

Captain Rossi to Captain Holliorow. 
Rossivifie, Goulburn, 

13 December, 1872. 
Dear Captain Holborow, 

I am preparing materials for a Court of Inquiry, to take place at Goulburn within a few days, relative to myself 
and matters in connection with my Company. I write to ask if you will be so good as very kindly to help me, by allowing me 
to receive from the honorary secretary of your Company a copy of the letter he sent, giving challenge to Goulburn Rifle 
Association, and also copies of letters which preceded that challenge, sent by honorary secretary of my Company. 

Your kind attention to my request will greatly oblige— 

Yours very faithfully, 
F.R.L.R.. 

Mr. H. Elder to Captain Rossi. 

Goulburn, 31 December, 1872. 
Dear Sir, 

I am requested by Captain ilolborow, of the Richmond Volunteer Rifle Corps, to furnish you with copies of two 
letters relative to a proposed rifle match between the Goulburn and Richmond Companies, which I now beg to enclose. As 
one letter which I received on the subject is missing, I must proceed to give you a brief statement of the circumstances. 
Acting as secretary of the match committee of the Richmond Volunteer Rifle Corps, I sent a challenge to the secretary of the 
Goulburn Corps, and received a reply from him to the effect that our challenge could not be entertained in its present form, 
as the captain of the Goulburn Company required that all such correspondence should cdnse from the commanding officers of 
other Companies, and be addressed to himself. It would therefore be necessary if we wihed to shoot a match with the 
Goulburn Rifle Corps, that a formal challenge should be sent from our captain to Captain Rossi; but it was also suggested 
that we might arrange a match, instead, with the Goulburn Rifle Association. We decided on adopting the latter course, 
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and I forwarded a challenge to the secretary of this Association, which was accepted, as per his letter of 214k August, 1871—
enclosed. On the day appointed for the match, 16th September, 1871, we shot, at Richmond, as agreed on, but on the 
evening of the same day I received the enclosed letter of 14th September, 1871, informing us that our opponents had not been 
able to shoot the match. 

I have, &c., 
HERBERT ELDER, 

Late Honorary Secretary, Match Committee, 
Richmond Volunteer Rifle Corps. 

Mr. C. S. Guest to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, 
Richmond, 14 December, 1872. 

In reply to your request to Captain Holborow, that the secretary of the Richmond Rifle Corps be permitted to 
send to you copies of all correspondence in connection with a proposed rifle match between the Goulburn and Richmond 
Volunteers, I much regret that there are no copies of the same in my possession, and am under the impression that the corre-
spondence in question was conducted by the secretary of the match committee, Mr. H. Elder. This gentleman is now living in 
Goulburn, being Accountant in the Bank of New South \Valcs.. By applying to him you may obtain the necessary information. 

I have, &c., 
CHARLES S. GUEST, 

Hon. Sec. R.V.R.C. 

ExHIBIr RR. 

(72/771.) 
Captain Baynes to Captain Rossi. 

Brigade 0111cc, 

held to investigate the causes which led to the discharge of Mr. Martyr from the Corps under your command, and to acquaint 
you that His Excellency the Governor concurs in that opinion, and is in consequence unable to direct his reinstatement. 

Sir, I am directed to forward, tor your information, the aeco1njanying copy of the Opinion of the Court of Inquiry 

Sydney, 29 November, 1872. 

I have, 
bs BAYNES, 

Captain, Acting Major of Brigade. 

C'opg of the Opinion of the Gourt of Inquiry held to investigate the causes which led to the discharge of Mr. Martyr from the 
Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rftes 

Orncioie. 
THAT Captain Rossi having the power of dismissal exercised it in the case of Private Martyr, in consequence of his 
impaient opposition in committee meetings, which culminated on the 1st August in an unseemly outbreak of temper; and that 
although he had the opportunity afforded him of withdrawing the objectionable words used to Captain Rossi on that occasion, 
and which were recorded in the minute-book, he declined doing so, evidently accepting the responsibility of his act. 

The Court sincerely believes that Private Martyr's action on this and on other occasions-arose from the erroneous 
impression that when in committee he was released from all militarycontrol. The Court does not for a moment wish to imply 
that the opinions of members of committee must be subservient to the will of the officer under whose command they may be; 
but conceive that such officer is fairly entitled to be treated with the respect due to his rank, and as chairman when in 
committee on Company afflairs; and that no justification can be advanced for the use of offensive expressions, such as 
'tampering,' even giving it the comparatively mild meaning of 'meddling,' more particularly as in this instance the party 
using it had an opportunity afforded him of retracting in his cooler moments what lie must have known could not be passed 
over. As Private Martyr rejected this opportunity, the Court cannot but express its opinion that Captain Rossi was bound 
either to exercise (as he did) the power vested in him by the Act,, or to briig Private Martyr's conduct under the notice of the 
Commandant, with a view to the holding of a Court of Inquiry, on a charge of insubordination against him. 

With regard to the charge in the first paragraph of Captain Rossi's letter of the 13th August,—Mr. Martyr admitting 
that the words complained of ('all bosh') were used, the Court considers that the matter was condoned by Captain Rossi's 
acceptance of Mr. Martyr's apology, who also states that he did not intend his ejaculation should be overheard,' and have not 
therefore taken it into consideration, except as an indication of a general want of respect in the demeanour of Private Martyr 
towards his commanding officer on the several occasions alluded to in the evidence." 

R. PEEL RAYMOND, 
Major, President. 

THOS. BAYNES, -\ 

/ 
True eopy,—Tnos. BKyerxS, Captain, 

C. 
, JNO. WELLS ,tain, Members. 

Acting Major of Brigade, Captain,) 

EXHIBIT SS. 

Mr. George Martyr to Captain Rossi. 

Dear Sir, 
Goulburn, 25 June, 1872. 

A meeting of committee of G. C. V. Rides will be held on Wednesday, 26th inst., at 4 p.m., for the purpose of 
consiclesing a letter reccive.d from the members of the Band. 

I am, &c., 
GEORGE MARTYR, 

Hon. Secretary. 

'I o ti a Committee, G. C. V. Lilies. . Goulburn, 24 June, 1872. 
Gentlemen, 

We beg respectfully to call your attention, and through you, that of Captain Rossi, to the state of the Band 
belonging to the Company. 

Many of us have been members of the Band since its first formation, while others have joined it since, either as 
beginners needing instruction, or as partially instructed members from another Band. 

It is a fact well known to the Committee, that wehave each of us signed a bond, making ourselves liable to a penalty 
of £10, if guilty, if not carrying out our portion of the agreement in its integrity. 

It is also equally well known to the committee, that in return for our services, given for a term of three years, we 
were to be supplied with a uniform and instruments, and to be instructed in Band musc, With 
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With reg.rd to uniform and instruments, we have nothing to say, but as to the instruction we beg respectfully to state 
that it is not such as we anticipated when we joined the Band. 

It is notorious to the public, that after twelve months trial the Band is not what it ought to be; and we feel bound, in 
justice to the Company to those ladies and gentlemen who have so liberally contributed to the funds of the Band by money 
or instruments, and to ourselves,—to declare that the instruction imparted-to us is not such as we were led to expect, as the 
Company is paying a large salary for. 

We are pausfully cognizant of the fact, that the progress made by the. Band is not what it ought to be, and that, with 
the exception of having learnt a few more tunes, there is no real improvement. 

This we attribute to the want of a teacher who has been accustomed to the teaching and direction of a brass baud. - 
We object, that a member who, with the sanction of the Bandmaster, changed his instrument for a leading one many 

weeks ago, has not received a lesson since the change, and that lads who have joined lately are in the same-  plight, though 
attending regularly. We object also that when called upon to march out we are not well able to do so and play our instru-
ments; because during practice hours we are not taught to beat time with our feet to our instruments. 

We also object that pains are not taken to make the members so learn the various pieces as to be able to play without 
books. 

We feel the present Bandmaster is not competent to instruct a full brass Band as it ought to be taught, and that it is 
only throwing away our time and wasting the funds of the Company to continue in the present system. 

- Without wishing for a moment to detract from Mr. Deane's merits as an instructor, where he is master of his instru-
ment, or to find find fault with him, to his desire to bring the Band on to the best of his ability, we cannot but state that we 
do not consider him equal to the situation, in fact not equal to the instruction of a full brass Band. 

We are, one and all, anxious to get on and to make the Goulburn Volunteer Band second to none in the Colony, but 
we feel satisfied that, as matters now stand, that hope cannot be realized. 

We therefore respectfully suggest that the committee should take the matter into consideration, and put over us a 
master in whom we can have confidence. Our bond is held over us, and to its penalties we are liable, and we therefore 
sibmit that it is especially incumbent on the committee to see that its portion of the contract.is  faithfully carried out, which 
is not the case at present. 

- John A. Clarke. J. Brander. 
Thomas Wilson. J. Martyr. 
Mark O'Shauglsnessy. John Bickley. 
George Baward. H Horn. 
G. A. Ward. C Thomas. 
J. Thorne. H. White. - 

- F. White, Thomas King. 
W. Mawson. - John Perry. 

EXHIBIT TT. 
- Mr. Edward S. Deane to Captain Rossi. 

Montague-street, Goulburn, 
6 July, 1872. 

Sir, - 
I have heard I bat a complaint has been presented to you and your committee from some of the Bandsmen against 

me. I am quite unaware, having received no communication on the subject, what may be the nature or terms of the state-
ments, and without the least desire to do away with the fullest inquiries I take the opportunity, if I maybe allowed, to state 
that if the character of the complaint in any way exhibits a disinclination on the part of the Bandsmen to work with me, that 
on completion of my year's engagement, terminable at the end of next March, I shall be quite content to resign my position as 
Bandmaster, if it is the pleasure of yourself and your committee then to say I do not satisfy you. 

I remain, &c., 
- EDWD. S. DEANE. 

EXHIBIT IJU. 
Messrs. Deane & Deane to Captain Rossi. 

75, Elizabeth-street, 
- 11 September, 1872. 

Sir, 
We have been instructed by Mr. Edwd. S. Deane, of Goulburn, to conunuence legal proceedings against several persons 

being, as we understand, members of your Band, for certain slanderous and defamatory statements contained in a certain 
document, dated 24th June, 1872, addressed to and placed before certain other persons, whereby such slanderous and defama-
tory statements have become and are generally known and commented upon to the great injury and damage of our client. As 
these proceedings must be instituted in the Supreme Court, and will therefore entail conshierable expense, which must ulti-
inately fall on the defendants, as they taust or at least should be aware that nothing justifies a slander or libel, and that 
imprisonment follows nonpayment of damages and costs, our client has authorized us—showing he has no other desire than 
to remove any false impression as regards hiniself--to accept from the parties the enclosed apology and our costs, upon receipt 
of which he will withdraw the instructions from our hands ; otherwise, we are to proceed. 

We thus address you on the subject, being glad to avail ourselves of the opportunity, being anxious, from our great 
respect to yourself, that it should not appear we wet e in any way interfering with your Band, except after an endeavour to 
procure justice by amicable mhns, and are in hopes that by your acting as -a mediator, and pointing out to these misguided 
parties the great liability they have incurred, they may see with what amount of clemency they are dealt with by one whom 
they, have endeavourd to so seriously injure and in so unlawful a manner. 

Trusting you will excuse our writing you on this subjee, 
We are, &c., - . 
DEANE & DEANE. 

- Apodoay. 
Goulburn, 11 September, 1872. 

WE, the undersigned, exceedingly regret having been induced to sign the document addressed to the committee G. C. V. Rifles, 
and dated 2th June, 1872, respecting Mr. E. S. Deane's conduct and ability as our Bandmaster, being aware that the state-
ments are without foundation, and beg to thank him for his kindness in accepting this apology for ill-advised conduct. 

Henry Horn. John Bickley. 
- John Thomas. George Kawarci. 

William Mawson. Thomas Wilson. 
Charles Thomas. Frederick White. 

This shows the kind of application I made to all.—F.R.L.R. 
Mr. Perry. Tuena-,—  
Dear Sir, - 

The enclosed is a copy of letter received by me from Messrs. Deane & Deane, solicitors, Sydney; and also a copy 
of an apology sent to me by those gentlemen, requesting me to act as a mediator in the matter. With that view, and at the 
request of Messrs. Deane & Deane, I forward the papers referred to, if you will please to avail of the opportunity of adding 
your signature to apology. - 

- F. H. L. ROSSI, 
Captain. 

Montague. 
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Montague.street, 3 January, 1874. 

HAVINa just ascertained that Captain Rossi requires me to give evidence to the Court of Inquiry, on Monday morliing, 
and as I have a pressing engagement at Yass, where my attendance is absolutely necessary on Monday evening, I wish 
to leave the following statement for the information of the Court :—My engagement as bandmaster terminated on 31st 
March last, and I all along disputed the right of the committee to dispense with my cervices on 1st August, 187.2. 

With reference to the written apology which the boys were asked to sign, I beg to state that Captain Rossi had nothing 
to do with the preparation of the document, nor was it written at his instigation, be interfered only as a mediator, and I can 
state most positively that no threats were used by Captain Rossi to Mr. Martyr's son or any other members of the Band, as I 
was present when he and they were asked to sign. I may also state that Mr. Martyr's son mentioned to Captain Rossi, in my 
presence, that his father had told him to sign the complaint against me. 

Captain Rossi was not aware of my engagement at Yass, and it is now too late for me to postpone my visit. 

EDWD. S. DEANE. 

IEXHTBIT VY. 
Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, 
Rossiville, 22 July, 1870. 

In accordance with a notice duly given by me to that effect, a meeting of the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles took 
place last evening to consider the expediency of altering Rnle No. 4 of the Corps, which prescribes that the subscription of 
members shall be is. per month. It was resolved that for three months the subscription should be raised to is. per week, in 
order to pay off existing liabilities incurred by the Company. 

I have the honor to request that the proposition may be sanctioned and approved. 
I have &c., 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G.C.V.R. 

I cannot ask the Governor in Council to approve of merely €emporasy changes of the rules.—,T.S.R., Lt..Col., B.C., 
29/7/70. 

Captain Rossi to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson. 

Sir, 
Rossiville, 9 August, 1870. 

In consequence of the difficulty you were so good as to intimate to me, of obtaining the sanction of the Governor 
in Council for a temporary alteration of Rule No. 4 of the Regulations, I have the honor to state that a meeting of the 
Corps (G.V. Rifles) was held last evening, whed it was agreed that the subscription of members should be is. per week, in lieu 
of is. per month, as at present. 

I shall be glad if the above receive your approval. 
I have, &c., 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain, G.C.V. Rifles. 

The Principal Under Secretary to Lieut.-Colonel Richardson 

Sir, 
Sydney, 27 September, 1870. 

In reply to your letter of the 16th ultimo, submitting a proposed amendment in the By-laws of the Goulburn Corps 
of Volunteer Rifles, I am now directed by the Colonial Secretary to inform you that His Excellency the Governor, with the 
advice of the Executive Council, has been pleased to approve of such amendment, whereby clause 4 of the said By-laws is 
altered as follows, viz. :- 

"4. The subscription payable by members of the Corps shall be is. per week." 
I have, &c., 

HENRY HALLORAN. 

I certify that the foregoing is a true copy of the rule whereof His Excellency the Governor's approval has been notified 
in pursuance of the "Volunteer Force Regulation Act of 1867."—F. R. L. Rossi, Captain, G.C.V.R., Commanding. 

True Oopy.—Forwarded to Captain Rossi, pursuant to the request contained in his telegram of the 5/9/71. By 
eommand.—S. Horxrxs, Lt., R.A., Captain and. Brigade Adj. V.A. Brigade Office, Sydney, 6/9/71. 

COMPANY ORDEII. 

His Excellency the Governor, with the advice of the Executive Council, has been pleased (date 27th ultimo) to approve that 
clause 4 of the By-laws of the Goulburn Corps Volunteer Rifles be altered as follows, viz. 

"4. The subscription payable by members of the Corps shall be is. per week." 

The above took effect on and from 1st October instant. 
Rossiville, 11 October, 1870. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Advertised in both papers, G.E. and £A.—F.RL.R. 
Captain. 

W. ROBERTSON, Private. 
C. S. FULLER, Corporal. 
J. Coawos. 

Major Fitzsimons to Captain Rossi. 

Brigade Office, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 13 February, 1872. 

With reference to your letter of the 2nd instant, I aiD directcd to informyou that the amount indebted by Bugler 
White, of the New South Wales Infantry, to the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles, viz., £1 5s., has been ordered to be 
stopped from his pay, and, when recovered, will be transmitted to you. 

I have, &c.. 
A. F. FITZSIMONS, Capt., 

- - Major of Brigade. 

C. C. V. RIFLES. 

A MEETING of the members will take place at the Court House, on Thursday, the 21st instant, at 8 p.m., to consider the 
expediency of altering rule No. 4 of the Corps. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Rossiville, 12 July, 1870. 
Captain Commanding G.C.V. Rifles. 

G. 
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U. H., 23 July, 1870. 

"A GENERAL meeting of the above Corps was held at the Court House on Thursday evening. The object was to alter No. 4 
of their rules, which provides for the payment of is, per month by each member of the Corps. The Company appear to have 
got into debt owing partly to subscriptions of members not being regularly paid up, and partly to a misapprehension on the 
part of the cothmittee that all those gentlemen who became honorary members the first year would continue so, and pay their 
subscriptions accordingly. Such has not proved the case, and consequently the Corps finds itself in debt. It was resolved 
that the subscription of members should be is. a week for three months, as it was thought such an arrangement, particularly 
if supplemented by some sort of entertainment in the Mechanics' Institute, would enable the Company to meet their 
liabilities." 

G.C.V.R. 

A MEETING of the Company will take place on Monday, the 8th instant, at 8 p.m., at Court House, to re-considey the advisa-
bility of altering Rule No. 4 of Regulatious, and consider matters relative to the Band. 

F. B. L. ROSSI, 

Rossiville, 5th August, 1870. 
Captain, 

IT is impossible for me to accede to request of my Company to call a meeting with a view to rescind rule requiring the 
payment of is. per week until members meet their obligations, and pay what is due to me towards funds of Company, 
which, if paid, will relieve it of all liabilities. When that shall have been done I will take care faithfully to fulfil my 
promise made last year to inform my Company, in order that the subject may then be reconsidered. 

ExUIBIT W. 
Mr. B. Bowtell to Captain Rossi. 

Sir, 
Goulburn, 13 November, 1871. 

I am extremely anxious to be allowed to rejoin the Bani of the Goulburn. Corps Volunteer Rifles, and I have the 
honor to make application to that effect. 

I beg to add that I shall be willing, and will undertake faithfully to attend to all the duties which may be required of 
me in connection with the Band. 

I have, tec., 
B. BOWTELL. 

ExhIBIT WW. 
Memo.—Honorary Secretary, G.C.V. Rifles. 

Please to have all fiiaes entered into book, as well as accounts due by Company, that I may be enabled to demand 
payments. 
18/9/71. F. R. L. ROSSI, 

Captain. 

Goulburn, 29 November, 1871. 
Memo.—Honorary Secretary, G.C.V.R. 

I request you to be good enough to return to me the papers, viz., the Bank notice and unpaid cheque of yours, which 
I handed to you last Thursday, together with any explanation you may desire to give. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
Captain. 

Captain Rossi to Major Brown. 

Rossiville, 7 December,, 1871. 
Sir, 

1. Private U. Martyr (also Honorary Secretary), of my Company, received certain moneys from members of the 
Corps to be pild to me on their behalf. He gave me a cheque of his own for the amount, £3 ds, which was dishonoured at 
Bank, and received notice to that effect—that notice, together with cheque, I obtained and placed in the hands of Private 
Martyr on 23rd November, a fortnight ago, with a request for an explanation. No attention was paid to this. Again, on 
29th of that month, I sent him a memo., a copy of which I now enclose. No attention has been paid to this second 
intimation. 

2. I have the honor to seek for direction. I do not apprehend the loss of the money if I adopted legal proceedings, but 
I am led to view the case in its military aspect, as one perhaps meriting a dismissal, from the total disregard shown by Private 
Martyr to my request, made personally to him, and subsequently by memo. 

I have, &c., 
F. B. L. ROSSI, 

Captain, G.C.V. Rifles. 

'This is a non-military matter and belongs to the Committee of the Corps of which Captain Rossi is chairman. 
I suppose the by-laws of the Goulburn Corps are the same as those of othdr Corps ?—W. BROWN, Major, 8/12/71. 

Maaro.—Captain Rossi to Colour-sergeant Trenery. 
BE good enough to have afinczl demaid made to members of my Company whose names are herein given, with sums due by 
each. 

The accounts, if incorrect, must without delay be explained by any member who deems them to be so. 
.F. B. L. ROSSI, 

21st December, 1871. Captain. 

Goulburn, April 15,1872. 
REcEIvED from Captain Rossi the sum of £7 15s. 5d., being balance of account due by the Ball Committee upon expenses 
and receipt on account of Ball. 

GEORGE MARTYR, 
Hon. Sec., G.C.V. Rifles. 

MEMO. 
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MEMO—Captain Rossi to Honorary Secretary, G.C.V. Rifles. 
Dear Sir, 

May I ask you to be so good as to give to Mr. Thos. Byrnes the amount which is due to him on account of the late 
Ball, for which you had received a cheque from me. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
6/6/72. Captain. 

MEMo—Captain F. R. L. Rossi to Private Martyr, Eon. Sec. 
Sir, 

Having reference to the repeated occasions I have asked you to pay the cheque I gave you for Private T. Byrnes, 
and my recent memo. of 6th instant to the same effect, which has not been attended to, I have now to inform you that if I do 
not by to-morrow receive a satisfactiory explanation from you it will become my duty to make application for a Court of 
Inquiry. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
17/6/72. Captain. 

EXHIBIT XX. 
[Account.boolC handed in and examined by the Court. Not printed.] 

EXHIBIT YY. 
[Mimute.booie handed in and examined by the Court. Hot printed.] 

EXHIBIT ZZ. 
Captain Rossi to Captain Baynes. 

My dear Captain Baynes, Rossiville, 6 September, 1871. 
Private Martyr (of my Company) and honorary secretary is, as you know, an unpleasant person to do with, and as 

I wish to be veryfirm and safe with him, I send accompanying for your good advice. If necessary the Commandant can see it. 
As you were so good as to suggest, I sent a memo., cautioning honorary secretary not to interfere in military matters. 

Yesterday I had occasion to go to honorary secretary's office for papers I expected to receive. He was absent, but I 
found two letters on his table addressed to me. One marked No. 1, I forward, with my purposed reply. Pray tell me if you 
concur in the latter. 

Martyr causes much trouble by his manner of doing things. If there is anything for me to add or alter in my proposed 
letter to him, ploaseinform me. 

To-day I received the intimation that the Commandant would wish me to receive the names and addresses of men 
wishing to join the Permanent Force. Strange, I was on the point of writing, to offer to do this, or to assist in any way by 
preliminary examination, if required. I shall be most happy and proud to do anything that I am asked. 

Thank you very much for your last letter. 
I am, &c., 

F. R. L. ROSSI. 
What is it you have in reserve for me—good or bad intelligence? 
Will you kindly let me know if I may change the paper each week for publication of notice, to give all a turn? Per-

manent M. Force.— F.RL.R. 
Yes.—J.S.R. 

Captain Rossi to Private Martyr. 
Sir, 11 September, 1871. 

I have your memo, of the 31st tdtimo. I have to request, in your communications with me in military matters 
that you address me by letter, and not by memo. 

* Further, when I have olcasion  to express my opinion, as I did by my last memo. to you 4o'the effect "That you have no 
power to interfere in military matters, and I request that you w ill forbear in future from arra aging for Rifle Matches with 
Volunteers without my direction ,"—I have to ask that you will allow the subject to rest, and not take it upon yourself to 
reply to me. 

F. R. L. ROSSI, 
11th September, 1871. Captain. 

"* Further, I have to point out that I can allow of no interference in military matters, including the arrangement for 
rifle matches, by any one under my command, even under the sanction of the Committee of the Rifle Association. 

You are therefore requested to submit all such matters for my consideration." 

If Captain Rossi will write his letter as above dictated by Col. It., to whom I submitted it, I think he will be aafe.—
T.B., Captn., 8/9/71. 

APPENDIX. 

The following Letter and Protest were received by the President during the .ittings of the Court at Goulburn. 
Vide Minutes Cf  Evidence and Proceedings, pp. 1 and 19 :— 

John W. Ohisholm, Req., to Major Shepherd. 
Wollogorang, 29 December, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of yours of the 24th instant, which only reached me yesterday forenoon, 

intimating that a Court of Inquiry will sit to-moriow, the 30th instant, at Goulburn, to examine and report upon certain 
matters connected with the conduct of Captain Rossi, commanding the Goulburn Corps of Volunteer Rifles. 

In reply I beg respectfully to inform you that it is not my intention to give evidence before the said Court, as the 
whole case is now before Parliament, where no doubt all matters in connection with Captain Rossi and the Goulburn Volun-
teers will be decided, independent of any report that may emanate from the Court of Inquiry about to assemble under your 
Presidency. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN W. CHISHOLM. 

Goulburn, 30 December, 1873. 
I EESPECTPIJLLY and formally protest against the assembling of this Court of Inquiry, because the matters proposed to be 
investigated thereat have already been considered, and a decision thereon pronounced by the Parliament of the Country. 

W. B. RILEY. 

Sydney: Thomas lUchards, Government Printcr.-1874. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

TELEGRAPHIC CABLE COMMUNICATION. 
(MESSAGE No. 44.) 

Ordered by the Leqislati've Assembly to bepriizted, 27 .May, 1874. 

hERCULES ROBINSON, Messaqe No. 44. 

Governor. 

I recommend to the consideration of the Legislative Assembly an Agreement made by this 

Government, subject to the sanction of Parliament, with the Governments of New Zealand and Queens-

land, for the construction of Telegraph Cables between New Zealand and New South Wales and between 

Normantown in Queensland and Singapore. 

Government House, 

Sydney, May 27, 1874. 

[3d.] (;03— 
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1878-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

TELEGRAPH CABLES. 
(PAPERS RELATIVE TO CONDITIONS FOR CONSTRUCTION OF, BETWEEN NEW SOUTH WALES AND NEW ZEALAND, 

AND BETWEEN NORRANTOWN (QUEENSLAND) AND SINGAPORE.) 

4rznttb to parliament, bp Commaub. 

No. 1. 

MINUTE P011 EXECUTIVE CoUNcIL. 
General Post Office, 

Sydney, 15 April, 1873. 
I SUBMIT for approval an Agreement showing the conditions for the construction of a Telegraph Cable 
between New Zealand and New South Wales, and one between Normantown in Queensland and 
Singapore, which the Representatives, at the late Conference of New South Wales, New Zealand, and 
Queensland, agreed to recommend to their Governments, with a view of being subsequently submitted for 
the sanction of their respective Parliaments. 

SAUL SAMUEL, 
Postmaster General. 

The Executive Council approve of the Agreement herewith submitted, for the construction of 
Telegraph Cables between the places specified, and advise that the necessary steps be taken to give effect 
thereto.—ALEx. C. BUDGB, Clerk of the Council. 

Minute 73/16. 17/4/73. Confirmed, 21/4/73. 
Approved.— H.R., 24/4/73. 

Agreement. 
THE following Conditions for the construction of a Telegraph Cable between New Zealand and New 
South Wales, and one between Normantown in Queensland and Singapore, are those which the 
Representatives of New South Wales, New Zealand, and Queensland agree to recommend their 
Governments to submit for the approval of their respective Parliaments 

1. The three Colonies shall jointly enter into an arrangement for the construction of an electric 
cable to be laid between some point in New Zealand and some point in New South Wales, and also a 
cable to be laid from Normantown in Queensland to Singapore, the latter to be a through cable touching 
only at such points as may be agreed on, and to be entirely distinct, the whole distailce, from the line 
between Port Darwin and Singapore. 

The arrangement to be for a guarantee of five per cent. for a term not exceeding thirty-five 
years, upon a sum not exceeding one million pounds for the cost of the two lines. £1,000,000. 

Twelve thousand pounds per annum to be allowed, to cover in full, all expenses. All receipts £12,000, 
above twelve thousand pounds to pass in reduction of the guarantee. The contractors to retain receipts £12,000. 
in excess of the guarantee; but if the profits are more than ten per cent, the Governments may require 10 per cent. 
that the rates shall be lowered to amounts calculated to reduce the profits to ten per cent. 

The guarantee to be paid only whilst the lines are in working order: Provided that four weeks 
in each year will be allowed for repairs. If the New Zealand line only be in order, one-third of the 
guarantee to be paid; if the Singapore line only be in order, two-thirds of the guarantee to be paid. If 
the lines are not kept in order with due diligence, or if communication should permanently fail, the 
guarantee to cease. 

The two lines to be commenced and constructed simultaneously. 
The cost per message of twenty words, from New Zealand to New South Wales, not to exceed i5. 

fifteen shillings; the charge for each word above twenty being nine-pence. And the cost for twenty words 9d. 

from Normantown to Singapore not to exceed forty shillings for the first two years, and thirty-five  : 
shillings afterwards; the charge for each word above twenty being two shillings. 2s. 

Queensland to undertake to keep the land line to Normantown open for the use of the other 
contributing Colonies at rates not to exceed at any time seven shillings for twenty words. 7s. 

The three Governments to act in unison and to jointly arrange the details. 20. 

464— 9. 



330 

2 

This agreement, after being approved of by the respective Governments, to be subject to 
ratification by the respective Parliaments; and the details to be arranged in London by representatives 
appointed by the three Colonies. 

The Governments will require to be satisfied that the contractors have made proper provision 
for the use of a through line of communication between Singapore and London. 

HENRY PARKES. 
SAUL SAMUEL. 
JULIUS VOGEL. 
WiLLIAM H. REYNOLDS. 
A. H. PALMER. 

Sydney, 14 February, 1873. J. MALBON THOMPSON. 

No. 2. 
AUDLEY Coorn, ESQ., to THE POSTMASTER GENERAL. 

Petty's Hotel, 5 p.m., 
21 February, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to inform you I have just received a reply to my telegram. 

The Company and Contractors have accepted the proposals according to your terms, having 
repeated, almost word for word, the telegram I sent them, taken from your memo. at the Conference. 

The telegram was sent on to Tasmania by mistake. 
I telegraphed to the Superintendent of that Colony this morning, asking him to look out for it, and 

in less than an hour we heard of it going through Victoria; it was re-transmitted at once on to Sydney. 
You will pleae excuse a hurried letter, as I am anxious you should know the result of the 

telegram at once. 
I have, &e., 

AUDLEY COOTE. 

[Riiclosures.] 
Telegram from Audley Coote, Esq., Sydney, to Messrs. Siemens Brothers, London. 

DELEGATES from New Zealand, Queensland, and New South Wales, recommend their Governments to 
guarantee fixed sum, equal 5 per cent., upon £1,000,000 for thirty-five years, for cables Sydney to New 
Zealand, Normantown to Singapore, touching at Macassar. Proposed tariff—Sydney, New Zealand, 
15s.; Normantown, Singapore, £2 twenty words, £12,000 per annum allowed working expenses; receipts 
over that to reduce guarantee; all details to be arranged in London; four weeks allowed for repairs per 
annum; this is final offer subject to ratification of Parliament; reply and repeat the conditions you agree 
to; other offers have been made, but have fair reason to believe I can secure it on these terms only; 
inform Wilson Bristows; Conference breaking up. 

AUDLEY COOTE. 

Telegram from Messrs. Siemens Brothers, London, to Audley Coote, Esq., Sydney, accepting terms. 
LoNDoN, eighteen six twelve. "We accept terms," namely guarantee fixed sum, equal 5 per cent, upon 
£1,000,000 for thirty-five years, for cables Sydney to New Zealand, Normantown to Singapore, touching 
at Macassar. We have responsibility of forming Company to raise necessary capital; four (4) weeks 
allowed for repairs per annum. Proposed tariff—Sydney to New Zealand, 15s.; Normantown to Singa-
pore, £2 twenty words; £12,000 per annum allowed working expenses, receipts over that to reduce 
guarantee. All details to be arranged in London, 5 per cent. on £1,000,000 will write only equal about 
3 per cent. on capital, require you should therefore endeavour to get increase. 

SIEMENS BROTHERS. 

No. 3. 
AUDLEY COOTE, ESQ., to THE POSTMASTER GENERAL, SYDNEY. 

Petty's Hotel, 
28 February, 1873. 

Sin, 
Referring to our conversation of yesterday, and to the powers I hold; also, to the gentlemen 

with whom I am associated for the purpose of constructing and laying a Submarine Telegraph Cable to 
connect England with Australia and New Zealand,—I have now the honor to inform you, these gentlemen 
are quite prepared to take that responsibilitvupon the terms named at the conference. I have now the 
honor to give you a list of their names, &c., &c. 

The Honorable Robert Grimston, Chairman of the Indo-European Telegraph Company, and Director 
of several other Telegraph Companies. 

Henry Weaver, Esq., Managing Director of the Atlantic Cable Company, also the French Atlantic 
Cable Company, and Director of the Indo-European Telegraph Company. 

Henry Barlow, Esq., C.E., a Member of the Council of the institute of Civil Engineers, and 
Official Director of the Indo-European Telegraph Company. 

Baron Julius Renter, Managing Director of Reuter's Telegram Company, one of the most successful 
of Telegraph Companies. 

George Von Channin, Esq., Director of the Indo-European Telegraph Company. 
George Borlase Trementreen, Esq., Director of the Indo-European Telegraph Company. 
William Andrews, Esq., General Manager of the Indo-European Telegraph Company. 
Seymour Clarke, Esq., late General Manager of the Great Northern and Great Western Railway 

Companies. 
Messrs. Siemens Brothers, Telegraph Cable Contractors, London and Berlin. 

MEMO, 
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MEMO, of Agreemenfs, Contracts, Powers, and Letters of Instructions held by Audley Coofe. 
A contract entered into between Messrs. Siemens Brothers, Telegraph Engineers and Contractors 

of the one part, and Baron Julius Renter, Managing Director of Reuter's Telegram Company; Henry 
Weaver, Esq., TDirector of the Indo-European Telegraph Company, and General Manager of the Anglo-
American Cable Company, also the Manager of the French Atlantic Cable Company; William Henry 
Barlow, Esq., Member of the Council of the Institute of Civil Engineers, and Official Director of the 
Indo-European Telegraph Company, of the other part, three of the Directors of the Indo-Australian 
Telegraph Company, for the laying of a submarine cable to connect England with Australia and New 
Zealand-625,000. 

A contract entered into between Messrs. Siemens Brothers, of the one part, and the before-
mentioned Syndicate as Directors of the Indo-Australian Telegraph Company, Limited, for the land lines 
from Singapore to the frontier of the British possessions in India, and then to connect with the land lines 
of the Government of India for the sum of £150,000. 

An agreement between the Honorable Robert Grimston, of 24, Mount-street, Grosvenor Square, 
London, Chairman of the Indo-European Telegraph Company; Messrs. Siemens Brothers, Telegraph 
Engineers and Contractors; Seymour Clarke, Esq., of the Great Northern and Great Western Railwa 
Companies; and Audley Coote. The Honorable Robert Grimston, that the Indo-European Telegrap 
Company will be prepared to enter into traffic arrangements for the reciprocal advantage of both Com-
panies, to secure prompt transmission of messages in both directions, and undertakes the traffic arrange-
ments shall be made upon the most favourable terms, consistent with the rules and provisions of the 
International Telegraph Convention. Siemens Brothers undertakes to complete the negotiations for 
the land lines through Siam with Seymour Clarke, who holds the concessions from the King of Siam for 
all telegraphs through his country for ninety-nine years; and Audley Coote to take the necessary steps for 
soliciting from the Governments of New South Wales, Victoria, New Zealand, Queensland, "or some or 
one of them," such acts or contracts upon the terms and conditions he shall be able to secure. 

An agreement in which the before mentioned Syndicate co-operate and combine together to 
establish direct communication with Australia, with Messrs. Siemens Brothers as the Contractors, and 
authorizes Audley Coote to negotiate on behalf of all parties. 

A full power of attorney from all parties before mentioned to Audley Coote. 
8. An agreement with the Syndicate, the Indo-European Telegraph Company, Messrs. Siemens 

Brothers, Audley Coote, and others, for the security of all parties, having been executed under the 
common seal of the Indo-European Telegraph Company, also by the other parties to it, and duly verified 
under the City Seal. 

7. Letter of instructions authorizing Audley Coote to acceptS per cent, from the time the cable 
was laid. 

S. Resolutions passed at a meeting of the Board of Directors of the Indo-European Telegraph 
Company, stating they are prepared to enter into arrangements on the most favourable terms, and signed 
by the Managing Director. 

AUDLEY Coorn. 
P.8.—I have the honor to state copies of all powers are coming on to you, and duplicates of each 

paper have gone on to the other Governments.—A.C. 
Messrs. Wilson, Bristows, & Carpmael, Solicitors, 1, Copthall-buildings, London. 
Messrs. Dawes & Son, Solicitors, of Oopthall Court, London. 
The cables will be worked in connection with the land lines of the Indian Government and the 

Indo-European Telegraph Company. I may be permitted to add, no other Company could give the same 
facility for direct communication with England without having a third cable between Singapore and Moull-
main, or Madras, at an extra cost of £500,000, wi hout they were allowed' to work in connection with the 
Port Darwin Cable Company. 

In conclusion, I may be permitted to add, by the Government having a Company of so influential a 
character to deal with, they are guaranteed the completion of the cables and the satisfactory working of 
the whole line. 

I have, &c., 
AUDLEY COOTE. 

No. 4. 
AUDLEY Coorn, Esq., to THE POSTMASTER Grnnx, SYDEY. 

Petty's Hotel, Sydney: 
3 March, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to state, on behalf of the Indo-Australian Telegraph Company and Messrs. 

Siemens Brothers, Telegraph Contractors, of London and Berlin, that they are prepared to contract with 
the Governments of New South Wales, New Zealand, and Queensland, for the construction and laying of 
a cable between New South Wales and New Zealand, and between Normantown in Queensland and Sin-
gapore, on the terms which I am given to understand the Representatives at the late Conference of the 
Governments of the three Colonies are willing to recommend to their Governments for submission to 
their respective Parliaments, namely :- 

The three Governments—New South Wales, New Zealand, and Queensland—to guarantee five per 
cent. on the sum of one million pounds for thirty-five years, for a cable between New Zealand and New 
South Wales, and for one between Normantown in Queensland and Singapore. The cable to be a' through 
cable, touching only at such points as may be agreed on, and to be entirely distinct the whole distance 
from the line between Port Darwin and Singapore; the point of landing in Normantown to be approved of 
by the Government of Queensland; the point of landing in New South Wales to be approved of by 
the Government of New South Wales; and the point of landing in New Zealand to be approved of by the 
Government of New Zealand. 

The 
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The guarantee to be paid only whilst the lines are in working order, provided that four weeks in 
each year will be allowed for repairs. 

If the New Zealand line only be in order, one-third of the guarantee to be paid; if the Singapore 
line only be in working order, two-thirds of the guarantee to be paid. 

The cables to be used to be approved of by engineers appointed by the Governments. 
The cables to be constructed and laid with the utmost possible expedition. 
The tariff between New South Wales and New Zealand not to exceed fifteen shillings for twenty 

words, and ninepence for each additional word; the tariff between Normantown and Singapore not to 
exceed two pounds for twenty words, and two shillings for every additional word, for the first two years, 
and subsequently thirty-five shillings for twenty words, and one shilling and ninepence for every additional 
word. 

The guarantee to be paid whilst the two lines are respectively in working order; but if the lines 
remain out of order for an unreasonable time, the guarantee to cease altogether. 

Twelve thousand pounds per annum to be allowed to cover in full all expenses; all receipts above 
twelve thousand pounds to pass in reduction of the guarantee;  but if the profits are more then ten per 
cent., the Governments may require that the rates shall be lowered to amounts calculated to reduce the 
profits to ten per cent. 

This proposal, if approved of by the three Governments, to be submitted to their respective Parlia-
ments, and if their Parliaments approve, an arrangement on the basis of this proposal to be made in London 
by representatives appointed by the three Governments with my principals there; the details not herein 
set forth to be there arranged. 

The contractors to make proper provision for the use by the three Colonies of a through line of 
communication between Singapore and London, at rates which shall not be more than the rates charged 
by ay other line between Singapore and London. 

I have, &c.., 
AUDLEY COOTE. 

No. 5. 
TUE CoLoNIAL SECRETAUY, QuEnisLo, to THE CoLo1IAL SECUETARY, NEW SOUTH WALES. 

Colonial Secretary's Office, 
Brisbane, 10 March, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to transmit herewith, to be submitted to your Government, copy of an 

Executive Minute confirming and ratifying the proceedings of the Colonial Secretary and the Secretary 
of Public Lands of Queensland, as the representatives of this Colony at the recent Intercolonial 
Conference held at Sydney during the months of January and February last, in respect of the construc-
tion of a Telegraph Cable between New Zealand and New South Wales, and one between Normanton in 
Queensland and Singapore, subject to the approval of Parliament, to which the same will be submitted in 
its next Session. 

I have, &c., 
A. H. PALMER. 

[Rneloszre.] 

Corv of Minute of Proceedings of the Executive Council on 27th February, 1873. Be Construction 
Telegraph Cables between New Zealand and New South Wales, and between Normanton and 
Singapore. 

G. His Excellency the Governor, at the instance of the Honorable the Colonial Secretary, submits to the 
Confirmed. 
6//7a. Council certain conditions for the construction of a Telegraph Cable between New Zealand and New 

South Wales, and one between Normanton in Queensland and Singapore, which the representatives of 
New South Wales, New Zealand, and Queensland, at the Intercolonial Conference held at Sydney, in New 
South Wales, during the months of January and February, 1873, have agreed to recommend to their 
Governments to submit for the approval of their respective Parliaments. 

The Council advise that the action taken by the Honorable the Colonial Secretary and the 
Honorable the Secretary for Public Lands, as the representatives of Queensland at the said Conference, 
in respect of the agreement for the construction of the said Telegraphic Cables, be approved, and that the 
said agreement be ratified, subject to the approval of the Parliament of Queensland, to which it is to 
be submitted in its next Session. 

A. V. DRURY, 
Clerk of the Council. 

- No.6. 
TUE CoLoNIAL SECRETARY, QUEENSLAND, to THE CoLoNIAL SECaETABY, NEW Souru WALEs. 

Queensland, Colonial Secretary's Office, 
Brisbane, 4 July, 1873. 

Sin, 
With reference to the memorandum of conditions for the construction of a Telegraph Cable 

between New Zealand and New South Wales, and one between Normanton in Queensland and Singapore, 
agreed to at the late Intercolonial Conference, held in Sydney, in the months of January and February last, 
I have the honor to forward, for the information of your Government, copies of Minutes of Proceedings 
of the Legislative Council and Legislative Assembly of this Colony, whereby it will be perceived that the 
Resolutions relative to the proposed extension of Telegraph Cable Communication having been sub-
mitted to the Legislative Assembly, on 18th June last, were adopted; and also, received the concurrence 
of the Legislative Council, to which they were transmitted in due course. 

I have, &c., 
A. H. PALMER. 

[Enciosure.] 
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[Eru,losure.] 

EXTRACT from the Votes and Proceedings of the Legislative Assembly of Queensland. 

Wednesday, 18 eTune, 1873. 

On motion of Mr. Palmer, the Speaker left the Chair, and the House resolved itself into a of 

Committee of the Whble for consideration of Resolutions relative to Extension of Telegraph Cable Corn- Cable Commu- 
munication. n1oa1on.  

The Chairman having reported that the Committee had come to certain Resolutions, the same were 
then read to the House at le'nqt/t, by the Clerk, as follows, viz. 

(1.) That this House approves of the following Memorandum of Conditions for the Construction 
of a Telegraph Cable between Singapore and Normaii Mouth, and between New South Wales and 
New Zealand, as agreed upon by the Representatives of the Colonies of New Zealand, New South 
Wales, and Queensland, in Sydney, on the 14th February, 1873; and empowers the Government 
to enter into a Contract in conjunction with the other Governments named, upon the terms therein 
stated, for the purpose of carrying out this undertaking. 

MEMO1iADUM of Conditions .for the Construction of a Telegraph Cable between New Zealand and 
New South Wales, and one between Normanton in Queensland and Singapore. 

The following Conditions for the Construction of a Telegraph Cable between New Zealand and 
New South Wales, and one between Normanton in Queensland and Singapore, are those which the 
Representatives of New South Wales, New Zealand, and Queensland agree to recommend their 
Governments to submit for the approval of their respective Parliaments. 

The three Colonies shall jointly enter into an arrangement for the Construction of an 
Electric Cable to be laid between some point in New Zealand and some point in New South Wales, 
and also a Cable to be laid from Normanton in Queensland to Singapore, the latter to be a through 
Cable, touching only at such points as may be agreed on, and to be entirely distinct the whole 
distance from the line between Port Darwin and Singapore. 

The arrangement to be for a guarantee of five per cent. for a term not exceeding thirty-
five years, upon a sum not exceeding one million pounds for the cost of the two lines. 

Twelve thousand pounds per annum to be allowed to cover in full all expenses. All 
receipts above twelve thousand pounds to pass in reduction of the guarantee. The Contractors to 
retain receipts in excess of the guarantee; but if the profits are more than ten per cent., the 
Government may require that the rates shall be lowered to amounts calculated to reduce the profits 
to ten per cent. 

The guarantee to be paid only whilst the lines are in working order, provided that four 
weeks in each year will be allowed for repairs. If the New Zealand line only be in order, one-third 
of the guarantee to be paid ; if the Singapore line only be in order, two-thirds of the guarantee to 
be paid. If the lines are not kept in order with due diligence, or if communication should per 
manently fail, the guarantee to cease. 

The two lines to be commenced and constructed simultaneously. 
The cost, per message of twenty  words, from New Zealand to New South Wales, not to 

exceed fifteen shillings, the charge for each word above twenty being nine-pence; and the 
cost of twenty words from Normanton to Singapore, not to exceed forty shillings for the 
first two years, and thirty-five shillings afterwards the charge for each word above twenty 
being two shillings. 
Queensland to undertake to keep the land line to Normanton open for the use of the 

other contributing Colonies, at rates not to exceed, at any time, seven shillings for twenty words. 
The three Governments to act in unison, and to jointly arrange the details. 
The Agreement, after being approved of by the respective Governments, to be subject to 

ratification by the respective Parliaments, and the details to be arranged in London by Repre-
sentatives appointed by the three Colonies. 

The Governments will require to be satisfied that the Contractors have made proper pro-
vision for the use of a through line of communication between Singapore and London. 

HENRY PARKES. 
SAUL SAMUEL. 
JULIUS VOGEL. 
WILLIAM H. REYNOLDS. 
A. H. PALMER. 
J. MALBON THOMPSON. 

Sydney, 14th February, 1873. 

(2.) That this Resolution be transmitted to the Legislative Council, for their concurrence, by 
Message in the usual form. - 
Mr. Palmer then moved, That these Resolutions be now agreed to by the House. 
Question put and passed. 

EXTRACT from the Minutes of the Proceedings of the Legislative Council of Queensland. 

Wednesday, 25 June, 1873. 

6. REsoLUTIoN with Memorandum of Conditions for the Construction of a Telegraph Cable between 
Singapore and Norman Mouth, and between New South Wales and New Zealand.--On the Order 
of the Day being read, The Honorable the Postmaster General moved,—That this House do now 
concur in the Resolution of the Legislative Assembly respecting the Construction of a Telegraph 
Cable between Singapore and Norman Mouth, and one between. New South Wales and New 
Zealand. 
Question put and passed. 

The 
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The Honorable the Postmaster General then moved,—That the following Message be transmitted 
to the Legislative Assembly 
Mr. Speaker, 
The Legislative Council having this day considered the Legislative Assembly's Resolution 

"respecting the Construction of a Telegraph Cable between Singapore and Norman Mouth, and 
one between New Zealand and New South Wales, as agreed to at the late Inter-colonial Con-
ference and transmitted by Message of the 18th June, beg now to intimate their concurrence 
in the same. 

"DANIEL F. ROBERTS, 
Chairman of Committees, 

"Legislative Council Chamber, "Acting for the President. 
"Brisbane, 25th June)  1873." 

Question put and passed. 
The Clerk Assistant reported the delivery of the Message. 

No. 7: 
THE COLONIAL SECRETARY, NEw ZEALAND, to THE COLONIAL SECRETARY, Nuw Souru WALES. 

Colonial Secretary's Office, 
Wellington, 7 June, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to transmit herewith, to be submitted to your Government, copy of an Execu-

tive Minute, confirming and ratifying the proceedings of the representatives of this Colony at the recent 
Intercolonial Conference, held at Sydney during the months of January and February last, in respect of 
the construction of a telegraph cable between New Zealand and New South Wales, and one between 
Normanton in Queensland and Singapore, subject to the approval of Parliament, to which the same will be 
submitted in the coming Session. 

I have, &c., 
WILLIAM H. REYNOLDS. 

[Enclosure.] 

His Excellency the Officer administering the Government, at the instance of the Honorable the Premier, 
submits to the Council certain conditions for the construction of a telegraph cable between New Zealand 
and New South Wales, and one between Normanton in Queensland and Singapore, which the representa
tives of New South Wales, New Zealand, and Queensland, at the Intercolonial Conference held at Sydney 
in New South Wales, during the months of January and February, 1873, have agreed to recommenI to 
their Governments to inbmit for the approval of their respective Parliaments. 

The Council advise that the action taken by the Honorable the Colonial Treasurer and the Honorable 
the Commissioner of Customs as the representatives of New Zealand at the said Conference, in respect of 
the agreement for the construction of the said telegraphic cables, be approved, and that the said agreement 
be ratified, subject to the approval of the Parliament of New Zealand, to which it is to be submitted in its 
next Session. 

June 4, 1873. 
Approved in Council. 

Approved—G. A. ARNEY. 

FORSTER Gonricci, 
Clerk of the Executive Council. 

Tftle. 

Preamble. 

No. S. 
THE POSTMASTER GENERAL OF NEW ZEALAND to THE COLONIAL SECRETARY, NEW SouTH WALEs. 

New Zealand Telegraph, Head Office, 
Wellington, 8 October, 1873. 

I have the honor to enclose you herewith a copy of" The Telegraph Cables Subsidy Agreement 
Ratification Act, 1873," as passed at the last Session of the New Zealand Parliament. 

I have, &c., 
JULIUS VOGEL. 

IEW ZEALAND. 

TRICESIMO SEPTIMO. 

VICTORLE REGIN. 
No. XXXVI. 

AN ACT to authorize the Governor to agree with the Governments of New South Wales and Queensland 
for jointly subsidizing Lines of Telegraph between New Zealand and New South Wales, and between 
Queensland and Singapore. [29th September, 1873.] 

WHEREAS certain Articles of .4greement were on the fourteenth day of February, one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy-three, made and entered into between the Honorable Henry Parkes and the 
Honorable Saul Samuel on behalf of New South Wales, and the Honorable Julius Vogel and the 
Honorable William Hunter Reynolds on behalf of New Zealand, and the Honorable Arthur Hunter 
Palmer and the Honorable J. Malbon Thompson on behalf of Queensland, which articles are as follows, 
that is to say,— 

(1.) The three Colonies shall jointly enter into an arrangement for the construction of an 
Electric Cable, to be laid between some point in New Zealand and some point in New South 
Wales, and also a cable to be laid from Normantown, in Queensland, to Singapore; the 
latter to be a through cable, touching only at such points as may be agreed on, and to be 
entirely distinct the whole distance from the line between Port Darwin and Singapore. 

- (2.) 



335 

7 

The arrangement to be for a guarantee of five per centum for a term not exceeding thirty-
five years, upon a sum not exceeding one million pounds, for the cost of the two lines. 
Twelve thousand pounds per annum to be allowed to cover in full all expenses. All receipts 
above twelve thousand pounds to pass in reduction of the guarantee. The contractors to 
retain receipts in excess of the guarantee; but if the profits are more than ten per centum, 
the Governments may require that the rate shall be lowered to amounts calculated to reduce 
the profits to ten per centum. 
The guarantee to be paid only whilst the lines are in working order: Provided that four 
weeks in each year will be allowed for repairs. If the New Zealand line only be in order, 
one-third of the guarantee to be paid; if the Singapore line only be in order, two-thirds of the 
guarantee to be paid. If the lines are not kept in order with due diligence or if communi-
cation should permanently fail, the guarantee to cease. 
The two lines to be commenced and constructed simultaneously.. 
The cost per message of twenty words from New Zealand to New South Wales not to 
exceed fifteen shillings, the charge for each word above twenty being ninepence; and the 
cost per twenty words from Normantown to Singapore not to exceed forty shillings for the 
first two years and thirty-five shillings afterwards, the charge for each word above twenty 
being two shillings. 
Queensland to undertake to keep the land line to Normantown open for the use of the other 
contributing Colonies, at rates not to exceed at any time seven shillings for twenty words. 
The three Governments to act in unison, and to jointly arrange the details. 
This agreement, after being approved of by the respective Governments, to be subject to 
ratification by the respective Parliaments; and the details to be arranged in London, by 
representatives appointed by the three Colonies. 
The Governments will require to be satisfied that the contractors have made proper pro-
vision for the use of a through line of communication between Singapore and London. 

And whereas the said Agreement has been approved of by the Governments respectively of New South 
Wales, New Zealand, and Queensland; and it is expedient that the same should, on the part of New 
Zealand, be ratified by the General Assembly of New Zealand: 

Be it therefore enacted by the General Assembly of New Zealand in Parliament assembled, and by 
the authority of the same as follows :- 

The short title of this Act shall be "The Telegraph Cables Subsidy Agreement Batification Act, Short title. 
1873." 

The Governor, with the advice of the Executive Council of New Zealand, may subject to and Authority to 
with the modifications (if any) hereby authorized to be made, ratify the said Articles of Agreement, and the ratify contract. 

same, subject to and with such modifications (if any), being so ratified, shall be binding on New Zealand. 
The Governor in Council, or any person authorized . by the Governor in Council in that behalf, Authority to 

may, subject to the provisions of this Act, agree with the Governments of New South Wales and Queens- vary terms. 
land respectively, or any person or persons duly authorized to act for such Governments respectively, 
for any modifications of the said agreement, excepting always as regards the third article of the said 
agreement. : 

The Governor in Council, or any person authorized by the Governor in Council in this behalf, Authority jointly with 
may, subject to the provisions of this Act, jointly with the Governments of New South Wales and Queens- New South  
land respectively, or any person or persons duly authorize'd to act for such Governments respectively, Wales and Queensland to 
agree with any company or person for the construction and maintenance of the said Telegraph Cables on contract with 
the terms and conditions contained in the said Articles of Agreement, subject to and with the modification of company, &c. 

the same (if any) agreed upon under the powers contained in the preceding section of this Act. 
It shall not be lawful, by any modification of the said recited agreernnt, or by any agreement Expenditure not 

with any company or person entered into under the provisions of the preceding section, to stipulate for . for 
'°°° 

the expenditure of any money from the revenue of New Zealand for the purposes of any such agreement thirty-five years. 
as aforesaid, exceeding seventeen thousand pounds in any one year, nor shall any such modification or agree-
ment be made stipulating for such expenditure during a period exceeding thirty-five years. 

For the purposes aforesaid there shall and may from time to time b.  issued and applied, in each Appropriation 
and every year during the period of thirty-five years commencing from the time of the completion of the 0for 
said lines of telegraph, out of the Consolidated Fund, any sum or sums not exceeding seventeen thousand thirty-five years. 
pounds. 

Any agreement entere& into under the authority of this Act for the construction and maintenance Agreement to contain stipula- 
of the said Telegraph Cable shall contain a stipulation for the expeditious construction thereof, and a stipula- tions for 

expeditious tion that, in accordance with the terms contained in a letter dated the third day of March last, addressed by construction 
Mr. Audley Coote to Mr. Vogel, the cables to be used shall be such as shall be approved of by an engineer and proper 
appointed or approved of by or on behalf of the respective Governments of New South Wales, New maintenance 

of 

Zealand, and Queensland; and also a stipulation that if either of the lines is not kept in order with due. 
diligence, or if communication through either of the two lines should permanently fail, the guarantee shall Agreement to 

contain pro- 
visiono by which 

S. Any agreement entered into under the authority of this Act shall contain, if the Governments of any of the 
New South Wales and Queensland agree to such modification, provisions in virtue of which all or any of e 
the Governments may purchase either or both of the lines, lines. 

9. The Governor in Council, or any person, at any time authorized by the Governor in Council in Jfo agreement entered 
this behalf, may, in the event of no agreement being entered into under the fourth section of this Act, s'e'ton 4 
agree, by way of guarantee of interest on outlay, with any company oriierson,for the construction, main agree 6"t  may be entmered into - 
tenance, and working of a submarine electric telegraph cable between New Zealand and any of the for telegraph cable between Australian Colonies, on such terms and conditions as the Governor in Council, or such person so authorizedNew  Zealand 
as aforesaid, as the case may be, may think fit, subject to the following conditions:— • and Australia. 

(1.) That such agreement shall not involve an expenditure out of the revenue of the Colony Agreement not to involve 
exceeding the annual sum of twenty thousand pounds, nor for such expenditure during a expenditure 

- period exceeding thirty-five years, commencing from the date of such agreement. exceeding 
(2.) thirty-five years. 
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(2.) That the agreement shall contain stipulations to the following effect 
A sum per annum shall be fixed in the agreement as allowance to cover in full all 

expenses. In the event of the agreement being made by an agent or agents appointed by 
the Governor in Council, the sum fixed in the agreement shall not be in excess of a sum to 
be fixed by the Governor in Council in instructions to be given to the agent or agents, but 
it shall not be incumbent upon the contractors to call for a perusal of such instructions. 

All receipts above the sum fixed to pass in reduction of the guarantee. The con-
tractor to retain receipts in excess of the guarantee; but if the profits are more than ten 
per centum, the Government to be empowered to require that the rates shall be lowered to 
amounts calculated to reduce the profits to ten per centum. 

For the expeditious construction of the line; and that if the line is not kept in 
order with due diligence, or if communication by the line should fail, the guarantee to 
cease. 

That the guarantee shall be payable only whilst the line is in working order; and 
that four weeks in each year will be allowable for repairs; and that the cables to be used 
shall be subject to approval by an Engineer to be appointed or approved of by the 
Governor or such person as shall be authorized to enter into the agreement. 

That the cost per message of twenty words from New Zealand to Australia do not 
exceed fifteen shillings, and the charge for each word above twenty not to exceed ninepence. 

That the line may be purchased by the Government of New Zealand on terms to 
be specified in the agreement. 

Approprmauon In the event of an agreement being entered into under the authority of this section of this Act, 
for the purpose, there may, for the purpose of such agreement, be issued and applied in each and every year during the 

period mentioned in the first subsection of this section, out of the Consolidated Fimd, any sum or sums 
not exceeding twenty thousand pounds. 

No. 9. 
THE CoLoNIAL SECRETARY, QUEENSLAND, to Tux C0I0NIAL SECRETARY, Nxw Souvn WALES. 

Colonial Secretary's Office, 
Brisbane, 5 November, 1873. 

I have the honor to inform you that a copy of the "Telegraph Cables Subsidy Agreement 
Ratification Act, 1873," as passed in the last Session of the. New Zealand Parliament, has been received 
from the Government of that Colony, with an intimation by wire "that they are prepared to appoint an 
agent in London to arrange contract as soon as New South Wales and Queensland are ready to do the 
same." 

A resolution approving of the memorandum of conditions adopted at the last Intercolonial Con-
ference for the construction of a Telegraph Cable between Singapore and Norman Mouth and between 
New South Wales and New Zealand, was agreed to by the Legislative Assembly of Queensland, on 18th 
June last, and received the concurrence of the Legislative Council on the day following, and I have now 
the honor to request that you will be good enough to inform me what steps (if any) have been taken by 
your Government to ratify the agreement referred to, and which has been approved of by the Governments 
respectively of New South Wales, New Zealand, and Queensland. 

I have, &c., 
A. H. PALMER. 

[One map.] 

Sydney: Thomas Imichards, Government Priuter.-1874. 
[ls.1 

SIR, 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASsEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

REPORT FROM THE SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON 

WHARF ACCOMMODATION, SYDNEY HARBOUR; 

TOGETHER WITH THE 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE, 

MINTJTES OF EVIDENCE, 

APPENDIX. 

ORDERED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY TO BE PRINTED, 

25 Jne, 1874. 

I' 

SYDNEY: THOMAS RICHARDS, GOVERNMENT PRINTER. 

1874. 
[los.] 574— 
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1873-4. 

EXTRACTS FROM THE VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS OF THE 1 LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

VOTES No. 123. WEDNESDAY, 29 APRIL, 1874. 

S WHARF AccoMIoDATIoN, SYDNEY HARBoUR (" Formal" Motion) :—Mr. Parkes moved, pursuant 
to Notice,— 

That a Select Committee be appointed, with power to send for persons and papers, to consider 
and report upon the best means of improving the Wharf Accommodation of Sydney Harbour, and 
providing greater facilities for the loading and unloading of vessels. 
That such Committee consist of Mr. John Robertson, Mr. Allen, Mr. Clarke, Mr. Sutherland, 

Mr. G. A. Lloyd, Mr, Macintosh, Mr. Wearne, Mr. Hoskins, Mr. Watson, and the Mover. 
Question put and passed. - 

VOTES No. 126. MONDAY, 4 MAY, 1874. 

3. WHARF ACCOMMODATION, SYDNEY HARBOUR :—Mr. Parkes (with the con cu'rrence of the House) 
moved, without Notice,—That the Report from the Select Committee on "Wharf Accommodation, 
Sydney Harbour,"—together with the Proceedings of the Committee, Minutes of Evidence, and 
Appendix, ordered to be printed on the 24th April, 1873, be referred to the Select Committee now 
sitting on that subject. 
Question put and passed. 

VOTES No. 158. THURSDAY, 25 JUNE, 1874. 

5. WHARP AccoMIonATIoN, SYDNEY HARBOUR :--Mr, Parkes, as Chairman, brought up the Report from, 
and laid upon the Table the Minutes of Proceedings of, and of Evidence taken before, the Select 
Committee for whose consideration and report this subject was referred on 29th April, 1874, together 
with Appendix. 
Ordered to be printed. 

CONTENTS. 
PAGE. 

Extracts from Votes and Proceedings .............................2 
Re p ort....................................... 3  

Proceedings of the Committee .............................. 4  

List of Witnesses ... ... ... . ... ... ... ... ... . ... ... ... ... 7 
List of Appendices .............................. 7 
Minutes of Evidence ................................. 1  
Appendix and Separate Appendix ........................ 59 



339 

1873-4. 

WHARF ACCOMMODATION, SYDNEY HARBOUR. 

REPORT. 

THE SELECT COMMITTEE of the Legislative Assembly, appointed on the 29th April, 

1874,—" with power to send for persons and papers, to consider and report upon 

the best means of improving the Wharf Accommodation of Sydney Harbour, 

and providing greater facilities for the loading and unloading of Vessels—to 

whom was referred, on the 4th May, 1874, the Report from the Select Committee 

on' Wharf Accommodation, Sydney Harbour,' together with the Proceedings of 

the Committee, Minutes of Bvidence, and Appendix, ordered to be printed on the 

24th April, 1873,"—have agreed to the following  Report :— 

Your Committee have examined the witnesses named in the IList,*  whose SeeList,pageT. 

evidence they now beg to lay before your Honorable House. Plans of the projected 

Improvements of the Wharf Accommodation of Sydney Cove, as explained in the 

evidence of several witnesses, have been submitted to your Committee, but owing to 

the close of the Session, sufficient consideration has not been given to the subject to 

justify any specific recommendation. 

Your Committee, therefore, report the evidence, together with the plans, to 

your Honorable House without making any comment thereon. 

HENRY PARKIES, 

No. 3 Committee Room, Chairman. 

Sydney, 25th June, 1874. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 

TUESDAY, 5 MAY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Parkes, Mr. Macintosh, 
Mr. G. A. Lloyd,. Mr. Clarke, 
Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Wearne, 

Mr. Watson. 
Mr. Parkes called to the Chair. 
Entry from Votes and Proceedings, appointing the Committee, and referring Paper to the Com- 

mittee, read by the Clerk. 
Committee deliberated. 
E. 0. Moriarty, Esq. (Engineer-in- Chief for Harbours and Rivers), called in and examined. 
Witness produced Plans showing proposed Improvements in the Wharf Accommodation, Circular 

Quay; and handed in a copy of Specifications for Ironwork for Sydney Cove Wharf, which was ordered to 
be appended. (See Appendix AAl.) 

Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered—That Norman Selfe, Esq., Captain Farquhar, and Captain Ward, be summoned to give 

evidence next meeting. 
[Adjourned to Thursday next, at Two o'clock.] 

THURSDAY, 7 MAY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Parkes in the Chair. 

Mr. Sutherland, j Mr. Wearne, 
Mr. Watson. 

Norman Selfe, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness handed in copy of Specifications of Ironwork for Sydney Cove Wharf, which was ordered to 

be appended (See Appendix BB 1); also handed in Plans of proposed Improvements at Sydney Cove 
Wharf, and produced model of same. 

Witness withdrew. 
Captain John Ward (Ship "British Statesman"), called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. - 
The Chairman (Mr. Parkes) withdrew from the Committee, and Mr. Sutherland was called to the 

Chair pro tern. 
Captain A. B. Farquhar called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 

[Adjourned to Monday next, at Two o'clock.] 

MOHDAY 11 MAY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Parkes in the Chair. 

Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Macintosh, 
Mr. Wearne, Mr. Clarke. 

Clerk submitted letters from Messrs. Selfe and Musson, forwarding additional Plans for the 
Improvements to Sydney Cove Wharf. 

Committee deliberated. 
Letter of Mr. Selfe read and plan laid before the Committee, and letter of Mr. Musson deferred for 

further consideration. 
Captain Munro called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Captain Myhill (Harbour Master), called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Commander Gowiland, RN., called in and examined. - 
Witness withdrew. 
Clerk submitted documents forwarded by Mr. Moriarty with a request that they might be printed 

with his evidence. Ordered to be appended. (See Appendix AA 2, 3, 4, and 5.) 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That John Booth, Esq., M.P., be requested, and John Musson, Esq., be summoned, to give 

evidence next meeting. 
[Adjourned to Wednesday next, at Two o'clock.] 

WED1%ESDAY, 



341 

5 

WRDHESDAY, 13 MAY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PREsENT :-

Mr. Parkes in the Chair. 

Mr. Hoskins, I Mr. Wearne, 

Mr. Sutherland. 

John Booth, Esq., M.P., called in and examined. 
Witness produced Plans of Improvements of Circular Quay Wharf, also samples of various woods 

which had been immersed in sea-water for a number of years. 
The Chairman (Mr. Parkes) withdrew from the Committee, and Mr. Sutherland was called to the 

Chair pro tern. 
Examination continued. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That John Booth, Esq., M.P., be requested, and John Musson, Esq., be summoned, to give 

evidence next meeting. - 
[Adjourned to Friday next, at Two o'clock.] 

1UDAY, 15 MAY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Parkes in the Chair. 

Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Macintosh, 
Mr. Wearne, Mr. Hoskins. 

John Booth, Esq., M.P., called in and further examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Clerk read letter from Mr. Musson, which had been deferred for further consideration. 
Committee deliberated. 
John Musson, Esq., C.E., called in and examined. 
Witness handed in Plans for the Improvement of Sydney Cove Wharf. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That John Musson, Esq., Captain Hixson, and G. R. Dibbs, Esq., be summoned to give 

evidence next meeting. 
[Adjourned to Tuesday next, at Two o'clock.] 

TUESDAY, 19 MAY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :-

Mr. Parkes in the Chair. 
Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Macintosh, 
Mr. Hoskins, I Mr. Wearne. 

John Musson, Esq., CE., called in and further examined. 
Witness to supply Abstracts of his several Tenders for the construction of Sydney Cove Wharf 

which were ordered to be appended. (See Appendices CC 1 and CC 2.) 
Witness withdrew. 
Captain Hixson (President of the Marine Board) called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
George Bichard Dibbs, Esq. (a Member of the Marine Board), called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That B. 0. Moriarty, Esq., be summoned to give evidence next meeting. 

[Adjourned to Thursday next, at Two o'clock.] 

THURSDAY, 21 MAY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Parkes in the Chair. 

Mr. Hoskins, Mr. Sutherland, 
Mr. Wearne, Mr. Watson, 

Mr. Macintosh. 

B. 0. Moriarty, Esq., called in and further examined. 
Witness produced samples of piles which had been immersed in water for some time, also copper 

used for covering piles, and also diagrams of retaining walls of various works. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That E. 0. Moriarty, Esq., be summoned to give evidence next meeting. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, at Two o'clock.] 

4p# FRIDAY, 
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1RIDAY, 22 MAY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Hoskins, Mr. Watson, 
Mr. Wearne, Mr. Parkes, 

Mr. Macintosh. 

In the absence of the Chairman, Mr. Hoskins called to the Chair pro tern. 
E. 0. Moriarty, Esq., called in and examined. 
The Chairman (Mr. Parkes) entered the room and took the Chair. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

THURSDAY, 4 JUNE, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Parkes in the Chair. 
Mr. Hoskins, I Mr. Sutherland, 

Mr. Wearne. 

Clerk read leLter from Mr. Moriarty, submitting further improved Plan for Sydney Cove Wharf. 
Plan before the Committee. 
E. 0. Moriarty, Esq., called in and further examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Letter from Mr. Musson to the Chairman, enclosing Specification for works for Circular Quay 

Wharf, which was read by the Clerk on 15 May. Ordered to be appended. (See Appendix CC 3.) 
Ordered—That John Young, Esq., be summoned to give evidence next meeting. 

[Adjourned to Tuesday next, at Two o'clock.] 

TUESDAY, 9 JUNE, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT. 

Mr. Hoskins, J Mr. Sutherland, 

M. G. A Lloyd. 

In the absence of the Chairman, Mr. Sutherland called to the Chair pro tern. 
Clerk submitted letter from Mr. W. Wakeford. to Mr. Moriarty, in reference to con struction of 

Victoria London Docks, with a request from Mr. Moriarty that same should be appended. (See Appendix 
AAG.) 

John Young, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be, arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

ERID.AY, 19 JUNE, 1874. 

In consequence of the House having adjourned over to Monday next, the meeting called for this 
day could not be held. 

TUESDAY, 23 JUNE,1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Parkes, I Mr. Sutherland. 

In the absence of a quorum the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

WEDNESDAY, 24 JUNE, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Sutherland, Mr. G. A. Lloyd, 
Mr. Macintosh, I Mr. Hoskins, 

Mr. Clarke. 

In the absence of the Chairman, Mr. Sutherland called to the Chair pro tern. 
Norman Selfe, Esq., called in and further examined. 
Witness .11 ended in plan showing comparative sections of Harbour and Wharf Walls. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

THURSDAY, 
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THURSDAY, 25 .TUHE, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Parkes in the Chair. 

Mr. G. A. Lloyd, Mr. Macintosh, 
Mr. Wearne, Mr. Watson. 

Chairman submitted letters (See Appen.dix DD) from Mr. Woore, with Plan for the proposed 
Wharf Accommodation, Sydney Cove. 

Plan before the Committee. 
Ordered,—That the Plans for the proposed improvement of the Wharf Accommodation, Sydney 

Cove, be appended to the Report, together with photo-lithograph of Piles referred to in Mr. 
Moriarty's evidence. (See Separate Appendix.) 

Chairman submitted Draft Report; same read and agreed to. 
Chairman to report to the House. 
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1873-4. 

LEeHSL.&TIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 

TAREN BFOBE 

THE SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON 

WHARF ACCOMMOIJATION. 

TUESDAY; 5 MAY; 1874. 

Mn. PARKES, Mn. WEARNE, 
Mn. STJTHERLAND, Mn. WATSON, 
Mn. MACINTOSH, Mn. G. A. LLOYD, 

MR. CLARKE. 

THE HoN. HENRY PARKES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Edward Orpen Moriarty, Esq., Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers, called in and examined 
Chairman.] The Committee are desirous of hearing from you any opinion or evidence you desire to E. 0. 

offer, now that plans and estimates of the projected improvements at the Circular Quay have been prepared. MoriarLy,Esq. 
I believe you have the plans prepared by yourself here? Yes, the cdntract plans and working drawings.  ̀ 
If you will look at the Report of the Committee of last Session, you will find in Appendix B a sketch 5 May, 1874.  

of your plan, I think? Yes. 
In the plan as now prepared is there any modification from what is represented in this sketch, Appendix 

B ? There are modifications. 
Will you be kind enough to point out what the difference is? You will observe that thee centre berth, 

opposite which the "Sobraon" is represented in the preliminary sketch, is shown as 60 feet in width ; in 
the detailed working drawings I propose making that 140 feet in width. I also propose to do away with 
another berth 60 feet wide, opposite the centre of the Circular Quay, and to have only two berths there. 
The third berth I propose to place on the west side of the Prince's Stairs. I have a plan here which will 
show that. 
Do you produce a plan which you have prepared for the work? I produce all the plans and detailed 

working drawings which I have prepared for the work; also a general plan showing the whole of the cove. 
(Planz produced.) Two of these plans show the arrangement of the berths as I now propose to place 
them. Berth No. 5, on the original preliminary sketch, was only 00 feet in width ; I now propose to make 
it 140 feet, and I have shown opposite to it a steamer of the size of the "Milcado"-380 feet long— 
berthed at it. At No. 11 also show a berth, as I now propose, for moderate sized vessels, but with capa-
city for extension also to be able to berth vessels of the size of the " Mikado"-380 feet. On the 
western side of the Circular Quay there will be also two berths for vessels of that length, opposite the 
Commissariat Stores; so that by this arrangement we can have four berths capable of taking in the largest 
ships that have ever visited this port or are likely to visit it. At berths 9 and 11 we shall be able to berth 
vessels of the size of the Torres Straits steamers 300 feet long. No. 10 would not take a vessel of that 
length. The ship shown opposite No. 10 is a vessel of 230 feet long; that is the length of the " Parra-
matta." All the other berths are for vessels of the size of the "Sobraou" and "Parramatta." The result 
of the new arrangement will be to spread the berths further down to the north-east than was originally 
sketched, and one berth is taken away from between Phillip-street and the Prince's Stairs, which I have 
placed at the western side of the Prince's Stairs instead. Another alteration is to increase the area of all 
the berths considerably—in fact, by about a third. The area of the berths, as originally proposed, was 
67,140 superficial feet, available for eleven berths; on the detailed plans I now propose, the area of wharf 
is 103,128 superficial feet, or a little over a third greater than originally proposed. I should explain that 

.574—A - when 
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E. 0. when an engineer comes to work out a design in detail he generally finds he has to modify the original 
Moriarty,Esq. sketch very considerably, and that he can often improve upon it; and that I have been able to do here. I 

also propose to widen the roadway opposite Flood's stores, which is too narrow at present for the large 
5 May, 1874. traffic, by twenty feet; and the back of the wharf is so arranged that, a double line of railway can be 

brought round the whole of the berths if it is ever determined to carry the railway down there, still leaving 
the same width of roadway opposite Flood's stores as at present. I propose having a bonded store and 
open shed on each wharf; and of these I have prepared sketches. (Produced.) These show the ground 
plan of the wharf and the elevation of the iron sheds. 
Mr. Sutherland.] What is the size of the bonded stores and the size of the sheds? Each bonded store 

is 60 feet by the full width of the wharf, and the open shed covers the whole of the remainder of the wharf.  
Mr. Watson.] You speak of a vessel of the length of the "Mikado"-380 feet—is that from stem to 

stern, or between perpendiculars? 380 feet over all. 
From stem to stern? Yes. 
You said just now that you would leave the roadway opposite Flood's stores the same width as at 

present, and also have space for a railway and sheds besides. How much of the Circular Quay do you 
take in? Nothing there, because the wharf, as I now propose it, will run over the water at that point, 
taking 25 feet off the water space. 
You widen the roadway by curtailing the water? Yes; I take 25 feet off the water and throw it into 

the roadway, which is now only 55 feet. 
llfr. Macintosh.] Can a vessel be securely berthed at No. 5, the centre jetty? Yes; the vessel would 

be supported against the wharf for 140 feet of the centre of her length, in addition to which there would 
be a dolphin at either end, parallel with the face of the wharf, which would support her nearly up to the 
stem and stern. 
So that the chains would not have to cross? Not in the slightest degree. There is no crossing of 

chains in this plan. In this plan you will observe that the vessel at No. 6, if she is to go out, must go 
out clear of this ship here, so that the dolphin, while supporting the inner vessel, would also support the 
outer vessel. 
Have you a plan of the dolphin here? No. There is a dolphin of the same kind at the entrance of 

the Darling Harbour bridge. A dolphin consists of a group of piles spread out at foot and braced together 
at the head. 
.Mi. Watson.] What is the width of the sheds? 42 feet by the full length of the wharf, which is 180 feet. 
You propose to take something off the water space opposite Flood's stores, to widen the roadway? 

Yes, I propose to carry out a wall to widen the space opposite Flood's stores by 25 feet;. in other places 
I take less. No. 1 berth takes about 40 feet off the water-34 feet at its narrowest end. 
What is the width of the road at the present time at berth 7? The narrowest part of the road is 65 feet. 

I propose taking in 25 feet by solid reclamation, for which the bottom is very favourable, because the rocks 
come rather close to the surface there, and the space is now valueless for practical purposes, because 
vessels have to lie a considerable distance off. 
.Mi-. ]Flacintosh.] Would the wharf, as a whole, as you propose it, be capable of mooring ships like the 

"Parramatta," "iFlydaspes," " Sobraon," and "Abergeldie" ? Yes. 
Will the wharf admit of this class of ships being moored and unmoored separately, and admit of a, 

lighter lying alongside to discharge or take in cargo on the outside? Yes. The wharf has been designed 
specially with this object. A lighter can lie with perfect safety outside each ship. 
What is the number of surface feet on the top of the wharf according to your plan, so far as the iron 

and wood work is concerned? Without limiting it to the iron and wood work, the whole wharf area is 
103,128 superficial feet. 
What is the amount of your estimate for the whole wharf complete according to the plan under 

consideration? £88,458. 
Does that include iron-work, wood-work, stone retaining walls, roadway, and, in fact, the whole work 

complete ? It includes the whole of the work now proposed. 
Iron and all? Yes, iron-work and everything. With the sheds it is £88,458; without the sheds, 

£65,701. 
Oh airman.] How much is that for the sheds? About £23,000. I may state that this estimate is 

formed upon tenders invited for the work in England. Detailed plans copied from these plans were sent 
home to the Colonial Agent, and he was requested to invite tenders in England; and copies of these 
tenders are here. 
.]Wi-. Wearne.] What has been the cost of the Darling Harbour Wharf? Speaking from memory, the 

Darling Harbour Wharf has cost about £46,000. 
What is the superficial area of that wharf? It is 1,240 feet long by 36 feet wide, giving an area, with 

the projections, of 52,350 feet. 
And the cost has been £46,000 up till now? Yes.* 
What will it be when completed? We have £10,000 more to expend upon it in planking and con- 

struction of back walls. 
Is it likely that this wharf can be done cheaper than Darling Harbour Wharf, in proportion to the 

area? It is not a question of rule of three at all. It does not follow 'that because Darling Harbour 
Wharf of a certain area cost a certain sum this must cost a sum in proportion. Iwill explain to you why. 
You will observe that at berths 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6, and also at 11, I propose to bring my wharf space over 
the roadway, there being ample room for the purpose. Opposite berth 5 1 propose coming back about 25 
feet over the present ground, and that I am able to do by reason of the natural projection at that point; 
and it is the same with berth 4. I propose to come in on the present natural surface, taking off some of 
the roadway and reducing it to a uniform width throughout.These red lines on the plan represent recla-
mation from the harbour, but at berths 6, 5, and 4, I come in over the present surface and make that 
wharf space, it not being required for the purpose of a roadway. The expense is of course reduced in 
proportion. 
There are far more expenses connected with this wharf than with Darling Harbour Wharf? I cannot 

see that.f 30. 

* NOTE (on revision) :—The iron-work has cost £43,072. The total expenditure to the present has been £46,689. 
t NOTE (on revision) —On the contrary, in the proposed wharf the row of back cylinders and girders required at 

Darling Harbour are dispensed with, as the inner side of the wharf rests on the solid ground and existing wharf-wall. 
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Have you not based your calculations on the cost of the work in Darling Harbour? No, I have based E. 0. 

my calculations on the cos of iron as stated in the English tenders I have referred to. 
Mr. Watson.] What date? 23rd January, 1874. I have also received three tenders in the Colony 

5 M8 
for the supply and erection of the iron portion of the wharf--not for the retaining walls or reclamation. 

ay, 74. 

What are these tenders? Mr. Musson's for £72,000; Mr. Charles Fowler's, for which Mr. Williams 
is practically the contractor, for £89,000; and that of Messrs. Montefiore, Joseph, & Co., represented 
by Captain Mann, for £104,000. 

Mi-. Macintosh.] Will this wharf at the Circular Quay accommodate ships equal to those that can be 
berthed at Darling'-Harbour? It will give two more berths, and the accominodaton will be quite equal or 
superior to that at Darling Harbour; in fact, a larger class of ships, and a greater number of them, will 
be accommodated at the Circular Quay. 
Is iron-work as durable for wharfs as stone or timber—what is the comparative durability of iron-

work and of our Colonial timber—ironbark, for instance—for this purpose? My experience of timber is 
that you cannot calculate on its lasting more than twenty years, while iron will last for centuries. 
At what rate do you estimate corrosion in iron girders, and how thick is the thinnest part of the girder? 

The thinnest part of the plates is about five-eighths of an inch. The corrosion of the girders, if properly 
painted, is nil—if properly protected. The corrosion of cast iron cylinders in water, according to the best 
authorities, and according to my own experience, is about one-sixth of an inch in a century. 
Chairman.] When you say iron will last for a century, is your statement based upon actual experience 

—is there any case where iron wharfs have been constructed for that length of time? Not for a 
century. 
How do you arrive at the conclusion you have stated to the Committee,—that iron will last for a 

century? I find in the Transactions of the British Association the following passage in reference to the 
corrosion of cast iron 

Extract, page 3, art. 288. 

The rate of corrosion is a decreasing one, at least when the coating of plumbago and rust has been removed prior to 
second immersion, which was unavoidable in these experiments. But, as I shall hereafter show, where this coating remains 
untouched, the rate of corrosion remains much more neaa-ly uniform, and is nearly proportionate to the time of reaction in given 
conditions." 

Norsa—At pages 52-53 are given the rates and amounts of corrosion of different kinds of iron; the mean of the several 
samples of cast iron experimented on being 1-6th inch in a century in pure sea-water. In foul sea-water the corrosion is some-
what more, but not much, being as about 8 to 7. (See Table, page 52.) 

Whose opinion is that? This is the report of a subcommittee of the British Association on the 
subject of the rate of corrosion of iron in sea-water, pure sea-water, foul sea-water, pure river-water, foul 
river-water, and in air. The report is drawn up by Mr. Mallett, one of the committee, a member of the 
Institute of Civil Engineers. 
Mr. Macintosh.] Has climate any effect in hastening corrosion? Yes; it is found that a moist warm 

atmosphere is much more conducive to corrosion than a cold dry one. 
What is the effect when sea-water is polluted by sewage? Iron corrodes more rapidly in foul sea-

water than in pure sea-water. 
You remember the "Megura" an iron ship wrecked at St. Paul's? Yes. 
Are you aware that in that vessel plates of 5-8ths of an inch thick rusted through in twenty years? 

Yes; but this has to be borne in mind,—that iron ships are constantly passing through the water at high 
velocity, and the friction tends to reduce the thickness of the iron; besides which, the copper of the 
various pipes, connecting steam-pipes, and so on, going through the vessel's bottom, which are all of brass 
or gun-metl, hastens corrosion very rapidly.* 
Was the iron referred to in the extract you have read subjected to vibration? The iron was placed 

in large boxes and immersed in water for two years. 
But not subjected to vibration? No. The effect of vibration on iron is considered to diminish corro-

sion ; and it is shown in this way,—that iron rails over which trains are constantly passing do not corrode 
at anything like the same rate as iron rails laid upon the ground and not in use. I was going on to say 
that in this book is tabulated the exact amount of corrosion that may be expected in pure sea-water, foul 
sea-water, clear fresh-water, and polluted fresh-water. The very purest boiler-plate iron—Low Moor-
plate—corrodes at the rate of one-fifth of an inch in a century, and the mean of twelve samples of cast-
iron at the rate of one-sixth of an inch in a century. 
.45. Have you had any experience with regard to the corrosion of iron in this Colony? I have. I produce 
the fragment of a gun that was found in the wreck of the "Robert Sayers"—a barque that was burnt and 
sunk above Darling Harbour Bridge over twenty years ago—when we blew her up, about eighteen months 
ago. She had been lying at the bottom to my certain knowledge for at least twenty years. You will 
observe that the moulding all round the gun is not even defaced. (Rraqinent of gun produced.) 
Uhairmanj What is that inside? Rust and mud. 
3fr. Jhfacintosle.] You say this sample has been immersed in sea-water? In foul sea-water, the very 

foulest in this harbour, for over twenty years. I had this taken to Cockatoo and turned in the lathe to 
get at the sound metal, but they have cut far below the rust. 
Chairman:] Will not the constituent qualities have much to do with the rate of corrosion, both in the 

composition of the iron itself and also in the composition of the water; first of all, might not one quality of 
iron be much less susceptible to rust than another quality? Yes, that is the case; wrought iron corrodes 
much more rapidly than cast iron. 
Without going into the difference between wrought and cast iron, is it not the case that some 

kinds of iron are much inferior to other kinds? Yes. 
Would not inferior iron he much more liable to corrosion than superior iron? Yes. 
So that the rate of corrosion would vary with the quality of the iron acted upon by the cause of cor-

rosion? Yes, no doubt. 
52.- Then with regard to the composition of the water, is it not the case that some water has constituent 
elements which cause it to corrode iron much more severely than other water? Yes; water that contains 

any 

NOTE (on revision) —In paragraph 331, page 15 of the above-mentioned papers, occurs the following passage :-" The 
lower part of an iron ship's floor is exposed to putrid bilge-water, which, on grounds already stated, is an agent of great corro-
sive power, and when heated, as beneath the boilers in steam-vessels, its effect is greatly increased." The " Great Britain" has 
to my own knowledge been running over thirty (30) years, and is still perfectly sound. 
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E. 0. any copper in solution; pumps in copper mines corrode with extraordinary rapidity, but ordinarily sea- 
Moriary,Esq. water varies very little in its constituents. It is found that iron castings made in green sand get a skin of 

silicate from the mould over the surface of the iron, which protects it greatly—it forms a regular coating 
5 May, 1874, of silica over the surface of the iron. 

MV. Macintosh.] Cast iron, as a general rule, is full of air? Not if properly cast. 
Take iron as supplied as a merchantable article—it is frequently full of fissures and air-bubbles? Some 

iron is so, but in order to obviate that, we always specify that cylinders and such like things shall be cast 
under a head of metal, and the weight of the iron in the head fbrces out all the air-bubbles. 

Chairman.] Would it be at all likely that the iron structure of this wharf would be of as fine quality 
as the iron in that gun? It would be of a class not so liable to corrode, because guns are generally made 
of soft iron, because being softer it is tougher. The iron we use for wharf purposes is of very hard quality, 
and the harder it is the less liable to corrosion. 
21[r. Macintosh.] Cast iron is frequently as hard as steel? Yes, and it is mentioned in the report I 

have quoted that the effect of immersion is to harden iron a little. 
You have seen the other plan exhibited, with regard to wharf accommodation at the Circular Quay? 

Yes. 
Do you think this plan affords accommodation in as complete degree as the other? I am quite con-

vinced it does, and at a very much cheaper rate. 
Suppose the Government were to resume the whole of the land from the Queen's Wharf to Dawes' 

Point,—do you not think it would be better and more easy to have the accommodation on the western 
side of the wharf than the eastern side—that is Campbell's Wharf; and under the public-house at Argyle-
street? I think not. If you look at the survey of the western side of the harbour, you will find the 
water off Dawes' Point is very shallow; the shore projects a long way out with very shallow water. The 
red buoy is a long way, and there is very little water there, not enough for large vessels. 
I do not mean to take in Dawes' Point, but Campbell's Wharf and Pile's Wharf—would you recom-

mend the Government to resume Campbell's Wharf, or such portion of it as might be required for wharf 
accommodation? No, I do not see any object to be gained by it; I do not think it would facilitate the 
trade of the port in any way. 
Would you recommend the Government to resume that portion of land that is under the public-house 

at Argyle-street ;—then the whole of the land on the east side of George-street would be in the hands of 
the Government ? I should not like to give an opinion on the matter without thinking more over it. I 
have not considered it yet. 
02. In the maintenance of the Circular Quay, has it been found that the owners of Campbell's Wharf 
make use of the wood portion—the plank portion of it, without maintaining it? I believe it is a matter 
of law. I remember when that gate was closed, and when Campbell's people broke it open; and speaking 
from memory. I think the question was tried and it was found that the Government had no right to 
exclude the traffic of Campbell's Wharf from the Circular Quay, which is a proclaimed thoroughfare. 
Mr. Wearne.] Could you give us the names and the amount of the tenders received from England—

For what did you call for tenders in England ? For the supply and delivery of the whole of the iron-
work free on board ship, according to plan and specification. The plan I have laid before you, and this is 
the specification. [Spec jfication handed in. See Appendix- AA 1.1 The names of the tenderers and the 
amounts are 

Horsely Company ... ... ... ... ... .. ... £51,950 - 
Lloyds, Foster, & Co. (delivered on board at London) ... ... 49,473 

Do. ( ,, ,, Liverpool) ... ... 48,740 
Kennard & Co. (at Newport) ... ... ... ... ... ... 50,619 

Do. (at Liverpool) ... ... ... ... ... 57,082 
Fairburn Engineering Company (at Liverpool) ... ... ... 59,149 
Canada Works, Birkenhead (at London) ... ... ... ... 60,543 
Cochrane & Co. (at London) ... ... ... ... ... ... 58,464 

Do (at Liverpool) ... ... ... ... ... 58,097 
Campbell, Johnson, & Co. ... ... .. ... ... ... 54,122 
Bridge and Roofing Company (at Loud On or Liverpool) ... ... 54,314 
Carter, Ford, & Co. (at London or Liverpool) ... ... ... 48,948 

Were the tenders called for in the Colony on the same specification for the iron-work? The same 
specification precisely for the iron-work, but including the erection of it also. 
For what were tenders called for in the Colony? For the supply and erection of the iron-work. 
Will you kindly give us now the tenders obtained in the Colony? Mr. Musson, £72,222; Messrs. 

Fowler and Williams, £89,898; and Messrs. Monteflore, Joseph, & Co., £104,000.* 
07. Uhairman.] Those tenders were for the erection of the works complete, sheds and all? Yes. 
.2I&. Wearne.] Including the stone-work? No; all the iron-work, sheds, and wharfs, but not the 

stone-work or reclamation. The English tenders also include the cost of the iron-work for the sheds. 
Will you be good enough to tell us in what the difference consists between the English tenders and 

the Sydney tenders? The English tenders are for the supply of the whole of the iron-work, for wharfs, 
sheds, and all, delivered free on board ship; the Colonial tenderst are for the whole of the same iron-work 
and for the erection of it; but without masonry or reclamation. 
What is your estimate of the remaining work to be done, having nothing to do with the iron-work 

at all? 
Concrete ... ... ... ... ... £1,624 
Painting ... ... ... .. - ... 2,810 

Planking . ... ... ,.. ... 6,445 
Timber stringers at back of wall .... ... ... 500 
Masonry of retaining walls ... .. ... ... 3,885 
Brickwork in walls, &c ... ... ... .. 4,800 
Filling in ... • ... .. ... ... 875 

What is your estimate of the freight on the iron-work from England? Freight and insurance, £4,398. 
I have put the freight at 30s. a ton. 72. 

No'r (on revision) :—I find, on looking over the tenders, that Mr. Musson's tender is for the supply of the iron only. 
f Norx (on revision) :—Excepting Musson's. 
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What is your estimate of the cost of erecting the whole of the iron-work here? Erecting cylinders I E. 0. 

have put at £7 a ton, which makes ... ... ,.. ... ... £5,145 Morrty,Lsq. 

Columiis, bollards, caps, &c. ... ... ... ... ... .. 1,089 
Wrought iron-work ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 5,502 5 May, 1874. 

£11,736 

Mr. Clarke.] Without going into detail, what would be the difference in cost for the completion of 
the wharf altogether, as between the English and Colonial tenders, takiiig the most eligible tender for each? 
About £22,300. 
Citairman.] When you gave the Committee your matured opinion that the plan now before us affords 

the necessary accommodation in the best manner, was that opinion based upon any consultation with the 
Harbour Master or the pilots engaged in berthing ships, or any men of maritime experience, accustomed 
to removing ships in harbour : have you had any consultation on the practical part of the question—that 
of berthing ships and easily removing them in the event of fire or anything of that kind ; or is your 
opinion formed merely on your own knowledge? It is chiefly on my own knowledge and observation and 
experience, and also to some extent on consultation with the Principal Harbour Master, Captain Nihill. 
It is also based in some respects on the evidence given before the late . Committee, and some objections 
which were raised there I have endeavoured to obviate; as, for instance, the width of these two berths—
No. 5 and another short berth. Exception was taken by the nautical witnesses to these berths, and I have 
cut them out in the preparation of the detailed design. 
You will of course admit that cost in such a construction as this is of comparatively small consequence, 

compared to affording the requisite facilities for the loading and unloading of ships, and for the easy 
removal of them in the event of any disaster such as fire? I think 50; I think the safety of the vessels 
and the facility of working are the first considerations, and I have kept them prominently in view. 
When you gave your opinion to the Committee just now, it was after duly considering all these parts 

of the question? It was. 
Mr. .Llfacinfosh.] Could a.ship load and unload in all weathers according to this plan? Yes, in all 

weathers, under cover. From the roof of the shed to the ship's hold a tarpaulin could be stretched which 
would keep all dry. 
What is the difference in level between the street and the working part of the wharf? The wharf is 

3 feet 6 inches higher than the street. 
Mr. iSutkerland.] Have you estimated the cost of stone piers to sustain this superstructure instead of 

cast-iron cylinders and concrete? Yes. I find that stone piers could not be estimated at less than £56,000, 
and the chances are they would cost considerably more, for in many places the depth of water is 50 feet, 
and to found stouemasonry at that depth is very expensive ; besides which, the Committee will readily 
understand that a wharf simply resting on stone piers would be nothing like so strong as one fastened 
to iron cylinders. In the one case it would be like a table resting on a number of uprights not secured in 
any way, because we cannot faston iron to stone; in the other case the legs would be mortised, at it were, 
into the table and also fast in the ground. The reason of our being unable to seéure an iron superstruc-
ture to stone piers is, that we must make provision for the expansion and contraction of the iron, and there-
fore we cannot tie the iron tQ the pier; it must be allowed to stand on them, and rollers must be 
introduced to allow the iron to expand freely; but with iron cylinders the case is different—the elasticity 
of the iron admits of expansion and contraction. 
1 wish to know the difference in cost between cast-iron columns and stone piers? About £43,000 at 

the very least. One would be about £56,000, and the other about £13,000. 

THURSDAY, 7 MAY, 1874. 

tz8ent 

Mn. SUTHERLAND, i Mu. WATSON, 
Mit. WEARNE. 

THE HON. HENRY PARKES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Norman Selfe, Esq., called in and examined :- 

GJiairman.] What is your profession? I am an engineer. N. Solfe, Esq. 
Are you in business on your own account, or how are you occupied? At the present time I am 

chief draftsman and the designing engineer for Mort's Dock and Engineering Company. 7 May, 1874. 
how long have you held that situation? Three or four years. 
Did you give evidence before this Committee last Session? I did not. 
You are aware of the object of the inquiry conducted by the Committee? I am. 

80. To consider the best means of improving the wharf accommodation of Sydney Harbour? Yes. 
Have you specially directed your attention to that subject? Since the publication of the Report of 

the Committee of last Session I have devoted a considerable amount of attention to the subject; 
Was your attention called to the subject before our Report aM evidence were ptinted? I had often 

taken a good deal of interest in the matter, and asked what was to be done; but my time being so fully 
occupied I was not able to go into it in the manner I have since done. 
Have you read the evidence taken before this Committee last Session? I have. 
Did you do anything in consequence of reading that evidence? Yes. In consequence of reading 

that evidence, I made a sketch of a plan which I thought better than any of those proposed, and that plan 
a number of gentlemen of practical experience thought was of such merit that 1 ought to submit it to 
the Minister for Works, and 1 thereupon sent a rough sketch of the idea to Mr. Sutherland. 
01. When you say a number of gentlemen thought so much of it as to think you ought to submit it to 
the Government, what exactly do you mean—did you invite a number of gentlemen to look at it? I did 
not. 

92. 
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N. Selfe, Esq. 92. How did they see it? At the house of a friend or relative of mine. The plan had been made some 
---k---.., time before. I may perhaps explain that one reason why I devoted my attention to it was this :—A gentle- 
7 May, 1874. man asked me to make a drawing of a plan that he had. I made a rough outline of it, and said—"I think 

I have a plan that is better than this"; and on my plan being shown to a number of gentlemen—among 
whom were practical people, including persons connected with the sea, and so on—they said no doubt that 
it was the best. In consequence of that I took further steps to put it into shape. 
93. Have you that plan with you? I have made three plans. The first was merely an outline sketch, 
about the size of a sheet of foolscap paper, giving the general idea. I forwarded a copy of that to the 
Minister, who requested me to furnish further information, with estimates of the cost. I then sent a plan, 
a copy of which I have with me, for a timber wharf of twelve berths, accompanied by an outline or draft 
specification, and approximate estimate for nine of them. 
Did you examine the locality before you prepared the plan, or did you prepare your plan without 

reference to the actual state of the locality. I visited the locality. 
And paid particular attention to it? I had not occasion to visit it much, having known it for a number 

of years; and I had a plan, showing the soundings, to refer to. 
is it not the ease that localities which we have known for many years come to be regarded in a very 

superficial way—that we do not regard them with an engineering eye unless we have a special purpose in 
view? Beiug an engineer I regarded it with a practical and technical eye, and I took the soundings from 
the Government chart, which I presume were correct. 
Then we are to understand that you have had your attention turned to the necessity or desirability of 

improving the wharf accommodation at the Circular Quay for some time past? Yes. Boughly speaking, 
for ten years past. 
The subject was by no means new to you when you commenced to make these plans? By no means. 
From what you have said, I gather that you have made several plans, and at last made one which 

embodied in a complete way your idea? All the plans were the same in principle. The first was a rough 
outline; the second was a plan sufficient for any practical man to see exactly what the construction was, 
showing the exact dimensions, and accompanied with a specification of the quality of the work, and detailed 
drawings of the several parts of the work. 

Did you make any other plan after that? I have made plans since, at the request of the Government, 
upon which tenders have been called for since that. (Plans pioduced.) 

Will you be good enough to explain to the Committee the character of your plans—the purposes 
which you think they will serve in a better way than any you have seen? There are three plans or 
drawings (pointing to them on table), one for a timber wluarf, one for a stone wharf, and one with the 
soundings. These soundings were furnished me by the Government, and, guided by them, I have worked 
exactly on the same basis as everybody else. These are soundings taken from the working drawings of the 
plan B appended to the Report of last Session. The Government, in February, called for tenders for an 
iron wharf; and in calling for tenders they furnished drawings. The soundings given on my plan are 
exactly the same as those on the Government plan, and the plan of the locality is exactly the same, the 
difference being that my plan shows the wharf I propose, instead of the iron wharf proposed by the 
Government engineer. I may mention that Mr. Sutherland wasgood enough to furnish me with a copy 
of the soundings, giving the depth to the mud surface, and to the rock, from borings which I saw Govern-
ment officers taking within the last few months. 

Now will you be kind enough to explain briefly how operations would be carried on under your plans 
—how they would serve to facilitate the work required to be done; that. is, the berthing, discharging, 
loading, and unberthing of ships? I presume you wish me to entirely separate the two distinct things to 
be considered in reference to a wharf. The method of berthing is one subject, the best method of con-
struction is an entirely different one. The design is one matter, and the method of construction, when you 
have settled the shape and form of the wharf, another. 

What I understand from you is that, in the first subject, you include the bringing of the ship into her 
berth with ease, securing her there with safety, and providing iheilities for her speedy discharge? J115t so. 

And you also include the facilities for loading and unloading, and the proper care of the goods when 
discharged or waiting to be taken on board, and the ease of removing the ship if she should require to be 
suddenly removed? Yes. I consider that the first thing necessary to provide on the wharf is accommoda-
tion for the ship, that she may unload or discharge from all three hatchways at once, and also that she should 
be able to discharge into or receive cargo from a lighter on the outer side if necessary at the same time. 
I also take into consideration the fact that every year the length of our ships is increasing. Sailing ships 
of 2,000 tons and 300 feet long are not at all unfrequent, neither are steamers of from 350 to 380 feet 
long. I take the "Sobraon" and "Hydaspes," as a types of a moderate sailing-ship of the present day, 
such as visit this port. Of course much larger ships are being built to visit other ports. I saw that by 
some of the plans proposed these ships could not discharge at all three hatchways, and also that if a vessel 
lay at these wharfs a lighter could not be brought alongside the main hatchway in some instances, and in 
no instance alongside the after hatchway. I also saw that in case of a vessel requiring to be moved, 
two or three other ships would require to be taken out of their places first. I then put together the 
points that required to be attained to effect all these desirable objects, and produced a plan which in 
my opinion does embody these points. I consider that every ship should be able to be drawn out at 
once, without interfering with any other vessel, and that that can be done by this plan is I think evident 
even to unprofessional eyes. The least berth I have provided here is 200 feet long I think, and, as 
there is 80 feet between the side of one ship and the side of the next, and that the largest class 
of ships are only about 40 feet broad, there would be a space of 40 feet between, giving room for 
another large ship or a collier to go in there with coal or anything else. I then considered that when a 
ship comes alongside to discharge from three hatchways, it is necessary the goods should be got away as 
speedily as possible, and, in the ease especially of heavy goods, I should put them, at once from the ship's 
tackles, or whatever tackles are lifting them, on to the truck that is to take them away. I have therefore 
arranged the shed in such a manner that it would be within a moderate distance of the wharf, so that if 
goods required storing they could be put into the shed at once, but if any truck, dray, or lorry were in 
waiting, they could be dropped into it at once, so as to save the necessity of two handlings. All these 
objects can be carried out by this plan. If the goods required to be stored, they can be stored with equal 
facility under this plan as by any other plan, because the shed is within what is considered as the most con- 

veujent 
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venient distance from the ship's side-20. or 30 feet. My object in laying such stress upon this N. Selfe, Esq. 
point is from the fact of seeing that by some plans the whole circuit of the wharfs was enclosed, and if you 
had a boiler or package of heavy machinery to put on to a truck, you would perhaps have to take down 7 May, 1874. 
some of the wharf, and then have to put up a pair of shears or tackle to get that from the tramway wag 
gon on to the truck which is to take it up to tovn. By this plan one of the large waggons can come right 
on to the wharf and receive it from the ship's tackles. If sugar or anything of that kind is being un-
loaded it can be deposited on the trucks at once. That would save three or four men to every tramway 
waggon. In case of goods being stored in this shed, drays or waggons could come to the shed and still 
unload from raised platforms. I admit the advantage of having raised platforms for some special reasons, 
but roundthe whole cicuit of the wharfs it is a disadvantage. Of that there can be no doubt—to have raised 
platforms and nothing else. If you have raised platlbrms the whole distance, you shut yourself up from 
getting anything to a ship's side except on the special tram waggon.' 

How many ships will your plan accommodate? The plan,. as first drawn, to go right round to the 
point, was designed to afford twelve berths, but I afterwards thought six would be sufficient for the pre 
sent.* I look upon the matter in this light,—that the Government should rather seek to provide first-class 
accommodation for a limited number of very large vessels of the modern class, with facilities for expedi-
tious discharge, than to compete with other wharfs in providing accommodation for ordinary vbssels. 
Acting on that 'view, I have rather cought to provide a limited number of first-class berths than to accom-
modate a larger number of vessels of inferior size. 

Is this model yours which is here? It is. (Model of ,Mi. Selfe's plan placed upon the table.) 
I presume that is intehded to show exactly how your plan would act? It is. That model is an exact 

copy of the portion of this plan for which tenders were called, and the ships are made to scale, the 
dimensions being taken in many instances from Lloyd's Register, and in other instances from measurements 
I have actually taken of the ships themselves. (The witness described the operation of isis plan by reference 
to the model, pointing out its various advantages, particularly with reference to the manner of berthing and 
mrnoving ships.) 

Mr. Watson.] Supposing the " Sobraon" were at No. 2 berth and the "Hydaspes" at No. 4, how 
would you get a vessel like the "Macgregor" into No. 3? Such a vessel would not require to be taken 
into that berth; there would be others where she could be better accommodated. You ask me to take the 
largest ship and put her into the worst berth. Every system has its weak place, and that is the weak spot 
in this. I never expected that a vessel of that size would be put in there; that berth is for an ordinary 
sized vessel; but it can be placed there, though with more difficulty than into other berths. (The witness 
placed the ship on the model.) 

Chairman.] Would not this plan of yours encroach more upon the area of water than other plans 
that have been submitted—it has that appearance? Not nearly so much as any of the jetty plans, but 
rather more than the echelon plan. You will observe that this model does not show more than half the-
cove—only one side—which gives it the appearance of limiting the water space more than would be the 
actual fact. 

It does not represent the whole water, area? No; this starts from opposite the Paragon Hotel, and 
extends to about 75 yards past the wool stores. There would be room for six more berths the same length 
as these. 

From an engineering point of view you would consider it a weak feature in any plan, in proportion 
to its encroachment upon, and therefore diminution of, the water area, would you not? Not at all. The 
water is there for.the accommodation of ships, and we only want to make the best use of it. I consider 
that by placing the berths in this way I have made the best use of it. 
112:  'What I mean is this: is it not desirable to keep uninjured and undisturbed in any way as large an 
area of the cove—the locality you are speaking of—as possible, for the manmuvring or movement of ships; 
and would not any unnecessary encroachment on the water area be a weakness on any plan, as a general prin-
ciple? As a general principle, but not necessarily, for this reason :—The cove is now of a very irregular shape. 
The roadway is much narrower opposite Flood's stores than it is elsewhere. I make a good deal of ground 
where the roadway is narrow, and where any scheme must necessarily have ground made. I make a great 
deal opposite these stores. That berth (pointing to the plan) is nearly all in the water, but the berth at the 
projection is close to the present quay wall. Consequently, I contract the cove nothing at all on the 
whole. That will be seen on reference tothe plan showing the original line of the cove and the new line 
with these wharfs constructed. 

I will put the question in another form. There must be some line of space within which ships 
require to manmuvre in getting in and out—one ship coming in and another out, steamers going across 
the bay, and boats going in different directions—there must be a certain line which is required to be left 
open. Would your plan encroach upon the line within which ships generally are manmuvred in getting 
in and getting out? It would not. 

None of these projects would interfere with the deep water—the line of occupation when ships are in 
motion? I believe there is more water-way for getting out at this end of the cove on this plan than on 
any of the other plans, for this reason—that I prqject no further than is absolutely necessary to get into 
deep water. Whatever plan is adopted, that must be done. No plan that has been propounded affords, 
in my opinion, such facilities for manceuvring a vessel as this. 

Mr. Watson.] What is the amount of your estimate of the cost of this plan of yours? Tenders have 
been called for, and some have been sent in, to construct it entirely of stone, or of brickwork in cement, or 
of timber—berth No. 3 to be of stone in any case. The tenders for a timber wharf, with stone for No. 3, 
ranged from £29,785 to £38,800. These were tenders actually received. For constructing of stone 
throughout the tenders were £90,065, £104,500, £115,440, and £116,301 18s. 7d. For constructing it of 
brick-work in cement, from the rock upwards, and with stone copings, £98,000. 

Mr. Wearne.] Does that include the sheds? No, only the wharf. The sheds I consider a matter of 
detail. It does include drainage, silt-pits, and walls for backing drays, &c., against, that is, raised plat-
forms. 

Does it embrace the planking of the wharf? In both cases the wharf is complete. In one case the 
planking is 6-inch hardwood; in the other the surface is blue-metalled and ballasted, the same as the 

streets. 

NOTE (on revision) :—I arranged with the Guvernment in December last, before making the necessary plans and specifi-
cations upon which, tenders were to be called, that six out of the twelve berths proposed, commencing from the Prince's Stairs, 
being those represented by the model, should be the ones submitted to contractors for their tenders. 
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N. Selfe, Esq. streets. I would like to mention that since I have made this model, I have considered some defects in this 
t-"--- plan, in case it were required to berth the largest class of vessels, say 4,000 tons, to obviate which I have 
7 Alay. 15. made a new drawing, which is very similar, but a slight improvement on that shown by the model, and will 

cost just the same money. By drawing a straight line from the projecting point opposite the Blackwall 
Stores, and parallel with those stores, 150 feet off, to a point opposite the bottom of Phillip-street, making 
berths 4, 5, and 6, into one long berth 830 feet long. I can lay that plan upon the table if the Corn mittee 
wish. (Plan produced.) My object in doing this was to provide for still larger vessels, seeing that their length 
is increasing. I have ascertained from Mr. El. H. I-Tall what are the dimensions of the hatchways of the 
vessels about to be, built for the San Francisco Mail Service, and I considered that it would be well that 
the Government should make the wharf so that one of these or similar vessels could discharge in two or 
three days if necessary. I have provided exactly the same accommodation, but by making the wharf 830 
feet long in one line, I can get in three vessels of 2,000 tons, or two of 3,500 tons, or the "Great 
Eastern," if she should come here. 

Your plan could be extended so as to provide additional berths, on the same principle? Yes, by the 
modification ten berths are provided. I have extended these berths and made ten*  so that the ships now 
engaged in the China trade, which will very shortly have to be employed here, because smaller vessels 
cannot compete with them, and we should therefore provide accommodation for ships of 3,000 tons, so that 
they should be able to discharge in three or four days or a week. As the fore hatchway of the 
"Hydaspes," is about 200 feet from the stern, any wharf to allow her to discharge from all three must be 
at least of that length. The "Sobraon" is longer still; and in the vessels now building for the San 
Francisco Service, it will be about 280 odd feet from the bow to the after hatchway, and about 302 feet 
from the stern to the fore hatchway; so that a wharf 300 feet long would be absolutely necessary to 
enable these vessels to discharge. 

Uhairman.] Will you be good enough to give the Committee your opinion as an engineer on the 
comparative value of the different modes of construction—stone, wood, and iron—as to durability? I do 
not consider that you can institute a comparison as to the durability of stone and iron, because stone is 
practically indestructible, as far as we know in human experience ; whereas iron in a saline atmosphere is 
as liable to destruction as anything I know of. 

Then as to wood? To compare an iron wharf with wood, it would be absolutely necessary to know 
the thickness of the different portions of the iron. One iron wharf might be made so thick that corrosion 
going on at a certain rate might take centuries to destroy it, and another so thin that after twenty years 
it would tumble down with its own weight. You cannot institute a comparison without knowing the 
particulars. 

]LIr. Wearne.3 You have seen particulars of the tenders called for for an iron wharf—compare that with 
a wooden wharf? I do not wish to criticise another gentleman's plan. The plan, as I understand it from 
the drawings I have seen, is for iron girders resting on supports 30 feet apart. A wooden wharf would be 
on girders, say 10 feet apart, consequently the wooden wharf would have nine supports for one of the 
other in an equal area, and in case of deterioration of any portions of the wharf, nine chances to one, as 
compared with the wharf with large bearings. From my experience of the rusting of iron, having seen 
vessels now in this port that have had their topsides—the part entirely out of the water—renewed twice 
since they been plying in the waters of Port Jackson, I am of opinion that plateiron in proximity to 
water is very liable to corrosion; in fact, it must be painted twice a year to keep it in any way decent 
at all. 

Chairman.] Do you know the thickness of the cylinders generally used for such a purpose? We 
must entirely keep separate the decay of cylinders and the decay of girders. As to the corrosion of cast-
iron I can speak with perfect knowledge, having had practical proof of it, because I have taken up from 
the sea portions of cast-iron which have been down for (say) twenty years, and I have marked the degree of 
corrosion. Some six years ago I took up a valve box at the Sugar Works at the North Shore, put up by 
the late Mr. Robey. It was covered with oysters, and I put a man to clean it, and I then found the iron 
had become so soft that I could cut it quite away; it was turned to the consistency of hard plumbago. 

What had been the thickness of that? Five-eighths of an inch. 
How long had it been down? I believe it was put down somewhere between 1850 and 1855. I 

should say it could not have been down more than twenty years. I have seen other cases of the same 
kind; for instance, at the works at which I am engaged, a piece of iron from the bottom of the dock 
pumps, where it was entirely removed from any foreign metal which might have exercised any galvanic 
influence over it, and that was corroded to the extent of a quarter of an inch. I could show the pieces of 
that. 

How long had it been down? It is about twenty years since these pumps were put down. At the 
same time I do not lay much stress on the corrosion of cast-iron, because I am of opinion that if it is 
specially selected iron, when it has corroded to the extent of a quarter of an inch, it will go on decaying 
in a gradually decreasing ratio that in course of time will amount to nothing—it will form a coating 
which will protect the interior iron, Still, I have not the slightest doubt this corrosion does go on to a 
very great extent; and it will be necessary to allow an extra quarter of an inch (say) to meet it. That is 
so far as the cylinders are concerned. But I know that iron plates, of which girders are formed, especially 
when in contact with wood, are liable to most serious corrosion, so much so that when removing the water-
ways of iron ships they often tumble to pieces. That can be seen in the case of the old steamer 
"G-rafton," now undergoing repairs, and a number of other vessels. The "Breadalbane," belonging to 
Captain Heselton, has had her top-sides renewed twice within the last twenty years. Her top-sides are 

about 

No (on revision) :- feet. 

No. 1—Berth .................................................................. 200 
2 ..................................................................... 200  
3 .................................................................... 330  
4 
5 .................................................................... 830  
6 
7 .................................................................... 200  
8 ..................................................................... .............................................................. 225  

250  

10 .................................................................... 300  or more. 
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about a quarter of an inch thick.* The "Morpeth," also, has had her top-sides renewed. And the same N. Selfe,IEsq. 
thing applies more or less to every steamer in the harbour. 

Mr. Wearne.] What is the thickness of the thinnest portion of the iron in this wharf for which 7 May, 1874. 
tenders have been called for? I have never seen the original drawings, but I have been informed that 
there are portions of these girders only a quarter of an inch thick, which is probably a mistake. 

If this quarter of an inch were. altered to half an inch, it would answer the purpose? It would 
answer the purpose so far as making a larger allowance for corrosion; but if the thickness is to be doubled 
it will double the cost. It is simply a question of weight. I cannot conceive why it is necessary to make 
anything of a bird-cage construction about a wharf, when you have the most splendid material in the 
shape of stone alongside; or if a temporary structure is wanted, you have wood. The difference between 
the cost of iron and wood will far more than replace the wood. I have never heard of any instance of an 
iron wharf being put up in any of the large manufacturing ports of the Old Country, except an iron wharf 
put up at Blackwall many years ago, of a totally different construction from this. It has always seemed 
to me that if iron were a good thing to use for such purposes, the wharfs in Glasgow, where the cost of 
iron is so very much less than here, would have been constructed of iron. In all the principal docks and 
ports of the Old Country—respecting which, though I have never visited many of them, I can depend 
upon professional works—I do not find that such a thing has ever been heard of. The only cases in which 
I have ever seen or heard of iron wharfs being constructed were in such places as running out a jetty, 
or where they have had to screw piles into the land, or where they could get no foundation for stone 
piers. At Wellington, in New Zealand, they have such a wharf; running out perhaps 160 feet, with a T 
end of 150 feet long. It is very narrow, being only 35 feet wide; still three steamers can lie there—one 
at each side and one in front. The cylinders of this wharf are 16 feet 6 inches centres; and on the 
sea faces they are 4 feet diameter; they are connected longitudinally and transversely by wrought-iron 
girders, and again connected both ways by another set of girders 8 feet below the top ones, all the inter-
spaces having diagonal T iron bracing. This it will be seen is a very strong piece of work; but the 
"Otago" steamer some years ago cut a great many feet right into it, through girders, joists, and planking. 
(See Maynard's" Bridges, 4c.") - 

Mr. Sutherland.] Have you a copy of the specification on which tenders were called for for a wharf 
on your plan? Yes. (Specflcation handed in. See Appendix BB 1.) I will also hand in the three plans 
on which tenders have been called for (Plans handed in as well as the improved plan which I have made 
since. (Plan handed in.) 

Mr. Wearne.] The cost of this improved plan would be about .the same, I think I understood you to 
say? Yes, within about £2,000-2,000 less. 

Captain John Ward called in and examined 
Chairman.] You are in command of the ship "British Statesman"? Yes. Capt. John 
Have you visited this port often? No, this is my first visit. Ward. 
Have you visited other ports in Australia? No, I have never been in these Colonies before. 
To what part of the world have you chiefly traded? To India and Burmah. 7 May, 1874. 
What experience have you had in command of ships? Three years. 
I presume you have served a much longer time as an officer? Yes; I have been twelve years at sea. 
This Committee of the Legislative Assembly is appointed to inquire into and report upon the best 

means of improving the wharf accommodation of Sydney Harbour, and it has been thought that you might 
give the Committee some opinion as to whether the wharfage accommodation at the present time is suffi-
cient, more especially in comparison with other ports? Not at all sufficient. 
.137. Where is your ship lying? At the wharf; opposite the Commissariat Stores. 

Do you find any impediment to the discharge of your ship? Yes, we have been greatly delayed by 
rain; we have not been able to land any cargo for fear of its getting damaged. 

In other ports of the world have you been able to discharge in all weathers? To a great extent. In 
India the rains are so heavy sometimes that men hardly like to go out in the wet, indepesidently of the 
damage to cargo. I have gone to India with a ship as large as the "British Statesman," and have had all 
my cargo out in six days. 

Since you have been in this port, have you paid any attention to the natural formation of Sydney 
Cove? Just casually; I have not paid any minute attention to it. 

Perhaps you would inform the Committee how you think it could be improved? I think the easiest 
way would be by running jetties out for ships to lie directly alongside, and wharfs and sheds on the shore 
as well. 

Mr. Watson.] Have you seen the plans that have been laid before this Committee and are attached 
to the Report of last Session? I have seen some of them. The one I thought the best was marked 
"Appendix F,"--a jetty plan, much on the same principle as I have been accustomed to at Calcutta. 

Have you seen plan B, attached to the Report of last Session? Yes, I think I have. 
Will you explain why you consider plan F better than plan B? I think, on plan F vessels would 

have more chance of getting coasters alongside to load coals, and vessels would be more easily put into their 
berths and taken out than on plan B. Besides, ships on the projecting berths—where the "Sobraon" and 
"Underly" are shown on the plan B—could not be properly secured. 

[At this stage of the proceedings Mr. Sutherland tooJc the Chair.] 
Here is a plan, which I see is marked No. 6, submitted by the Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours as an 

improvement on plan B. You will observe that on this improved plan the wharf where the "Sobraon" 
lies is made much wider. Will you look over this plan and see whether you consider it an improvement 
on plan B, and whether with the improvement you would prefer it to plan F? I see the same fault in it 
as I spoke of before. How could vessels at berths 6 and 4 get their stiffening in from colliers or take cargo 
in or out by lighters? 

Mr. Wearne.] Would there not be room between the vessels at berth 6 and that mooring? No. At 
any rate, the vessel at the projecting berth (5) has not sufficient wharfage to keep her steady without 
additional moorngs. 147. 

* Nova (on revision) —Captain Heselton has since informed me that they have been replated three times in eighteen years. 
574—B. 
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Capt. John 147. 2Ir. Watson.] You object to plan B on account of the difficulty in mooring vessels? The difficulty of 
Ward. mooring this vessel at berth 5. 
E-' 148. A&. Sutherland..] If there were room between the two ships for a collier to come in, your objection 
7 May, 1874. so far as that is concerned would be removed? Yes, no doubt. Still I think the jetty plan is preferable; 

vessels could be better secured. 
Mr. Watson.] Do you see any difficulty in getting a vessel into or out of her berth at No. 6, sup-

posing there were a vessel already moored at No. 5? There would be no great .difficulty in getting her 
out, if you had steam power to assist you. 

Would there be less difficulty than in plan F? .On plan F I do not see any difficulty at all. 
You have had these plans before you since last night? Yes. 
Supposing all these plans were put before you, which would you adopt? Plan P. 
Where have you seen a plan sithilar to plan F? At Calcutta. The only difference is that at 

Calcutta, lying in the tide-way, we are obliged to lie across the end of the wharf, and each ship has a jetty 
to herself. There are lines of rails laid down and trucks sufficient to take one sling of cargo and run it 
right into the warehouse, where it can be sorted, and delivered on the opposite side. 

Here is another plan-Mr. Selfe's plan-what do you think of that as a wharf for the Circular 
Qhay? There will be great difficulty, in case of fire, in getting a long vessel out of berth No. 3. 

Mr. Sutherland.] Would there be any difficulty in getting out a shorter vessel? There would, if she 
was on fire; whichever way she went, one of the vessels near her would run a certain amount of risk. 

Then, if I understand you, you prefer F to either of these? Yes. 
Mr. Watson.] Of all the plans you have seen you prefer F? Yes. 
Mr. Sutherland.] Supposing plan F should not be adopted, which of the other two would you prefer 

-the improved plan (No. 6) handed in by Mr. Moriarty, or Mr. Selfe's plan? Of these two I would prefer 
Mr. Moriarty's plan. Excepting for these three berths, 4, 5, and 6, I think this a very good plan; I think 
the moorings at 5 are defective, and at the others there does not seem to be room for getting in 
colliers. 

Supposing there is room to get in colliers, your objection as to that would be obviate4? Yes. 

Mr. Wearne.] You think plan F would give you all the accommodation required here for a long time 
to come? Yes. 
16L Have you seen a better plan than plan F at any place you have visited? None that you could adopt 
here. The greatest facilities are afforded at the docks in London, .where they hoist everything into large 
warehouses at once, which of course would not be always requisite here. 

Captain Alexander Barclay Farquhar called in and examined 
Capt. Al-. B. 162. Mr. Sutherland.] You are Managing Director of Mort's Dock and Engineering Company? Yes. 
l'arquhar. 163. You have been captain of a vessel for some years? Yes. 

7M1874 
164. And have had considerable experience in berthing, and in loading and unloading ships? Yes. 

ay, 165. This is a Committee of the Legislative Assembly, appointed for the purpose of taking evidence as to 
the best mode of constructing wharfs at the Circular Quay, to facilitate the loading and unloading of 
vessels, and we have called you to ask you to give us the result of your experience. We have several 
plans before us, and you will be asked to name which you think the best for the purpose. Have you seen 
any of these plans P I have seen this-(Mr. Se/fe's model). 

Mr. Watson.] Will you look at this one-plan B? Yes, I have seen this; but I have not seen the 
plans marked A and C (attached to the former Ileport). Plan B and that model (Mr. Selfe's) are the only 
ones I have seen. 

Will you lock particularly at plan F, and also at a plan marked No. 6, submitted by Mr. Moriarty 
as an improvement on plan B, and inform the Committee which you think the best for improving the 
wharfage accommodation of the Circular Quay-which do you think offers the greatest facilities for loading 
and unloading, and gives the greatest amount of accommodation? As far as that goes, you get more 
berths on plan F. 

We should like your opinion upon the merits of the two plans taken as a whole? I do not like this plan 
F-I do not like the method of berthing the ships. The way the vessels lie here is inconvenient for getting 
them in or out, and a great portion of their length overlapping the piers exposes them to cross winds from 
the north-east and south-the strongest winds that blow here-either driving them on to the pier on one 
side or pulling them away on the other. 

.11fr. Wearne.] The piers migt be extended? I merely speak of the piers as I see them on the plan. 
I prefer the style of plan No. 6-Mr. Moriarty's improved plan. 

Would not the same objection arise on pMn No. 6 as you point out in reference to plan F, supposing 
there weie a westerly wind? The westerly winds are not, as a rule, so strong in this harbour; they do 
not blow so frequently or so violently as the winds from the south to south-west, and from north to north-
east. On plan No. 6 these vessels are all facing the north-east, and are protected by the land. The 
westerly wind, from my experience of ten or eleven years, does not blow with such force as to affect vessels 
moored in this way; but your southerly and north-easterly winds are very strong, and by No. 6 the vessels 
lie end on to them. You may raise an objection to the position of the vessels in the middle, at the bottom 
of Pitt-street; but they lie under the shelter of the ground and houses. 

That would apply also to plan F? Yes, these vessels would be sheltered, but on the sides of the 
cove they would be exposed to the strong winds I have spoken of, if moored to jetties like these. 

Would a vessel lying at berth No. 5, on Mr. Moriarty's improved plan, be safe, with a dolphin at each 
end as shown on the plan? Yes, perfectly safe. The vessel shown here is meant to represent one of the 
largest steamers-the "Mikado." 
13. Could that steamer be discharged in that space-140 feet of wharf? She could be; but I presume 
what you wish to know is does it give the greatest facility. 
174. Would it be better to make that berth longer? If you are going to berth a vessel of that class there 
-a large steamer, working three and some of them four hatches at once-it would be an advantage to. 
extend this wharf, if you appoint that as a wharf for ships of that class. 

175 
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.M. Sntlierland.J That berth could be extended, without interfering with the general plan, by moving Capt. Alex. D.  
these other berths further on? Yes. Farquhar. 

Mr. Wearne] You think that, in any wharfage accommodation, we should provide for allowing a collier t-- 
or lighter to Come 011 the outside of each vessel? It would be advisable. 7 May, 1874. 

Could that be done in every instance on plan F? It would be rather tight room for two colliers. 
There would be room for one? .Yes, but they might want one for each ship at the same time. I 

think more of the water-way is occupied by plan F than by the others. 
Which is an objection? Decidedly. When you talk of bringing in vessels like the "Mikado," your 

navigable space should be as large as possible. 
And that is one of the objections you have to plan F ? Yes, it encroaches more upon the navigable. 

water. 
21r. Sutherland.] Could you moor such a vessel as the "Mikado" at that wharf at all? No, not 

according to the apparent scale of this plan. According to the scale here (plan F), the piers appear to be 
250 feet long. You could not moor a vessel like the "Mikado" there without laying out stern moorings 
and moorings on each quarter. . 

At berth No. 5 on plan No. 6 a vessel of 350 feet long is shown moored at a berth of 140 feet? Yes; 
but you see she is not lying in the same way; at the pier she would show the projecting portion of her length 
to the greatest force of wind, whereas at this berth (.N. 5 on plan No. 6) she shows the least surfaceto the 
strongest winds-the whole pressure of the wind on plan F is against her stern, slowing it round, but on 
the other plan the wind is blowing with her, and she has her dolphins besides. 

Mr. Watson.] You have seen Mr. Selfe's plan? Yes, I saw that at the Exchange some time ago. 
Which of the two plans, No. 6 and plan F, do you prefer? For facility of berthing, loading, and 

unloading, and for facility of handling vessels, I prefer No. 6. 
Will you give us your opinion of Mr. Selfe's plan as compared with No. 6? I decidedly prefer 

No. 6 to Mr. Selfe's plan. 
As the one which offers the greatest facilities? Yes; it appears to afford more accommodation in 

the same area-eleven berths as against six; that is assuming that berth No. 1 on one plan is equiva-
lent to No. 1 on the other, and No. 6 on one plan to No. 11 on the other. 

Having seen all the plans, you prefer No. 0 (Mr. Moriarty's improved plan) P Yes, that is the best 
plan I have seen so far. I saw Mr. Selfe's plan at the Exchange, and I did not like berth No. 3, to begin 
with-this is a very awkward berth. 

It would be dicult to get a vessel in and out, supposing the other berths were full? Yes; with a 
large ship you would require eight or ten different lines, and twenty to fifty men to attend to them if there 
was any wind. In a strong southerly wind a large ship would take charge of you, and go first into one 
vessel and then into the next-in fact she would sweep the cove-if you attempted to bring her in 
there. (The witness further ilinstrated his meaning by means of Mr. Selfe's model.) 

Have you been at any ports where the echelon plan of berthing proposed by Mr. Moriarty has been 
adopted? Not on a large scale. The only place I knew where it has been adopted was at the P. and 0. 
Company's wharfs in the Hooghly, which are on that principle. 

On a small scale? Yes; only four berths. 
Have you seen any like plan F-the jetty plan? No, except in some of the docks, at Home, where a 

few vessels are berthed at the ends of some of the docks. 
Have you been at Calcutta? Yes. 
Is there such a wharf there? Not when I was there. 
A gentleman who has just retired, Captain Ward, says there are berths at Calcutta on a similar plan, 

but that vessels lie at the ends of the jetties instead of by the sides? I was going to say that if he 
berthed his ship there in the way shown in this plan, he would be a great fool. Nothing would holda ship 
there berthed in this way. The tide runs ten knots, and a bore comes in at the rate of fourteen. 

Mr. Wearne.] Is there any other objection to Mr. Selfe's plan except the one you have stated-any 
other reason why you prefer No. 6 to this? The vessels 'on Mr. Selfe's plan appear to come further out 
into the fairway than in Mr. Moriarty's. It is a grekt point to keep as much of the fairway clear as, 
possible. Any unnecessary encroachment on the navigable water, so as to interfere with the movement 
of ships, is an objection. 

MONDAY, 11 MAY, 1874. 

3tecnt:- 

Mn. CLARKE, Mn. MACINTOSH, 
Mn. WEARNE. 

THE HON. HENRY PAR.KES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Captain Fames Munro called in and examined 
Chairman.] You hold some office in connection with the A. S. N. Company? Yes-Marine Super- Capt. J. 

intendent. Munro. 
This Committee has been appointed to inquire into the best meaiis of improving the wharf accommo- 

dation of Sydney Harbour-I dare say you are aware of that? Yes, I have heard of it. I have not had 11 May, 1874, 
sufficient time to look well into the matter. 

Several plans have been submitted to the Committee-one prepared by Mr. Moriarty, one by Com-
mander Gowiland, and one by Mr. Selfe-have you seen any of these plans? I have seen Mr. Moriarty's, 
and a small lithograph of Mr. Selfe's. 

I suppose, from your experience, you have formed some opinion as to whether the wharf accommoda-
tion in the harbour, especially that in Sydney Cove, is sufficient? I can scarcely say much about the 
accommodation in Sydney Cove, but there is plenty round the harbour which might be made available, as 
well as that in Sydney Cove. 
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Capt. J. 200. Has your attention been at all directed to the accommodation at the Circular Quay—to the aetual 
Munro. state of the wharf there now? No. 
r-- 201. Are you not aware that ships cannot come close to the wharr, but have to discharge down a very long 
11 May, 1874. stage? Yes. Of course that can be rectified by piling out and laying the ships alongside. 

You say you have seen Mr. Moriarty's plan—are you pretty well acquainted with it? Yes. 
What is your opinion about it? My impression is that it is a good plan generally. 
The plan is on the table—will you have the kindness to look at it—Do you think vessels could be 

readily berthed according to that plan? Yes, everywhere, with the exception of berths 6, 7, and 8, and 
that could be rectified by putting two vessels there instead of three. 

What is your objection to that particular part of the plan? Merely the vessels overlapping each 
other so much that, in the event of fire—which, however, is not usual—they would have to be got round 
before they could be taken out; but that could be done by having steamers at hand to do so. In addition 
to the overlapping, there would be the bowsprit and jibboom of one vessel interfering with another. 
These have now become almost part of the ship's standing rigging, and on account of the trouble of rigging 
them out and in, captains do not like to do so, as the general appearance of the ship is spoiled thereby. 
But if you took one of these three vessels away and made only two berths, I do not think there would be 
any difficulty. 
200. In the event of fire you think there would be some difficulty in liberating these ships? Yes, so far 
as these berths are concerned. [Mr. Sefe's improved plan., forwarded to the Committee this day, laid before 
the witness.] 

This is a plan supposed to be an improvement on Mr. Selfe's first proposal: you will observe that 
each ship has a separate wharf, on which he proposes to erect a separate shed? It appears a very good 
plan. This would appear to me to be better than Mr. Moriarty's plan, in respect to the berths I have just 
been speaking of; otherwise it is much the same. [Mr. S'elfe's model shown to witness.] I think this 
(referring to that part of .2l&. Selfe's improved plan showing a straight wharf frontage of 830 feet) is a very 
good idea. FJI&. Gowlland's plan F exhibited to the witness.] In the West India Docks, when I was 
young, they had every ship berthed at the stone wall or sides of the docks, but since the shipping have 
increased so much they have built jetties about every 350 feet, and a vessel lies on each side the jetty, and 
there is also room for a vessel to lie alongside the wall between the jetties. In Glasgow they have a con-
tinuous line of wharf on each side for about three miles, and vessels lie alongside with a shed to each 
vessel. In Liverpool there is a shed to almost every ship in the dock, and when goods are landed they 
compel the consignee to take them away at once; otherwise they store them. 

Have you formed any opinion as to Mr. Gowlland's plan F? I should prefer Mr. Selfe's improved 
plan to Mr. Gowlland's. 

JI&. Macintosh.] Would there be any difficulty in keeping fast a vessel at No. 5 berth on Mr. 
Moriarty's plan? No; there is a dolphin here; there would be no difficulty in holding her—making her 
fast in the middle to the wharf; the dolphins would steady her; whatever strong wind there was would be 
end on. 

Would there be any objection from southerly winds at No.9 berth? No. They would lie there just as 
they do at present; in fact they would have better moorings, because now they have to lie off at the end of 
a long stage of 40 or 50 feet. 

As a shipmaster, do you think either of these plans—Mr. Moriarty's improved plan marked No. 6, 
and Mr. Selfe's improved plan now submitted—has any material advantage the oe over the other ? The 
only objection I see to Mr. Moriarty's plan is as to these two berths, 7 and 8. 

With that exception, you have no difference of opinion in favour of one over the other? None. I 
would as soon have one as the other, only for that. 

By putting two vessels instead of three where berths 6, 7, and 8 are now shown, you think that 
objection would be removed? Yes. 

Would all these other vessels be easily berthed, taking into consideration the narrowness of the bay? 
There would be no difficulty at all in mooring vessels, except at 6, 7, and S. 

Mr. Wearne.] Do you think a southerly wind would be an objection;  coming down across Mr. Gowl-
land's plan? No doubt it would. Supposing a ship was light and waiting for stiffening, and a southerly 
burster coming down, the weight of her masts and yards would blow her over on to the jetty, and make 
her lie very awkwardly. 1 have sometimes seen a vessel go over that way in the docks in London, and her 
yards go right through the sheds on the shore. 

Is our cove subject to these southerly winds? Yes, very much so, at certain seasons. 
Is there any other objection to that plan? A great deal of trucking would be requisite—something 

like the A.S.N. Company's wharfs. We are working incessantly with trucks, whereas if a vessel could 
lie alongside the wharf she would not require half the labour. \V,hen a vessel can be got alongside, as in 
Mr. Moriarty's or Mr. Selfe's plan, you can work as you please—from one hatch or three, according to the 
labour you put on. 

Do you think it is an objection that the jetties running out into the cove take up so much of the 
water space? Yes; no doubt it would interfere with the movement of ships and the passenger boats 
which are continually run1ing in and out; still there would be sufficient room for taking vessels in and 
out. Every vessel now is moved in tow of a steamer. 

Of these three plans, Mr. Gowlland's plan F is not your choice? No. 
Of the other two plans now before you, Mr. Selfe's and Mr. Moriarty's, which do you prefer? Mr. 

Selfe's improved plan as it stands. 
What are the advantages of this plan over the other? The overlapping of these three vessels at 

berths 6, 7, and 8 on Mr. Moriarty's plan, is avoided on Mr. Selfe's. 
Is there any disadvantage in having the ships facing with their bows to the inner portion of the cove? 

None whatever, if there is room for the ships to turn round. 
Have you ever thought about the difference between iron, stone, and wood, in the construction of a 

wharf? All the docks at Home are of stone; but there is nothing to stop them from getting a good 
foundation, being excavated and complete before the water is admitted. I do not know whether that could 
be done here. 

As to the difference between wood and iron—from your experience of iron vessels, will iron corrode? 
As long as it is kept coated with paint or other substance it will not corrode, but the moment the iron 
becomes bare it will corrode, and if there is any copper in the way it will eat the iron away altogether. 
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Will the acid from our wood interfere with the iron? I do not think so. In all cases it will be well Capt. J. 
to coat the iron well. Munro. 

Mr. Clarke.] in case of fire, would it be easier to remove vessels on Mr. Selfe's plan, Mr. Moriarty's,  
or Mr. Gowliand's? On the outer parts of Mr. Selfe's and Mr. Moriarty's plans vessels could be easily 11 May,. 1874. 
removed, but on the whole they could be most quickly removed on Mr. Gowlland's plan, because they go 
in end on, and could be drawn out without difficulty. 

Mr. Sutherland.] I think you say that at all the docks and wharfs at Home there is a separate shed 
for each vessel? Yes, in Glasgow especially; they, however, are not all so, but they are making them as 
fast as they can. 

Chairman.] Have you been in Glasgow lately? Yes, last year. 
Mr. Sutherland.] Do they load and unload in wet weather? Yes. 
They unload a vessel into the shed? Yes, in all weathers. They must do so to carry on their trade. 

I have seen a vessel of 3,000 tons come in there on a Saturday, unload, and leave on the following 
Saturday full each way. 

And you think that is one of the objects we ought to try for here-quick despateh for vessels? I 
should think so. 

By giving them facilities to load and unload, and means of protecting their cargo in bad weather? 
Yes. 

CaptainJohri Hichardson Myhill called in and examined 
Chairman.] You are Harbour Master of Sydney? Yes. 
. What are your special duties? Seeing to the removal of ships from one place to another, taking Capt.

h'11 general notice of all ships' berths, and keeping the harbour clear. 
Personally you do not remove all ships? No; there are two Assistant Harbour Masters besides ii. May, 1874. 

myself, and amongst us we remove all ships and attend to the harbour generally. 
You are responsible for all these matters? Yes. 
You have a general superintending knowledge of the movemeflts of all vessels in the harbour? 

Yes. 
Were you examined before this Committee last Session? Yes. 
What plans were before you then? A plan of Mr. Moriarty's, and a plan of Mr. Gowlland's. 
You are well acquainted with these two plans-you have inspected and thought over them? I have, 

some time since. 
You are familiar with the principles upon which they are projected? Yes. 
You do not require to see them again? I should like to see Mr. Moriarty's plan. 
Well, you have it before you? Yes, this is the same as I have seen before. 
Have you seen a plan which has been submitted to this Committee by Mr. Selfe? I saw a model of 

it in the Exchange rooms; I just took a glance at it. 
is this the model which you saw there-the model which is now in this room? Yes, that is it. 
Have you in any way modified the opinion which you gave when before this Committee last year as 

to Mr. Moriarty's plan? No, I see the same objection to it here now as I did then. 
What, briefly, is the objection? At three berths, 6, 7, and 8, the ships lie too close; the bowsprits 

would not admit of ships lying as these ships are placed here. 
Speaking practically, as Harbour Master, you would have difficulty in berthing ships as designed 

there? Yes. Ships could not lie at berths 6 and 7. 
Why not? Because the bowsprit of one ship would project over the other; she could not be 

moored in the position shown; her bowsprit and jib-boom would go right into the other ship's rigging. It 
is necessary also that a ship should be placed in a position to admit of a collier coming alongside her 
when she has discharged her cargo to a certain extent, because as the cargo is discharged she becomes so 
crank that it is necessary to put omething into her to steady, her; and if that is to be coal there must be 
room for a steam collier to come alongside, and it would be impossible for a steam collier to come along-
side any of these ships at berths 6, 7, and 8. 

Is that the main objection you have to the plan? I do not object to the plan so much as I do to 
the positions in which the ships lie, interfering with one another. I presume it could be easily remedied 
by slightly altering the line of the face of each berth-carrying the echelon line a little further out at one 
end and perhaps a little in at the other, so as to-throw each ship's bow further off from the one next to 
her. (The witness pointed out on the plan the alteration he proposed.) I have stated that to Mr. Moriarty 
since I was here; be knows pretty well what my ideas are with respect to this part of the scheme. 

Will you have the kindness to look at this plan of Mr. Selfe's? (Mr. Sefe's improved plan. exhibited 
to the witness.) That, I understand, is modified somewhat from the model you have seen, more especially 
with respect to the straight portion, 830 feet long, where three vessels are represented as lying in a line? 
Ships would lie better in berths where they lay en echelon-wheretl-ie jib-boom and bowsprit of one are 
carried outside the other one's quarter. Then all the space required for a jib-boom and bowsprit would be 
made available by a vessel lying alongside of it. I do not like this (the straight) portion of Mr. Selfe's 
plan. (Mr. Selfe's original plan, similar to his model, exhibited to witness.) 

Mr. Wearne.] Of these two plans, which, in your opinion, is the best? I prefer the original plan, as 
regards the berthing of the ships at the same part of the quay. But this long straight piece appears 
to be designed so that two long vessels could occupy it instead of three shorter ones. 

Chairman.] What was your opinion of Mr. Gowlland's plan? The vessels appeared to be too 
crowded. I do not recollect the length of Mr. Gowlland's jetties. 

Mr. Clarke.] That plan would give accommodation for a greater number of vessels? Yes. This (Mr. 
Gowlland's) is a very good plan in many respects. It gives room for a great number of vessels, and they 
could be very easily taken in or out; in fact, so they could in the echelon plan; but this (Mr. Gowlland's) 
would take up more water space, and the jetties would perhaps require to be made longer to make vessels 
secure, because we have ships of great length coming here now. These jetties do not appear to be of 
sufficient length to accommodate the class of ships we have here now. 

Chairman.] Coming back to this plan of Mr. Moriarty's, I gather from your evidence that if this 
inner line of wharfage at berths 6, 7, and 8, was filled out so as to make it nearly straight to No. 5, and 

that 
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Capt. J. R. that ships could lie all along the wharf in the same direction, that would be the best? Yes; this deep 
Mihill. curve in the line of the cove prevents it from being carried out in that way now; it could only be done by 

filling it in. 
11 1874 ay, 256. Is this curve valuable as part of the water area? No. 

Supposing the water-line went in that direction (pointinq to the plan), and then the accommodation 
for ships were so constructed that all the vessels would lie with their bows pointing out of the cove all 
along the frontage, removing the projecting berth No. 5 in the middle,—how would that answer? Yes, 
that would be better. 

Do you think that would be a good arrangement? I think it would be a great improvement. In fact, 
these three berths (6, 7, and 8) are impracticable; I do not see how ships could be placed at all of them 
at once. 

You object to this inward curve in the line of the wharf? I do. 
JIi-. Macintosh.] Supposing one of these three plans were to be carried out, which would you recom-

mend without any modification whatever? All three plans are opento objection, in my opinion; it is 
hard to say which to prefer. I do not like that straight wharf in Mr. Selfe's plan. Ships to be placed 
there would have to get their jib-booms rigged in, and rather than do that, captains would prefer going to a 
private wharf. Within the last three months two or three captains have declared that, if they could not 
have a berth at the west side of the Circular Quay, where it is not necessary to let go an anchor or rig in 
a jib-boom, they would place their ships at a private wharf. These ships eventually discharged at the 
Circular Quay. 

Mr. Wearne.] Is this an improvement—to have a piece of the wharf overlapping each ship, as in 
Mr. Selfe's plan? Yes, this is what is required to economize space. 

In Mr. Moriarty's the wharfs do not overlap: which of the two plans is the better? Of the two I 
prefer having a piece to overlap, making as much room as possible, so that ships can work three hatchways. 

What other advantage do you see in Mr. Selfe's plan? The ships lie clear of each other in every 
instance. 

In Mr. Moriarty's plan they would be made to lie clear of each other by widening one part of the 
wharf? Yes. 

But you think that even with that improvement Mr. Selfe's is better, because each wharf is longer? 
Yes, the wharf is longer. Ships can be better secured, and it gives more room for lighters or colliers to 
come alongside. 
286. Mr. Sntlterland.] You have said that the wharfs .are longer on Mr. Selfe's than on Mr. Moriarty's 
plan? I judge that they are. 

And you have given evidence that at berths 6, 7, and 8, no collier could come alongside vessels lying 
there. Could not a collier, or a vessel from the Islands, transhipping produce, get opposite the main hatch-
way of a vessel at No. 7? No; the bowsprit of the next vessel would be in the way. 

Mr. Macintosh.] Do ships come to the Circular Quay in preference to private wharfs? They must 
come to the Circular Quay to load, but I believe they often have orders to go to private:wharfs to dis-
charge, before they leave Home. Owners of private wharfs have been in the habit of giving a portion, of 
the wharfage on the goods to the ship, to induce her to come to the wharf. I have received a bounty of 
the kind myself years ago. It is the bounty that supports the wharf, by inducing vessels to come there. 
On one occasion I got a cheque for as much as £30 in that way, which I knew nothing at all about before-
hand. 

Are you aware that the Government have the Circular Quay in their own hands at the present time? 
Yes. 

Are there as many ships coming to the Circular Quay now as there were when it was in the hands 
of a lessee? I believe there is the average number of ships, according to the season of the year, as when. 
in the hands of a lessee. There never were many ships at the Circular Quay at this time of year. 

Commander John Gowlland, RN., called in and examined :- 

Commander 271. Mr. Wearne.] There have been objections raised against your plan, that the jetties do not extend far 
J Gowliand, enough out to accommodate ships of the length of those that may be expected to come here—What is the 
R.N. length of your jetties? I almost forget now, it is so. long since I have seen the plan; but I think the 
'•' length of each one is marked. 
UMay, 1874. 272. Mr. Macintosh.] I think they are 180 feet? No, they are more than that—at least 200 feet; the 

majority are from 220 feet to 250 feet. But any objection on that score can be easily got over by extending 
them to any length required at any time—that is one of the advantages of a jetty system. 

Mr. Wearne.] Another objection raised against your plan is, that a southerly wind blows across the 
vessels as they lie at the jetties? Can you show me any position in which some strong wind will not act 
upon a ship placed any other way, especially the westerly winds ?—We know we get more westerly 
winds than southerly winds during the year; and vessels berthed on the echelon plan have their whole 
broadside exposed to the full blast of the westerly winds. I think such an objection as that is no objection 
whatever. - 

From your experience you think we have more westerly winds than southerly winds? Yes, a great many 
more—the Meteorological Iegister will show that. Such an objection I should not think of raising to any 
scheme. As regards a southerly wind, I contend that vessels berthed on my plan would be more pro-
tected from a southerly wind than from any other wind that blows, except an easterly gale. All the large 
buildings surrounding the cove are simply break-winds—the whole town of Sydney, in fact, protects the 
cove from a southerly wind. The only vessels the least affected by a southerly wind would be those at the 
northernmost jetties, and on the echelon plan there are more ships lying heads north and south, exposed to 
the fury of the westerly winds, than on any other. This objection, however, in any scheme is not worth 
arguing. 

Chairman.] You have recently visited Europe? Yes, I was six months in England. 
During your visit was your attention turned to this subject? Yes, I gave it a great deal of attention 

whilst I was at Home, not with a view to this inquiry, because I thought it was concluded, but for my own 
information. I visited all the docks in London, and some of the great docks on the Tyne, Jarrow, and 
Sunclerland Docks, and saw the sytem of wharf accommodation and of jetties there. 
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Did you visit any part of England where there are new wharf constructions which appeared to you Commander 

suitable for the locality of Sydney Cove? No, I saw no place in England with such splendid deep water R.N.  
frontage as we have. in England they have to make artificial docks and basins. The Keyhani Dock at 
Plymouth and the new enclosure to the dockyard at Portsmouth were the principal ones I saw; and they 11 May, 1874. 
are built on mud flats and reclaimed ground. 

You saw nothing that struck you as likely to assist us—to afford us instruction?. Yes, I saw a great 
many things, but not suitable to this particular spot, the Circular Quay—nothing similar in contour and 
shape. Nearly all the harbours now at Home are artificial. 

After your additional experience in inspecting to some extent the new docks and wharfs you have 
seen, were you led to in any way modify your own plan as submitted to this Committee? No. I may be 
thought egotistical, but I still think my plan is better than any of those I saw before I went Home. The 
only modification would be that I would have iron screw piles instead of wooden jetties. I showed the 
specification for my work to §ome good engineers in London, and they approved of it, and said they con-
sidered 'the superstructure quite strong enough for any weight of cargo that could be put on it. They 
considered the timber and ironwork sufficiently heavy, and the specification altogether a good one. 

Have you any objection to state the names of those engineers? I showed it to Mr. Murray in 
Great George's Yard, and also to a relation of my own; but of course I did it only for my own satisfaction, 
as I saw the tenders for Mr. Moriarty's plan in the Agent General's Office in London, and presumed his 
plan had been adopted. 

We have had another plan submitted to us by Mr. Selfe. (Mr. S'elfe's oriqinal plan exhibited to witness.) 
Perhaps you would understand it better if you look at this model. (Mr. Sel,fe's model exhibited to witness.) 
What is your opinion of that plan? It would be very awkward to get ships in or out of that berth No. 3. 
If a ship lying there were on fire, there would be a great deal of difficulty in removing her; you would have 
ti pull the next ship out in order to do so. But I like the principle of the plan very much. It seems to 
me to be a modification of Mr. Moriarty's plan. I think this a very good plan indeed, with the objection 
I have alluded to; but I suppose it is impossible to provide against every contingency. (21[r. Selfe's 
modiJied plan shown to witness.) 

That is supposed to obviate the objection to which you have alluded, but I do not know that it 
would do so? It would not, I think. I do not know what number of ships could be berthed about the 
quay on this plan; but in submitting my plan, my idea was to afford as much accommodation as possible 
in the limited space we have. I look upon it that Sydney is not going to stand still for the next fifty' 
years, and in less than twenty years we shall have a great deal more shipping than at present come here; 
in fact, the trade of the port has increased considerably since I left—only ten months ago. I think we 
should look to the future more than the present, and provide as many berths as possible. If twenty 
ships happen to be in the port at the same time and there are only ten berths, the remainder must of 
course wait. With a deep water frontage, such as that at the Circular Quay, I imagine it should be the 
object to berth as many ships as possible, and hence I built my scheme, having that idea in view the whole 
time. 

Your plan would accommodate how many? Twenty. I do not know whether I might be allowed to make 
an observation on Mr. Moriarty's estimate and specification for my plan, which I saw published with the 
Beport of the former Committee. I scarcely think -it fair that one engineer should be allowed to draw the 
specification of another's work, particularly when their schemes are antagonistic. I submitted my scheme, 
and my specification was drawn for me by Mr. Young, the contractor for a great many public works of 
great magnitide, both here and in Victoria, and he said the. superstructure which he allowed was quite 
strong enough for any purpose of discharging cargo, and he considered it would last thirty or forty years. 
He offered to do it for £100,000 or thereabouts, and he is still prepared to do it. I have also, as I have 
stated, shown this specification to some men of position at Home, who gave me favourable opinions of it. 
Under these circumstances, I scarcely think it was fair for Mr. Moriarty to put in such heavy timbers, and 
in every way to increase the estimate of the cost as much as possible. The timbers, ironwork, and copper 
he proposed to put in were absurdly heavy, and strong enough to wear out three sets of piles; so much 
so, that when Mr. Young went to the Office of Works and looked at the specification, he laughed at it, and 
would not trouble to send in a tender, because he saw that this specification was drawn up so as to pre-
vent the plan being adopted. I .think I have also a right to complain that a retaining wall was put into 
this specification of Mr. Moriarty's, which formed no part of my scheme, and this retaining wall'was made 
double as thick and much more expensive than it need be. There is no reason why it should be charged 
to my scheme alone any more than to any other, as, if made at all, it would be a common expense to each. 
Doing away with that, and the excessive weight of the superstructure, would take off something like 
£100,000 from Mr. Moriarty's estimate of the cost of my scheme. I do not say it was unfair to do this 
in my absence; but I think every engineer should be allowed to draw specifications for his own work, and 
that they should not be prepared by another engineer. I have said nothing against Mr. Moriarty's scheme,. 
nor do I now. I said at the time, when last examined, it was a most ingenious scheme and a very good 
one, and the only objection I had was that it does not provide for the growing wants of the port. 

.21&. Macintosh,] You made a remark about substituting iron screw piles for timber in your jetties: 
did you make any inquiry while in England with respect to iron—hOw iron corrodes in the water? Yes. 
Iron corrodes but very little—something like the eighth of an inch in thirty years. 

You would substitute iron screw piles for wood? 'Yes; but then I should have no copper, and the 
doing away with the copper would make up for the difference in the cost of putting down iron piles. 

Wooden piers are not much used in England now? No, not at all. They generally use cast iron 
cylinders filled with concrete. 

Mr. Clarke.] Have you any idea how long wooden piles would last in this harbour without coppering? 
I believe the jarrah jarrah timber from Western Australia would last 

I mean the ordinary kinds of hardwood to be obtained here? I would propose to put jarrah jarrah, 
which is not affected by the cobra worm at all. It is imported very largely into Europe and America, and 
used almost all over the 'world, except in the other Australian Colonies. 

Have you any knowledge how long hardwood piles have lasted here without coppering? Down at 
Bulli Mr. Shoobert told me they were eaten through in 

That is in clear and pure sea-water: I mean in Sydney Harbour? No, I have had no experience 
of it. 
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Commander 291. Do you know that the sewage matter which is running into different parts of our harbour has the 
J. Gowliand, effect of destroying the cobra? I was not aware of that. 
R.N. 

Mr. Sutherland.] The only alteration you would make in your plan is that you would substitute iron 
screw piles for wooden piles? I can hardly say the only alteration. I have not gone into the matter 

11 May, 1874. since I landed, only the day before yesterday. But that is one alteration I would propose to make. 
Would you do that with the view of cheapening the construction? Ithink it would not be any more 

expensive, and of course iron piles would last longer than wooden piles. But really I am quite unprepared 
now to go into details. 

WEDHESJJAY, 13 MAY 1874. 

Mx. HOSKINS, I Mx. SUTHERLAND, 

Mx. WEARNE. 

THE HON. HENRY PARKES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

John Booth, Esq., M.P., called in and examined :- 

.Booth, Eeq., 294. Chairman.] You are, of course, aware of the object of this Committee? Yes. 
M.P. 295. You have had a good deal of experience as a shipowner? Yes. 
,-•-"._- 296. And in respect to the commerce of Sydney Harbour? Yes, for over forty years in this Colony and 
13 May, 1874. in other places. 

Has your attention been specially directed to the accommodation afforded for the berthing of ships 
and discharging and loading of cargo? Yes. 

Are you in a position to institute any comparison between the state of Sydney Harbour, in this 
respect, and other important ports in other parts of the world? I have been to a great number of other 
ports, but much of their wharf accommodation, having been made fIfty or sixty years ago, is not in keeping 
with the present times for the ships that are now being built; so that to institute a comparison it is neces-
sary to look further ahead. 

Does the Committee gather from what you have said that the wharf accommodation of Sydney is not, 
in your judgment, sufficient? No, it is very deficient indeed. 

Have you had your attention directed to the different plans that have been proposed for improving 
the wharf accommodation at the Circular Quay? Yes, I have had the report and plans sent to me, and I 
have also seen other plans. 

You have looked through the evidence taken before this Committee last Session, and examined the 
plans appended to the evidence? Yes. 

The Committee would be glad to hear any views you enterfain, if you would be good enough to 
express them, upon the different proposals that have been submitted to the Government? It would be 
necessary for me first to distinctly understand what class of ships you require the wharfs for. 

I apprehend that the vessels which it is expected will require accommodation at the Circular Quay 
are for the most part the regular liners between Liverpool and London and Sydney; and I believe it is 
generally supposed that ships are likely to increase in length and tonnage rather than diminish? Then 
you require wharfage accommodation for first-class liners. Now, the next question I would like to be put 
in possession of is, whether the Government require to cram as many ships in the frontage as possible, or 
whether they wish to make sufficient berths to give ample accommodation for these large ships, with a special 
view to them. It makes all the difference. You can have jetties if you wish to put in sixteen or eighteen 
ships of moderate size; but if you wish to have broadside wharfs for large vessels, like those at Liverpool, 
Glasgow, and other places, you cannot get so many ships in. In a place like Sydney, where there is so 
much water frontage, no doubt the latter (broadside) plan will be the best. (1l&. .11loriarty's improved plan, 
marked .No. 6, submitted to witness.) The length of the berths and the length of the ships lying at them do 
not seem to be marked on this plan ; but it appears to me, from what I can see, that scarcely any of these 
ships are first-class vessels that are berthed here. There is another plan similar to this, with the length of 
the berths and the names of the ships marked on it, drawn to the same scale. J should like to see that. 

You will observe that the ships marked upon the lithograph plan appended to the evidence taken 
last year are the " Sobraon," "La Hogue," "Parramatta," "Abyssinian," and "Maid of Judah" ? They 
are all small ships, except the "La Hogue" and "Parramatta." 

The " Sobraon" is a large ship? Yes, she is over 2,000 tons. But they are all small ships except 
those three. However, I presume these berths are 180 feet long—that is Mr. Moriarty's plan I know. 

Mr. Wearne.] The whole of the berths are 180 feet long? Yes, except No. 5, a projecting berth, 
which is 140 feet. I have brought with me another sketch similar to this, with the ships marked upon it. 
(Sketch produced.) This is a tracing which Mr. Sutherland furnished to Mr. Selfe. You see that here the 
berths are shown to be 180 feet, and the ships are drawn to scale. There is one also which Mr. Selfe sent 
here the other day, showing the soundings. (Plan produced.) This, you will see, is a true copy of 
the one furnished by Mr. Sutherland to Mr. Selfe. It shows the berths and all the soundings. 
Now each of these berths is 180 feet, except No. 5, which is 140 feet. You will see that this plan 
will give such ships as some that you have named very good berths, that is to say, some of 
the ships you have named are from 150 to 175 feet on the keel, and they do not take more 
than 225 feet of a berth. These ships have nearly all been sold, or are being sold every day, to 
colOnial owners, for intercolonial or China trade, and are being replaced by such ships as the "Samuel 
Plimsoll," "Benmore," and "Hydaspes," which are taking the places of the vessels that three or four 
years ago were reckoned first-class ships; and this plan does not afford accommodation for them. Here is 
the "Sobraon" represented as lying at this 140 feet berth, No. 5 ; she can only work one hatchway, and 
she overlaps both these ships berthed inside of her. The next ship, the "Benmore," at berth 
No. 6, is 242 feet between perpendiculars, and her moorings will consequently hav.e to be taken over both 
of them, and takes a berth of over 300 feet. At one of these berths she could work the after and the 
main hatchways, but not the fore hatchway; and her moorings must come across the next ship. The next 

is 
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is the "Samuel Plimsoll," at berth No. 7, 245 feet between perpendiculars; and you can only work two J.Booth, Esq., 
hatchways. The next ship, at berth No. 8, is the "Movarian," 199 feet 8 inches; she is about a thousand M.P. 

ton ship—a small ship ; you cannot berth a longer ship there at all. But the worst of all on this plan is 
13 M. 1874 that if the ship at berth 8 is loaded before the rest, or is on fire, you cannot get her out without moving ' 

the ships at 6 and 7 ; neither can she be berthed without moving these ships, nor can either of these ships 
be moored without carrying her moorings forward over each other. At No. 9 the "Parramatta" is lying 
in this drawing; she can only work her after and main hatches, and her moorings go across the other ship. 
The next ship can be moored and moved in and out very well, and so can the ship at No. 11. No. 4 would 
berth an intercolonial ship, but will not berth any first-class ship coming here. I feel certain that the 
regular floating warehouses that are now doing the eastern trade are hound to do the trade of Australia 
within a very short time—such as the " Macgregor" or "Mikado." In case of the "Macgregor" or 
"Mikado" requiring a berth at either or any of these berths, only one hatchway can be used, and not two; 
either the forward or the after hatch is the only hatch that can be used at one time; there being only 
two hatches in such ships, the main hatch, which would be in a sailing-ship, being taken up with the engine 
space. That applies to every one of these berths; and if you were to put her in No. 5 berth she would 
run past the ship in the third berth. I see there are eleven berths shown, ten of 180 feet and one of 140 
feet. This end berth could be extended of course to any length you like to berth any ship. I think that 
is all I can say about this plan. 

Have you seen the plan submitted by Lieutenant Gowlland? I saw a lithograph of it in the report. 
(Plan referred to submitted to witness.) 

What is your opinion of that proposal? This plan moors each ship separate and distinct, and clear 
of each other. No moorings or anything belonging to one ship is in the way of another, nor do the yards 
of one ship interfere with those of another. The jetties, I see, are about, 80 feet wide or thereabouts, 
and the space between seems to he about 120 feet or perhaps 130 feet. 

Mr. Hosldns.] What is the length of the jetties? They are meant to be 200 feet. In my opinion, 
they arefar too short as a whole, and are liable to a similar objection as to the echelon plan, unless some 
are lengthened. 

Chairman.] In that plan there would be no difficulty in berthing ships, or cutting them out in the 
event of fire? None whatever; each ship is clear by itself. 

Do you think the projection of jetties according to that plan would seriously interfere with the area 
of water necessary for the manmuvring of ships? Before we speak of that, will you allow me to say that 
these jetties are rather too close together. There must be 160 feet between them to give room to get a 
lighter and collier in to go to the fore or after hatch. You want room to get a lighter in and out when 
there is a collier alongside each ship. The objection I have is that there are too many jetties. 

My question had reference to the water space in the cove for the movement of ships not coming to 
the jetties—vessels going to the opposite side or out into the stream. What Iwished to ask was, whether 
these jetties would seriously interfere with the area of water available for the ordinary movements of 
vessels? I see, by looking through the report, that there are about 700 feet from the west to the east side 
given in Mr. Moriarty's report. For the class of ships now being built for the new mail service nothing 
less than 325 feet of berth is of any use ; and a jetty extending 325 feet out, and a ship hauling out from 
it 400 feet would most materially interfere with the water space. Even if you took them out 250 feet, 
which would suit some of the present liners, but not all, it would still interfere to some extent. I believe 
long jetties, and long ships hauling out, according to this plan, from the eastern side, would interfere 
materially with the water space. 

If there were two or three vessels of from 350 to 380 feet long in movement at once in that water space, 
one going out and another coming in, you think it would be inconvenient? It would all depend upon 
the position you were taking them to. It would not matter how many, provided they were coming to the 
jetties at the head of the cove; only the citizens would object to give up the right to use this water where 
the steamers now come. Another objection to lengthening the jetties is that the depth of water would 
make it very expensive. From all I can hear, there are 113 feet before you come to the rock at the bottom 
in some places; not that it is necessary to drive a pile home—you can put a collar on it, as they do at San 
Francisco, Melbourne, New Zealand, and other places. 

We have not yet spoken of the facility for discharging goods or taking goods on board by Mr. 
Moriarty's plan: it was assumed that each ship would have a wharf to itself, as it were—? Half a 
wharf only- 

And then that between the roadway and the front of the wharf there would be a continuous shed, 
where, it was represented, the goods from a vessel, if not taken away, could be under cover, and safe and 
free from mixing with the goods from any o1her vessel; and that was supposed to be a convenience. It 
was also proposed that part of this shed might be partitioned off, and be under lock and key, as a tem-
porary bonded store, so that bonded goods might without difficulty be locked up for the night, and so save 
a good deal of inconvenience that occurs now? That is essentially necessary, both the shed and the 
bond. 

It is right to explain that this was embraced in Mr. Moriarty's proposal; and perhaps I may explain 
what was proposed in the other plan. It was proposed in Mr. G-owlland's plan that two ships should have 
a jetty to themselves, one discharging on each side, so that goods could not be mixed beyond those from 
the two ships; but it has been urged that the goods would more or less get mixed, and that being landed 
on these narrow jetties they would have to be brought a considerable distance to the wharf where the 
drays could take them away, and that that would cause very serious inconvenience? There are many 
objections to landing them or loading them on such a long jetty, but it is a fallacy to suppose they would 
get mixed. The A. S. N. Company's jetties are only 33 feet wide in place of 80 feet, and with a steamer 
lying at each side they do not think anything of putting from 300 tons to 500 tons of cargo to each of 
these ships as a day's work. It is only carelessness or neglect if the goods do get mixed. 

Which plan do you think would afford the greatest number of facilities in the discharge of goods 
and taking goods on board? I believe the jetty plan, if we were short of water frontage, would be the 
best, because each ship lies separate and distinct; but where there is such a large amount of frontage—I 
suppose nearly twenty miles—as we have bordering the city, in Sydney harbour, and so many empty 
wharfs lying round the harbour, if the facilities afforded to owners to make their wharfs werewbat they slould 
be, we should not want so much accommodation at the Circular Quay. I have seen another plan which 

574-0 affords 
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J.Booth,Eq., affords better facilities than either of these. You cannot work from all the hatches of a large ship on 
M.P. either of these plans, and therefore when you have discharged from two of them you must either bring 

your goods along the deck from the other one or turn your ship round. I have got some lengths of 
13 May, 1874. different ships here which will show you what I mean. From the stern to the fore part of the fore hatch 

of the "Hvdaspes" is 198 feet, consequently you cou'd not unload from all three hatches by 20 feet 
at any of these 180 feet berths or jetties. I have also got from Mr. H. H. Hall the lengths of the new 
ships now being built for the San Francisco Mail Service, and I presume these ships will now always have 
to go alongside a wharf, and they will require a collier amidships, and probably a lighter at each end—the 
collier putting in coal in the middle, and the two lighters taking out or loading cargo fore and aft at the 
two hatchways. From the fore part of the stern to the after hatch is 2s8 feet; from the stern to the 
fore hatch is 302 feet. You see it does not matter which way you put your ship, you must have 320 feet 
of wharf to work the two hatches. 

Have you the total length of the ships? They are about 400 feet I think. I merely put down the 
length between the two hatches to show what length of wharf would be required. (Mr. Seft's originat 
plan, submitted to witness.) 

Have you had this plan under your observation? I have repeatedly seen Mr. Selfe's plan—in fact 
both of them. This plan I see berths twelve ships separate and distinct in every respect from each other, 
the berths varying from 190 feet to 350 feet, most of them being 200 feet, and No. 12 can be made to suit 
any  length, so can the corresponding one on Mr. Moriarty's plan. 

Mr. Wearne.] Does Mr. Selfe's plan come down as far as Mr. Moriarty's? I think it takes about 
the same frontage, and gives 650 feet more berth room. 

C'hai'rman.] Will you kindly state to the Committee what are the advantages of that plan, from your 
point of view, as a practical man? The advantage is that every, ship is berthed and moored separate and 
clear of its neighbour, leaving sufficient room to bring lighters to all three hatchways, or colliers to put in 
stiffening or take out cargo. You have 40 feet clear; and although 30 or 40 feet of the fore part of 
the ship may stick out past the wharf or jetty, it does not interfere in any way with the other ship. Here 
are the models of the "Hydaspes" and "Samuel Plimsoll." If you put one in at berth 4, and the other 
at berth 5, you have plenty of room to get a collier and a lighter in to either of them, and discharge at all 
their hatchways on the wharf; but supposing you .put them as close as that on the other plan (Mr. 
Moriarty's), the two ships would come together, and the head gear of one would interfere with the rigging 
of the other. On Mr. Selfe's plan the whole of the ships lie with their heads out, and in case of fire, or 
their wanting removing from any cause, a steamer can come alongside each of them and take them away 
at a minute's notice. 

Would this plan afford reasonable facilities for discharging cargo or taking cargo on board? It 
affords exactly the same facilities for 2,000 tons ships as the e'chelon plan gives for 1,000 tons ships, only 
that the goods landed on the jetty, 50 feet extra would have to be trammed off; but the goods from the 
main hatch and the after hatch could be shot under the shed from the tackles. 

You are aware that it is proposed to have a shed on each of these berths? Yes; and also a small 
bond. It also affords a great advantage for berthing and unberthing, mooring and unmooring, and, by the 
mode in which the ground is laid out, carts can draw all round the shed and deliver everything alongside 
the ship or take it away. If you have to land very heavy machinery, you can bring your waggon to receive 
it right under the tackles of the ship, or you can run wool under the tackles without unloading until it is 
lifted from the dray into the ship. 

Mr.Hoslcins] You were speaking about the wharf accommodation of Sydney, and you made 
particular reference to private wharfs—Do you not understand that this Committee has been appointed to 
inquire into the best means of providing additional wharf accommodation at the Circular Quay—the 
Government wharf? Yes. 

Do you believe the accommodation at private wharfs in Sydney is sufficient for the present and probable 
future requirements of Sydney? No, not the way they are now; but if the privilege were allowed to 
owners of private wharfs to extend their wharfs and jetties and make them suitable, they soon would be 
sufficient for our wants. As it is, when the Government makes this wharf, should they lease it so as to 
give a monopoly, the lessees might be contented to draw their £500 or £600 a year and keep their private 
wharfs idle. 

Would you recommend that the Government should improve the wharf accommodation at the Circular 
Quay, or that they should offer additional facilities to owners of private wharfs to improve them? I believe 
they should do both. I think they should make a limited amount of accommodation for first-class ships, 
and should allow privileges to private owners so that they might also be induced to improve their wharfs. 
I am aware that there are several of them making application, and they cannot keep pace with the times 
through not being allowed to extend their jetties. I believe the Government should only afford first-class 
berths for a limited number of first-class ships for which there is not now sufficient room at private wharfs. 

If the Government expended a large amount of money in improving the wharf accommodation 
which is in their hands, and private owners did the same, do you not think the accommodation afforded 
would be largely in excess of the requirements of this port for many years to come? No; if a large 
number of first-class ships came here you have not got sufficient accommodation for them; there are 
scarcely any private wharfs, except Smith's, Walker's, Moore's, Campbell's, and Botts's wharfs, that could. 
take in any of these ships. 

You therefore think the Government would be justified in expending money in improving the wharf 
accommodation? I believe the Government will be thoroughly justified in expending money in providing 
first-class accommodation for a limited number of large ships. But I do not believe, if I may say so, that 
many of these very large ships or large steamboats will go to the Circular Quay, unless special arrange-
ments are made for their accommodation. Each of them costs about £100 a day, and the loss of a day's 

i work s equal to the loss of £100; so that it is probable arrangements will be made for them to have 
cranes conveniently placed in the right place to work their hatchways in the most efficient manner. On a 
Government wharf you cannot so well have that, because ships of different lengths have to be accommo-
dated ; but it will pay the owners to have a private wharf, where they can always have' the exact accom-
modation they require, if they can get one sufficiently commodious. 

Then, in point of fact, you think that even if the Government do expend a large amount of money at 
the Circular Quay, nevertheless they will not attract these large ships? Not the ships of a permanent 

Company, 
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Company, unless they can make arrangements to put the necessary conveniences where it will best suit J.Booth, Eiq., 
them. M.P. 

The vessels trading to this port are increasing in size and tonnage, are they not? Yes ; some five or 
six years ago 1,000 tons was the general size, but now ships of 2,000 tons are quite common, and the 13 May, 1874. 
large auxiliary steamers will reach 4,000 tons. 

You do not expect these will ever lie at the Circular Quay? Not if they can get a private wharf to 
make more convenient arrangements for them. 

The Circular Quay then would be constructed, or improved rather, for the use of the ordinary sailing-
vessels trading  from England, India, and China to this port? Yes. 

Do you anticipate that they will be much larger than hitherto? I do not think the English and 
China traders will much exceed 2,000 tons, but I think the steam fleet will go to 4,000 tons. 

You think the tendency is to larger vessels? Yes. 
You know, as a matter of fact, that it is much more profitable to sail larger vessels than smaller ones? 

Yes, that is the only way to make money by ships now. 
On the first plan you looked at—the echelon plan—vessels of 2,000 tons could not be accommodated 

at these berths? No, that is the fault; you cannot accommodate more than 1,000 tons ships there. When 
this plan was sketched out that may have been the general average ; such ships as the "Marquis of 
Argyle," the "Maid of Judah," and so on. 

Do you think berths of 180 feet in length, as these are, are much too short for vessels of the large 
class you have spoken of? Yes; if you want to use all three hatchways, you cannot do it. 

Therefore, you are not of opinion that the utmost facilities would be given for loading and unloading 
vessels by,  a scheme of that kind? No, certainly not, unless you take some of these wharfs out and make 
the rest so much longer. In one part of this plan one ship might be put where there are now two, and in 
another part, two where there are now three. Mr. Selfe's plan would not berth the very largest ships, as 
the berths are not sufficiently long to berth the largest ships of from 3,500 to 4,000 tons, but it will berth 
the "Hydaspes" and " Samuel Plimsoll," or " Macgregor," which the other plan will not. 

Which would you prefer,—that the improvements at the Circular Quay should be made by having 
jetties erected, or by having wharfs at the side as proposed in this plan? I would rather have them as 
proposed on Mr. Selfe's plan; and at any time the Government might think fit, they could run one or 
two jetties at the bottom of the cove, opposite the Paragon Hotel and Rolfe's timber yard, if the trade 
increased. 

You prefer to have the jetties extended diagonally instead of at right angles from the wharf? Yes. 
(Mr. Seife's modified plan, submitted to. witness.) I think this long straight piece of 830 feet in length in 
one stretch, in the place of a number of the other berths, is an improvement, if the Government want 
berths for the very largest ships. It would berth two of the largest steam-boats that are ever likely to 
come here, or three ships of 300 feet each (not between perpendiculars)—I mean with their head-gear 
included. They could be easily berthed and unberthed separa.te. and distinct from each other. 

How many vessels do you calculate could be loaded and unloaded with safety on this plan, so that 
vessels could be moved out in case of fire without any inconvenience to other vessels, or how many could 
be unloaded with this other plan that we had before? By the single berth system, on Mr. Selfe's plan; 
twelve; on this improved plan, with the long straight piece of 830 feet, which I have just spoken of, ten, 
or nine, if you put in two large .400-feet steamers, instead of three other vessels at this straight wharf. 
This I believe would be the best plan to adopt that I have seen (Mr. Seft's improved plan), because it 
affords accommodation that none other of the plans do for these large ships. Another thing to be con-
sidered is that if the steam fleet does the Australian trade, one of these ships will do the work of six of 
the 1,000-ton ships that originally came here. She will never lie more than a week or nine days 
at the wharf, and during that time will put out and take in 3,000 tons of cargo. Therefore, you will only 
have her one-third of the time at the wharf, and taking away three times the amount of cargo. 

You have not told us how many vessels would be able to load and unload if the e'ch.elon plan were 
adopted? The echelon, plan would conveniently berth about eleven 1,000 ton ships; the single berth 
system of Mr. Selfe would berth twelve ships of 1,500 to 2,000 tons. I wish to point out that if the 
Jehe1om plan had only to berth 1,000-ton ships they would not overlap to any great extent, but they 
would still be more awkward to berth and unberth than on the single berth system. 

Knowing that you have had great experience, I ask you which material you would recommend for 
any wharfs or jetties, or any improvement of the wharf accommodation—timber, stone, or iron? If the 
Government is going to borrow the money and burden posterity with it as a national debt, I should say most 
decidedly stone. The stone is convenient, and will be the cheapest in the end, if you take into consideration 
its durability. I know stone wharfs here that have been thirty-five years down, and with the exception of the 
top they are as sound as the day they were put there. There is a sort of shelly matter deposited on the 
stone under water which protects it from wasting. .1 should say if a durable wharf is wanted, by all 
means let it be of stone ; but if the Government require to construct something that will be comparatively 
temporary, it can only rest between iron and timber. Stone will be good at the end of hundreds of years, 
where iron and timber naturally must give way. As to iron and timber, I believe there is no comparison 
between iron and our hardwood for durability for such a purpose as this. Our wood is so superior to iron 
for wharf purposes that they, do not bear any comparison. 

Chairman.] We gather this then as your opinion,—that if the wharf is to be built in view of its use by 
posterity, as a permanent structure, there is no other material of which it should be constructed but 
stone? That is right. 

But if as a temporary wharf to be renewed at the end of thirty years or so, you would build it of 
wood in preference to iron? Yes. 

Mr. Hosfcins.1 How long do you calculate that timber jetties would last, and remain in good 
condition? In order to answer that question satisfactorily, I have procured specimena of timber from 
many of the oldest wharfs in Sydney, which will show you hbw durable our timber really is. I may say 
that I have had permission from the Government and other owners of the wharfs to take such specimens 
as I might require. (Specimens referred to produced.) This is some of the old Oriental Wharf at the 
Circular Quay; it has been down about twenty years. This is a piece from my own wharf, which has been 
down ten years as a pile in the salt water; I believe it to be box. Here are two specimens of iron-
bark, both of which have been taken from a pile that has been under water twenty years. Now here is a 
very remarkable thing, and no doubt it deceives many people. If you saw that on the pile you would 

suppose 
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J. Eootli,Esq., suppose the pile was all gone; but as soon as you cut half an inch into it, it is as sound as the day it was 
M.P. put there. I fancy this (another specimen) is tallow-wood, eighteen or twenty years down; you would 

think that was also eaten away to nothing, but inside you see it is sound. I thought it was necessary we 
13 

 
M. 1874. should have these proofs, and I took a great deal of trouble in going to every wharf I could find. I do 

not mean to say the cobra do not eat the piles, but they do not go in any depth. I do not say there 
are not live cobra in Sydney Harbour; I know there are wherever the water is clean; but they do not go 
into the piles more than two or three inches, in most cases not more than one inch. I have, however, failed 
to find one live cobra in turpentine-wood, except at the wharf at the end of Darling-street, Balmain. 
That (referring to a specimen of timber produced) looks as though it were eaten all to pieces, but when you 
turn it over it is sound; that is ironbark, and has been down about fifteen years. This (another specimen) 
is from the Corporation Wharf at Lime-street, and to the best of my knowledge it has been down eighteen 
years; outside you think it was all eaten away, but when you get inside one inch, as per sample, 
it is quite sound. Here is apiece of Mr. Crook's Wharf at Balmain; it was put down when he first ha 
the ferry boats there, I fancy about nineteen years ago. If you look at that you will see a cobra has been 
there, nearly as big as your finger, but he has come out again, and the inside of the wood is perfectly 
sound. This is from the Albion Wharf, which once belonged to Hughes & Hosking, and was already 
put down when I was a youngster; I think that wharf has been built over forty years, and it is as good to 
land cargo on now as ever it was. You see a big cobra has been in there, but he has turned out 
again and died. The same old head-stocks that were put on that wharf over forty years ago are 
on it now sound. This is a sample, as far as I can glean, of the old King's Wharf. A gentleman 
who does not live far from here went, in 1821, with Mr. Hutchinson, Colonel G-rimwood, and Major Druitt, 
to survey and report upon the old King's Wharf. The piles were driven in 1801, and in 1821 they 
reported that the cobra was only in an inch and a half. In 1840 this gentleman went to look at them 
again, and found them sound. When Mr. Randle took the contract for the Circular Quay, he did not 
take the trouble to pull these piles out, as they were not in his way, and my informant told me where to 
go and find them—so this specimen must be seventy-three years old. There is the ironbark quite sound. 
Here is a specimen from the Victoria Wharf. When Mr. Northwood leased it he drove these piles, and 
they have been down about twenty-eight years. They look to be all eaten away, but when you cut 
into them about an inch they are quite sound. That is a piece of blood-wood. [Mr. Sutherland here 
too/c the Chair.] By the best information, this is a piece of the old original Patent Slip Wharf that Mr. 
Fotheringham put down in 1833 or 1834, and there you can see it, with the same original head-stocks 
on it. 

Mr. Sutherland.] The cobra worms do go further in than these pieces show? They do, but very 
seldom. These are from the Gas Works wharf. They have been tarred before they were driven, and have 
been taken care of since. Some have been down thirty years, but I think the least is ten years; and when 
they have been properly tarred and looked after, that is all the impression that has been made upon them—
not in oneeighth of an inch. That shows that if kept clean and tarred they are preserved to a very great 
extent. I.now wish to make a remark about these samples, to give you a clear idea of the durability of our 
timber—that every one of these piles when they were driven were only comparatively saplings and not pro-
perly grown timber; but neither the head-stocks nor the piles on the old wharfs, although only saplings, have 
ever been renewed. The fact is our hardwood is very durable, if properly selected and felled at the proper 
season, which is a great item; and the reason why I think that is the case is, because I found two walings 
at the old Oriental Wharf, one all, rotted away and the other perfectly sound; and I have seen many 
other similar cases. I see some kinds of wood last a great deal longer than others, but I think a great 
deal of it is in the season and mode of felling the timber. In Africa, where they fall the mahogany, they 
always fall all the timber they want to last in the dark ages of the moon; and here I believe it ought also 
to be felled in the dark ages of the moon, when the sap is down the most; it will work better and last 
longer. The timber felled in the light ages of the moon in Africa will rot away very much quicker than 
the other. That I am informed by Captain Dodds, who has been there looking after it. 

Mr. Hos/cins.] Supposing timber should be used for the purpose, would you recommend that the piles 
should be squared as they have been in the present. Circular Quay, or left round as in the old wharfs? 
By all means get the piles nothing less than 22 to 24 inches through, and drive them with the bark on if 
possible, and il the bark is not on they should have two coats of real good hot coal tar, and then I am 
certain you could see them at the end of fifty years, the same as I could show you old girders buried in 
the ground for sixty years perfectly sound. 

Do you think great difficulty would be experienced in getting suitable timber for a wharf like this? 
No. I khow of one river to the northward that would yield enough to fill up the whole bay if it were 
wanted. The "John Knox" has been running with hardwood piles to New Zealand and purchasing them 
here, 40 feet long, at is. 3d., up to 55 feet is. Gd., 65 feet to 70 feet 3s. Gd., and has taken, I believe, a 
dozen of cargoes. 

Mr. Sutherland.] What was the diameter of that timber? About 15 inches; about the same sort 
that our people use here; but they are not big enough, You would not get piles of sufficient size delivered 
here at these prices; you would not get them under 2s. Gd. a foot. 

Have we any wood here to be compared to the jarrah timber of Western Australia for durability 9 
I believe our mahogany and ironbark, if properly selected, are equally good. 

Have you compared some of our woods with the jarrah wood sent up here to the Exhibition before 
last. I have; and when in Western Australia in 1870 I examined all the timber I could find there in 
their long wharf and various buildings being erected, and could only come to the conclusion that it was 
nothing more than our red mahogany. 
853. We have had evidence from a gentleman examined here that if he built these wharfs of wood he 
would use the jarrah of Western Australia—Have you any idea of the cost of piles of jarrah of the sizes 
you mention? No, but they evidently would be a great deal dearer than our own timber, and there is no 
necessity for it when you have such timber as our own. I am certain our red mahogany has the same 
qualities as their jarrah wood. 

Have you examined the wharf at Woolloomooloo Bay? I have. 
Are the piles there of the size of timber you would prefer having this wharf built of? Yes, that is 

the only good wharf I have seen in the Colony. It is a first-class job, of good-sized timber, and I believe 
that wharf will stand there at the end of fifty years. 

Have you taken any samples off that wharf? No, I did not like to touch it because Ihad not per- 
mission, but there is not the slightest sign of decay either in the piles or headatocks. 1 357. 
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M. Hosicins.] have you not heard that turpentine wood is a suitable kind of timber for a wharf? J.Booth,Esq., 
Yes, but I know the cobra does go into it. M. P. 

Have they not erected jetties at Bulli of turpentine wood? Yes, I believe they have, but I have 
never seen them. I do know the cobra is in turpentine piles at Balmain. 13 May, 1874. 

have you heard that since the sewage has been emptied into the harbour there is less destruction of 
timber piles of wharfs from white ant or cobra than there was before? I am certain of that, because the 
walings of the Pyrmont Road Bridge across Blaekwattle Swamp, purchased by the Government, are nearly 
always in the water, and also the walings low clown in the water at the Glebe Island Bridge, and there is 
jio more sign of cobra than there is in this table, nor can I find any live cobra in the cove, or in Darling 
Harbour, or up in .Johnson'e Bay, since the water has been impregnated with the sewage. Where the 
water is impure the cobra do not exist at all, or only to a very small extent ; you may get odd ones. 

31r. Sutherland.] You have stated that you would give us your reasons for selecting timber in pre-
ference to iron, and for believing it would last longer? It is my belief it would last longer, and be only 
one-third the price of iron. I produce a piece of cast-iron, part of the rose of a pump, that was once 
an inch and a quarter thick, sixteen years ago, and is now in many places only five-eighths of an inch. 

Where was that taken from? Over at Balmain. I have one sample at home as thick as my arm, 
which you can cut like a black-lead pencil. To support my views, I will read you a paragraph from a 
scientific work by Mr. Dobson, F.RS., M.RI.B.A., his eighth edition, on the building and construction of 
wharfs, printed in 1871 :-" To obviate the inconveniences attending the use of timber, cast-iron is some-
times used as a material for piles; but this again is objectionable in salt water, as the action of the sea-
water upon the iron converts it into a soft substance, which can be cut with a knife, resembling the Cum-
berland lead used for pencils." 

JJ'RIDAY, 15 MAY, 1874 
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THE HON. HENRY PARKES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

John Booth, Esq., M.P., further examined :- 
Ghairinan.] You attend to.day to continue your examination from the point where it was broken off J.Booth, Esq., 

by the rising of the Committee on Wednesday? Yes; I think we left off after I had read the opinion of a M.P. 
scientific man, Mr. Dobson, in reference to the corrosion of iron, given in 1871. I will refer you now to Pro- 
fessor IRankine, who is considered one of the greatest authorities in England on such subjects. At page 514 ay, 1874. 

of a book published by him in 1869, he says :-" Cast-iron will often last for a long time without rusting, 
if care be taken not to injure its skin, which is usually coated with a film of silicate of protoxide .of iron, 
produced by the action of the sand of the mould on the iron. Chilled surfaces of castings are without 
this protection, and therefore rust more rapidly. The corrosion of iron is more rapid when partly wet 
and partly dry than when wholly immersed in water or wholly exposed to the air. It is accelerated by 
impurities in water, and especially by the presence of decomposing organic matter, or of free acids. It is 
also accelerated by the contact of the iron with any metal which is electro-negative relatively to the iron, 
or in other words, has less affinity for oxidation or with therust of iron itself. If two portions of a mass 
of iron are in different conditions, so that one has less affinity for oxidation than the other, the contact of 
the former makes the latter oxidate more rapidly. In general, hard crystalline iron is less oxidable than 
ductile and fibrous iron. Cast-iron and steel decompose rapidly in warm or impure sea-water." I have 
already shown you a great piece of cast-iron, which has been about sixteen years in the water, and 
has rusted away from an inch and a quarter to five-eighths of an inch in some places. I also wish to point 
out that the particular place where it is proposed to put these iron wharfs possesses all the bad conditions 
spoken of in the extract I have read, as to the impurity of the water; in fact, it is merely a sink in'itself. 
It is warm sea-water sewage, and it is full of the most destructive elements that tend to corrode and 
destroy iron. I know nothing about the cost of iron; I can only show you that sample (referring 
to the specimen of rusted iron produced on the previous dai), and I have read you what the best 
authorities say on the subject of corrosion ; but I can tell you something about the durability of our 
colonial hardwood for piles, for that is a subject I am well up in. I can take any gentleman to the wharfs I 
have spoken of, and I am sure he will find them in the same state as I have represented. Now, I wish to 
compare the enduring qualities of wrought-iron girders with those of the ironbark girders of this Colony; 
and to do that, I will call the Committee's attention to the "Grafton" steamboat, twenty-three years old, 
whose topsides were originally very thick, but have rusted away altogether;  also to the "City of Hobart," 
twenty years old, now over at the dock getting new topsides; also to the "Morpeth," which, at the end 
of fifteen years, has had to be sheathed, her iron top.plates being gone; also to the "Pearl," the Govern-
ment boat, about eighteen years old; a.fter they had got her to Shoalhaven for a little while, they had to 
bring her back and give her new top-sides. The little "Chance," yacht, when laid up in Sugar Works 
Bay, rusted away till you could see through her. The rest of Mr. Crook's boats have all rusted nearly 
away, and unfit for use, and that within about eighteen or nineteen years.* Captain Heselton, owner of 
the "Breadalbane," assured me for certain that the steamer "Breadalbane" has had top-sides three times 
in eighteen years; and the Parramatta steamers—" Pelican" and others—have had new top-sides twice in 
twenty years. This goes to show how the rust and corrosion goes on in iron boats.t Now for wooden 
ships :—The "Fanny Fisher," about twenty-eight years old, colonial built; the "Numba," twentyfour 
years old ; the " Gipsy," twenty-five years old; the "Magnet," twenty-seven years old; the "Albion," 
twenty-four years old ;—I could rake you up another dozen or so, only the ships get lost, and do not rot away. 

These 

* NOTE (on revision) :—One of those boats is lying on the beach in a fearful state, while the "Waterman" ferry-boat, of 
wood, is lying alongside perfectly sound, and nearly double her age. 

t NOTE (on revision) :—The "Megra," transport ship, sank near the island of St. Paul's through her I iron plates 
rusting through, although only about fifteen years in use. 
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J.Booth, Eq., These are all examples of the durability of our colonial timber. Those ships have their original top-sides on. 
M.P. I hand in a piece of a wrought-iron strap, off a wharf about twenty-five or twenty-six years old, originally of 

15M 1874 
an inch thick, and that is the state it is in now—nearly all rusted away. (Ham/ed in.) I may inform you that 

ay, the wooden head-stock—ironbark----'that that strap was taken off is as sound as the day it was put on the pile, 
and that is the result of employing iron and wood collectively. I would next call the attention of the 
Committee to a very able gentleman's evidence in this matter—Mr. Moriarty, our Engineer-in-Chief for 
Harbours. Speaking of the corrosion of iron in pontoons or iron docks, Mr. Moriarty says, in his Report 
on Docks, page 10, ordered to be printed;March 10, 1874 :-" The iron plates, however carefully painted, 
must corrode, and the rate of corrosion in the warm sea-water of these low latitudes is rapid enough to be 
an objection to its application in this way." He makes out that iron rusts away, and that stone is the 
best. I have not seen the specification for the proposed new iron wharfs, but I have seen all the girders 
and all the iron-work at the head of Darling Harbour, and so far as workmanship and material go, I think 
it a very good job ; but I feel satisfied, after reading these authorities on corrosion, and seeing how iron 
rusts away, that wrought-iron girders in a wharf stand exactly in the same position as the top-sides of a 
ship,only with this difference,-.—that there is a disadvaitage, that in shipping copper' ore it will spill about, 
and the rate of corrosion will be something terrific ;'and there may be other matters, as the landing of salt, 
that will have the similar effect that no one can prevent from resting on these wrought-iron girders. Many 
of these girders, the inside ones, the ends are only -- of an inch thick, and if they rust away at the same rate 
as the top-sides of a ship that is easily kept clean and painted, in less than twenty years they must fall into 
the sea. Even as high as 120 feet, at the Port Stephens lighthouse, the hand-rail round the outside of the 
light-house is eaten away by the salt sea air alone, fully - of an inch, and I think it has been only about 
ten years there—I believe Mr. Barnet told me so when be and I examined it. I now produce some pieces 
of timber, parts of piles and head-stocks, from the Patent Slip Wharf; and I have the written certificate of 
the lessee and some of the parties who put them up, that they have been in their places since 1833 or 1834—
forty years ago—without any repairs. I now produce a sample fron the Albion Wharf, known as Hughes 
& Hosking's Wharf, put up in 1838; consequently they are thirty-six years old; and I have a written 
certificate as to them also. 'i'hat is a piece of a pile, and that is a piece of ahead-stock (produced), they 
are fellows one with the other, thirty-six years in their place without ever having been repaired. I have 
that on written authority, and I have known them myself since 1839, and as sound as the day they were 
put there. I produce a piece of mahogany or New South Wales jarrah wood down twenty years as a pile 
and quite sound. I showed you the other day that the Gas Company coal-tarred their piles, and that the 
cobra had not eaten into them i--of an inch, and so that I might be quite certain about it, I wrote about it 
and received an answer from Mr. Bagle, written by authority of the secretary, Mr. Mansfield, that they have 
been in their places thirty-four years. There is not a sign of filth or dirt or anything on them at all, that I 
saw; theyhave been taken care of, and the coal-tar has preserved them. I have now shown you samples of timber 
versus iron, and have quoted the best authorities, as well as given you my own personal knowledge; and having 
done this, I shall be happy to take a boat and an axe, and take Mr. Sutherland, as Minister for Works, and 
any other Members of the Committee, to the places I have spoken of, and show them that what I have 
said is correct. I have also visited the new gas works at Parramatta, in company with the Hon. Minister for 
Works and Lands, and was struck by seeing an old ironbark girder under two or three old houses, from 
which they were cutting the bank of dirt away, and this old girder was as sound as the day it went there, 
except the sap. I got information as to its, age from Mr. Webb, of Farramatta, who supplied the timber 
forty-three years ago. It was buried in the ground, and I feel certain that if 'it had been wrought iron * 
thick, similar to iron girders, it would have rotted away long ago. I wish also to point out to the Com-
mittee that the fact of iron being largely used in other Countries is not a fair comparison for New South 
Wales. New South Wales timber has been always kept in the dark, and jarrah wood and other things 
such as iron for wharf purposes have been cried up. I might make this remark,—that if the Government 
would get some green jarrah wood, and take the nearest piece of timber of ours to it, and get an analysis 
of what properties each contained, we would know the exact value of jarrah wood as compared with our 
own timber, such as mahogany, which I feel certain is the same. I was going to say that England abounds 
with iron, but she has not got ironbark forests. The use of iron is a necessity with England. She has not 
got timber such as ours, but she makes her own iron, and she has a cold climate where iron lasts better. 
I have not seen a commercial wharf made of iron, where ships load and unload, in any part of the world 
where I have been; but I have seen jetties and piers into the sea made of iron, in clean sea water in cold 
climates. If England had our ironbark that would last forty, sixty, or seventy years, I feel certain she 
would use ironbark and not send to Australia for iron. When we make iron, and our forests are done, it 
will be time enough to use iron. 
363. Mr. Hosicins.] Do you think the proposed improvements at the Circular Quay could be effected in 
the quickest way by using timber or by using iron? I suppose, if we judge from what has taken place at 
the head of Darling Harbour, we could do them with timber in one-third the time we could with iron. I 
know nothing about constructing iron wharfs, but I do about wooden wharfs, and I take the Darling 
Harbour iron wharf as a criterion. 
304. You are aware that if it is decided to have these jetties or wharfs of iron, all the iron must be 
brought from England? Yes, I presume so, or Belgium. 

From your knowledge of the timber trade, do you not think we could get the requisite timber here 
in much quicker time than the iron from England? Yes, a great deal; you can get timber enough to fill 
the whole bay up if you want it. 

Of the two materials, you would prefer that the proposed wharf should be constructed of timber 
rather than of iron? Yes; but, as I said before, if it is to be a lasting and permanent work, and the 
money to be borrowed, I would rather have it of stone; but if it is to be a comparatively temporary 
matter I would have it of wood, which, in my opinion, would last as long again as iron, and only cost half 
as much. 

How do you prove that timber would only cost half as much as iron? I take the wharf at Darling 
Harbour, which will, when finished, cost at the rate of £1 per foot of surface; and I feel certain that in 
1870, when petitions were sent to this House, and the unemployed were starving in the streets, it could 
have been built altogether, completed, for £22,000 or £23,000, of timber,—that is to say, the twelve jetties, 
measuring 1,800 feet run in length; or the present structure could have been done in eighteen months for 
£15,000 or £16,000,—vi.z., nine jetties and 1,260 feet run. 
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What has it cost—the portion now done? It appears to have cost nearly about £43,000, but not corn- J.Booth,Esq., 
plete, but will cost when completed about £50,000. It appears from Mr. Moriarty's evidence before this M.P. 

Committee last year, question 722, that there are nine berths, and that the cost was then estimated to be t--
£50,000 for the nine, or £3,555 per berth; and I am certain that portion of the work would have 15 May, 1874. 
been done by contract in 1870 at from £15,000 to £16,000. 

And the work was let, to be constructed of iron at that tune? Yes, while our own workmen were 
walking about nearly starving. 

Have you a knowledge of the present price of wood-work? It is about 25 or 30 per cent. dearer 
now than it was then, taking everything into account. If I recollect right, such work as the Government 
would require might have been done at about £30 per square; but for private individuals, or such a 
Company as the A. S. N. Company, who do not want their wharfs so extravagantly particular, it would 
have cost about £16 a square. These wharf, of which I have bsen giving you specimens, never cost more 
than £10 a square. At present I do not think you could get a timber wharf done at the head of Darling 
Harbour at less than £40 or £45 per square; there is so much difference in labour and material. 

Are you not aware that the price of iron has also greatly increased since 1870? Yes. I know that 
wharf at Darling Harbour will cost, according to what has been paid, very nearly,  £1 per foot of surface; 
and it is a most singular thing that, though there has been 25 per cent, rise in the price of iron and 
labour, the new Circular Quay is proposed to be built, with double the amount of surface measurement in it, 
for about lOs. or 17s. per foot, sheds, steam cranes, walling, and other improvements all included—or 
about £89,000. It is most singular. There may be a way of doing it I do not profess to know anything 
about; but I think Mr. Moriarty's first estimate for the Darling Harbour Wharf was £30,000 or £34,000, 
and I know one of the tenders was upwards of £80,000; there was that difference between his estimate 
and that of the parties who tendered. 

.A&. Wearize.] Was that for more than is now finished? That was for 1,800 running feet of wharf 
and twelve berths, and there is unfinished now 1,260 feet only and nine berths, there are three berths 
short—nine in the place of twelve, and 540 feet of wharf frontage less. I am afraid the present Circular 
Quay proposal will fall into the same error if constructed of iron. 

Is this an accurate plan (produced) of the Darling Harbour Wharf? Yes, it is that from which a 
tender was sent in from. 

Have you observed that the ships overlap one another? Yes. 
The objections you urged against the other plan, as to the difficulty of getting a vessel out in case a 

fire was discovered on board, applies equally to this? Yes, only that this is worse. 
What is the length of the berths—the distance between the piers? 240 feet from inside to inside 

each bay; each pier is 60 feet wide. But the unfortunate part of it is that it is struck in a circle, and you 
cannot get a ship in at all of any large size-1,200 to 1,500 tons, and even a vessel of 700 or 800 tons. All 
the head gear runs right on to the wharf. There are several berths you cannot get a good-sizedd ship into 
at all. And that is how the money is fooled away. (Witness snade some explanations by reference to the 
plan.) 

Could that wharf be altered? All you can do is to pile in between the piers and make it all straight. 
There is another serious objection to this iron wharf, or to any iron wharf,—that it may be very seriously 
damaged by ships running Ibul of it. There is an iron wharf at Wellington, I have been informed, a very 
strong one, and the "Otago" ran into it, and it cost, I am told, thousands of pounds to put it to rights. 
Iron does not give like wood, and the whole of it gets crushed together. The " Goverilor-General," going 
full speed into Campbell's Wharf, rushed right into the stone wharf several feet, but the damage was 
easily repaired. If a large vessel were to run into one of the berths in this iron wharf it would cost 
large amount to put it to rights. In a wooden jetty not half the damage would be done, and could be 
easily repaired. If the deterioration of the iron goes on with these long spans the same as it does in the 
top sides of ships—and I do not see why it should not—this thing cannot carry its own weight at the end 
of twenty years. 

AIr. Hoskisms.] You have a knowledge of the price of timber-work now? Yes; it is 25 or 30 per 
cent. more than it was in 1870. 

Could you give us any idea what these improvements at the Circular Quay, proposed to be con-
structed of iron, would cost if constructed of timber? From about £45 to £50 a square, without copper, 
and nearly double with copper. A pile 40 or 50 feet long should not cost in its place more than £6 or 
£7—that is a long price for the pile itself; but the copper on the pile would come to about £10. It is 
that that takes the money away. No owners that I know of private wharfs in New South Wales, 
Melbourne, or New Zealand, copper the piles, that I have seen. The thing is preposterous. 

You do not see the necessity for coppering the piles? No; but I do see the necessity for charring 
and coal-tarring the piles. There was a letter written by Captain Maxwell, dated 25th December, 1873, 
stating that in Hobart Town they had scorched the piles and coated them with hot tar. There the water 
is perfectly clear, and these piles have been there fifteen years, and no sign of any insect entering them. 
The experience we have of the Gas Wharf supports that. If the piles there are kept tarred, I believe 
they will be good for a hundred years. 

What would be the cost if the piles were charred and tarred as you propose? That would only be 
on the price of the pile, and not on the other work at all. I suppose £2 to £3 a pile would do them. 
They would only want charring from the mud up. 

What would be the price of the wharf then? It should be about £50 a square. 
What has the Darling Harbour Wharf cost? Nearly £100 a square—the iron wharf, when finished; 

and that is without the stone wall. 
Is there any great difficulty, or more difficulty than there was twenty years ago, in getting timber of 

a suitable description? Yes; the timber is further back, or further up the rivers. 
Does that materially affect the price? No; twenty years. ago it was a great deal dearer than it is 

now—timber was double the price twenty years ago. 
What timber do you recommend as the best for piles P Ironbark, mahogany, or box. 
I should gather from what you have said, that you think these timbers quite as good as the jarrah? 

I believe our mahogany is jarrah wood. Every bit, if they are properly cared for; but very few seem to 
care for them. . These old headstocks were matured timber, and they have never had any paint or tar—
not even a brush upon them. 
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J. Booth,Esq., 388. Iron-work has much increased in price of late years, has it not? Yes. I would also mention, with 
reference to the use of timber and iron together, that the juices out of our hardwoods —the sap—have a 
most detrimental effect on iron, and I think would have the same effect on iron girders. I once had a 

15 May, 1874. composite steamer, and she carried hardwood from the Manning, and --ths and inch bolts were eaten 
through in twelve months. 

If great care were taken in selecting timber for piles, how long would they last? If taken care of, 
I cannot tell you, because I do not know any that have been cared for ; but we have them down for forty-
odd years without being cared for. I wonid wish to say that in filthy, dirty water, like that in most parts of 
Sydney Harbour, the cobra do not exist to any great extent. Darling Harbour, Johnston's Bay, and Sydney 
Cove, are the places I have most minutely examined, and though I found them at one time, I cannot find 
any now; but there are plenty at the foot of Darling-street, Balmain, where the tide rushes, and the 
water is clean. 

Have you not been a good many years connected with the commerce and shipping of this port? 
Yes ; I have been here since 1839. 

You have been connected with the shipping business ever since? Yes; I went to sea in 1833,. and 
continued at sea till 1840. I served seven years at sea, and left the ship here and stopped ashore in 1840 
to learn shipwrighting—I continued shipwrighting off and on, and learned my t.rade; and in 1846 I turned 
master-builder, and I continued so till I went out of business. I have been also a shipowner continuously, 
sometimes owning only one, sometimes six or seven. I fancy I see what you are driving at. 

I should like to know whether we can accept you as an authority? Well, I think I know how a 
ship should be built, how she should be rigged, how she should be sailed, and the best mode of berthing 
and uberthing her. As for a judge of timber, I think from the long experience I have had I ought to 
be one of the best judges in the Colony. 

Which of the plans before us, for the proposed improvements, do you think the best? If the 
Government want berths for the largest ships—these big steamers--I think Mr. Selfe's improved plan is 
the best; but if they want berths merely for ordinary vessels I think Mr. Selfe's other plan (the original 
one) will berth such vessels as the "Hydaspes," " Sobraon," or " Samuel Plimsoll," and allow them to 
work three hatchways. There is plenty of room on the west side of the Circular Quay at present for the 
largest steamships, without any alteration. 

.11Ir. Wearne.] What is your opinion as to the southerly wind--does it interfere with the cove at all? 
No, not a bit, so far as the injury to vessels. In a southerly wind blowing hard you would have a trouble-
some job to berth a large ship at any of the jetties on the eastern side on Lieutenant Gowliand's plan. 
You could do it, but it would give a great deal of trouble, and you would take up a great part of the cove 
across for the time. 

Some of the witnesses have stated that a southerly wind has very little effect, that it only touches 
the tops of the masts, the cove being so protected by high buildings? If there were no buildings it would 
not hurt the ships, once they were securely moored. Wind only hurts ships where there is a set. None 
of these ships could move to the wind if moored as they ought to be, there being no motion in the water. 
It is quite a different thing at Newcastle, or any place where there is a heavy surge. 

Uliairniam.] The evidence which has been taken before this Committee has almost exclusively related 
to the trade between the Mother Country and the Colony—Is the accommodation for vessels engaged in 
our intercolonial trade and the trade with the Islands sucient? Yes, I think there are plenty of small 
wharfs, and there is plenty of room on private property to make more. There is room to make thirty or forty 
more wharfs in Darling Harbour on private property. I might suggest that if the Government would 
take King-street through to Woolloomooloo, they would get ships to go to the wharf there, and so bring it 
into immediate use. It is a very beautiful wharf, now bringing little or no returns. 

Mr. Maci'ntosls.] Does the Government receive any payment from private persons for the privilege of 
extending their wharfs? They have to buy any land they may reclaim. 

That is only for the land covered by the water before it is reclaimed. Does the Government receive 
any payment for permission to run out the jetty into deep water? No, not that I know of. I have put 
up one or two, and I have not paid anything. The shipping in the intereolonial trade has increased in 
length and size, but the wharfowners have not had sufficient facilities allowed them to extend their wharfs 
to meet the demand for longer ships. I remember when there were 12-ton boats going to Newcastle and 
Lake Macquarie, and when a 60-ton vessel was considered a very large one for a collier; and now there 
are colliers of 300 or 400 tons; consequently these wharfs, put up years ago, are all too short. 

Is it not a fact that when their wharfs become silted up, the owners ask the Government to allow them 
to extend them further? . They have done so no doubt; but I do not see any harm in extending jetties 
out there, because ships do not beat up and down now as they used to do in olden days—they are nearly 
all towed. 

John Musson, Esq., called in and examined 

John Musson, 400. C'1airman.] Your letter, dated 7 May, which was handed in some days ago, has only just been read, 
E6q. owing to the time of the Committee being occupied with taking evidence and other matters. This plan 

---- (produced) I believe accompanied your letter? That is not the one that accompanied the letter and tender 
15 May, 1874. dated March 3, but it is a copy. There was no colouring on the one that was sent in with the letter. 

(Another plan produced.) This is the one. 
You wish that plan to be taken into consideration by the Committee? Yes. 
There will be no time for taking your evidence to-day, but we thought it best to ascertain exactly 

what you desire. I presume you desire to explain your plan to the Committee? Yes. I may mention 
that, with the permission of Mr. Sutherland, I submitted a plan with a tender at the time he called for 
tenders for Mr. Selfe's plan. This plan, with tender, went in on the same day—March 3, 1874. It is 
marked in this way—" Plan referred to by Mr. Musson, in his letter No. 1, dated 3rd March, 1874." 

Do you wish to hand in that plan as an appendix to your letter? Yes. (Plan handed in.) The 

other plan contains some details of the jetties, and I should also like to hand it in. (Handed in.) 

In my letter I stated I would furnish a detailed plan of the jetties, and that plan contains the detail of them. 
I notice your letter is signed "John Musson & Co." Are you in business as a contractor? Yes; 

the party who is connected with me in this matter is Mr. Alexander Kerr. 

TUESDAY, 
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TUESDAY, 19 MAY, 1874. 

rc8cnt 

Mn. HOSKINS, Mn. STJTHE1ILAND, 
Mn. MACINTOSH, Mn. WEARNE. 

THE HON. HENRY PARKES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

John Musson, Esq., called in and examined :- 

Ohairman.] Did you send in a tender to the Government for the improvement of the Circular Quay? J. Musson, 
On my own plan, do you mean? Es. 

On any plan? Yes, I think I sent in tenders on all the plans. 
Including the plan which you have placed before the Committee? Yes, dated 3rd March, 1874, and 19 May, 1874. 

called 14-berth plan. 
Will you be kind enough to explain what you consider are the special merits of your plan? (11&. 

.Masson's plan and sections of stone wall and jetties before the C'ommittee.) The whole of the wharfs on the 
east side of the cove are proposed to be of stone. The retaining wall, as shown here, has an average 
thickness of 71  feet when 40 feet high, and is backed up with rubble stone. The three jetties on the south 
side are intended to have screw piles as foundations, with a superstructure of timber. Of the stone 
wharfs, three measure 160, 170, and 180 feet respectively, and five are each 200 feet long. The three 
jetties are two of 210 and one of 200 feet long, giving six berths. The total of wharf frontage is 2,750 
feet, and three ends of jetties of 80 feet each. All the material for the construction of this wall can be 
produced in the Colony, including the screwpiles. Each berth, as you may observe, is distinct of itself; 
and steamers or lighters can go alongside any one of them. Each vessel can be taken in or out without 
disturbing its neighbour in any way. The wharfs do not encroach in any way upon the harbour. With 
regard to the cost of the work, the rough stone can be had here for one-third of what it could be had in 
London; and the reduced cost of the stone enables us to construct the whole of the work for £90,000; 
but if any additional work is wanted in laying the stone under water in cement, which would necessitate 
the construction of coffer-dams, there will be an additiohal cost of10,000, making the whole work amount 
to £100,000, by being constructed dry. 

Mi-. Hos/cins.jJ Is that exclusive of the jetties? No, including the whole of them—everything. There 
is a great improvement in working these things now. Of course two stones cemented together are like 
one stone. This (referring to section on the plan) is a section of the three jetties showing the screw piles. 
These piles are 16 feet apart from centre to centre, and 12 inches in diameter. The reason I adopt screw-
piles here is in consequence of the great depth to a foundation. If these piles should corrode, they can be 
easily replaced without interfering with the wharf. The maintenance of the stone wharf would be next to 
nothing ; there would be no planking to replace, and no painting to do; and the timber-work on the 
jetties (on the screw-piles) will last as long as any iron. 

Uhairman..] What is your calculation as to the berthing of ships—will they overlap—Have you 
taken into account the necessity for smaller vessels coming alongside the ships lying at every wharf? 
I have. 

What would be the space, where these vessels overlap, between the bows of one and the stern of the 
other? The wharfs being 200 feet long, if a ship is 250 feet she must overlap. 

What is the space between two vessels where they overlap? It would be from 7 or 8 feet to 25 feet, 
as they go to a point. 

Have you taken into account the bowsprit of the vessel and the rigging that stands out from the 
vessel? Yes. Between the bowsprit of a ship there (pointing to the plan), and the next vessel there would 
be about 20 feet; and two steamers could go alongside any one of these ships. Some nautical men would 
put their heads the other way, in which case the bowsprit would project over the wharf. 

You have taken into account ships of from 200 feet to 250 feet? You can berth a vessel of 300 feet 
here. A ship seldom or never discharges from the fore-hatch. 

Have you said what you desire to say in description of your plan? Yes. More as an appendix to 
my original plan, I put a berth here of 350 feet for mail steamers (berth 1V. 1 on the plan). The bows of 
the steamers could project as far as might be necessary, it being the last berth. 

Mr. Hosicins.] Supposing that plan was sanctioned, how long do you suppose you would be in carry-
ing out the work before it was completed? I think eighteen months or two years. It would be com-
menced at once. 

Would you, as a contractor, submit to be bound to that time? Yes. Of course every wharf as it 
was finished would be available at once. 

.Mr. Macintosh.] What is the width of these jetties? 80 feet. 
What is the length of stone wharfs? 1,510 feet. 
What is the depth of water off the frontage to this wail P It is intended to give not less than 20 

feet at low-water. 
What is the width of the wall at the bottom? If it is 40 feet high, it would be 12 feet at the 

bottom. 
Have you only allowed for 20 feet in depth? Not less than 20 feet; of course that will be exceeded 

in most instances. 
What vertical height of masonry have you tendered for? Where there is 20 feet of water the height 

of the wall would be 33 feet-13 feet above low-water line and 20 feet below it. 
I want to know what vertical height of wall, from the foundation-stone to the top, you have allowed 

for? We base our calculations upon not less than 20 feet of water at low tide; but as the rock slopes 
rapidly, the actual depth under a vessel's keel would be not less than 25 feet. I may explain it in this 
way—that we may save £1,000 in wall by spending £100 in removing the rock. 

You have not given me the average depth of wall on which you base your tender of £90,000? We 
have assumed the average height of the retaining wall at 35 feet, of such dimensions as we consider most 
ample to perform the required work. 

That is with a base equal to about 11 feet of solid masonry? The base would be about one-third of 
the height. I wish to impress upon you that we fill in only with rubble stone. Perhaps I had better 

574—D read 
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F. Musson, read you an extract from the specification : -" Of such dimensions as we consider most ample to perform 
Esq. the required work. Should, however, the Government require that the wall be increased in strength and 

' solidity, we should require to be paid a proportionate sum at a schedule rate." Some engineers would prefer 
19 May, 1874. the wall narrower—some to have it broader; but we based our calculations on this section and on that 

height. - 
I see it has a batter? It has a Mtter of about 1 in 10; but that is matter of detail. At the Zig-Zag, 

on the Railway, there is a retaining wall about 30 feet high, with a base of 7fi feet. 
The joints would be axe and draft, I presume? Axe-dressed, with a draft round the margin. The 

work would be all axe-dressed—all good work. 
Your tender is for lime? No. I will read specification :-" We are also prepared to set the whole 

of the masonry below the water-line as well as above in Portland cement, and to hand-pack the ballast or 
iubble behind the retaining wail; but as this additional work would entail a large extra expenditure and 
the construction of coffer-dams, we would require an additional sum of £10,000." That would make our 
tender then £100,000. "As a guarantee for the stability of the work, we would leave 10 per cent. of the 
amount of the contract in the hands of the Government for (say) six months after completion of the work." 

Does this tender include sheds? No, in our price we have included no sheds. 
The stone you would obtain from the  vicinity? We would take some from there, and wherever we 

could get it. 
Have you observed whether the stone-work at the Circular Quay at the present time has much 

deteriorated? Very little, and wherever there is any deterioration it is above water, and can be easily 
replaced. 

Are you aware how long that wharf has been down? I am not. I have made out a statement of 
my various tenders—the price per foot run, if you think proper to take that; and I have also gone into 
the comparative cost of iron, wood, and stone. 

Chairman.] Could you give the Committee an abstract of the several tenders you have sent in to the 
Government, as an appendix to your evidence? Yes, and the cost per foot run. The cost varies from 
£36 to £90 per foot run. (See Appendix CC 1 to CC 2). I have some blocks of concrete which I made 
the other day. That (producing a blocic of concrete) is about five weeks old, and is now as hard as free-
stone; in time it becomes harder. Here is another piece that was broken in taking it out of the mould. 
(Produced.) 

Mr. Hosicins.] Will this concrete resist the action of water? Yes, cement concretes are improved 
under water. This piece was made from material in the Colony, and contains only 4 per cent. of imported 
material. I should like to say something on the corrosion of iron. According to tables laid down by good 
authority the greatest deterioration is 24 grains per square inch in two years in foul water 

.Mr. .Macin.tosh.] At what temperature? I do not know. It was in Dublin Harbour. That would 
show a total loss of the iron, assuming it to be 1 inch thick, two sides were exposed to the action of the 
water, in about forty years. That is one instance, and I rather think it is an extreme one. After a good 
concrete column has been made for one month, the iron is of no further use, and may be dispensed with if 
the superstructure is not made to rest upon it. At Darling Harbour the wharf rests upon the concrete 
entirely. This new wharf rests upon the iron. If these piers in Mt. Moriarty's plan were made of iron 
and concrete they might be made larger, and the iron could be ultimately dispensed with altogether. 

Mr. Wearne.] If the cylinders at Darling Harbour should corrode away, the core would support 
the wharf? Yes; nothing rests upon the iron of the cylinders there. 

In each pier the concrete goes to the foundation? Yes, in every instance to the rock. In some 
instances it is 55 feet deep. If the iron was chipped off like an eggshell, those piers would be a solid 
column of concrete equal to masonry, harder than any freestone we have here. 

What size are they? The piers are from 4 feet to 5 feet 6 inches in diameter, as far as my memory 
goes. 

Inside diameter? No, outside diameter; the cylinders generally are about an inch and a quarter in 
thickness. 

Francis Hixson, Esq., called in and examined :- 
F. BIiX8Ofl, 441. Chairman.] What is the office you hold under the Government? President of the Marine Board. 
Esq. As President of the Marine Board, I have control over the Harbour Masters and the shipping in the port. 

19M 1874 
442. This Committee is sitting to consider the best method of improving the Circular Quay with a view to 

ay, . the better accommodation of shipping, and several plans have been submitted to the Committee. It has 
been considered desirable to get your opinion, in the capacity of President of the Marine Board having 
control over the management and regulation of the harbour, upon the suitableness of these different plans 
and the comparative facilities which they afford for the purpose aimed at. I do not know whether you 
have seen any of the plans? I have seen a plan by Mr. Moriarty, a plan by Navigating Lieutenant 
Gowiland, a plan by Mr. Selfe, and a plan by Mr. Musson. 

Then I think you have seen all the plans on which we wish your opinion. Have you formed an 
opinion, or do you desire again to refer to the plans? I have formed an opinion, but I would like to see 
the plans again. (The witness inspected the dilferent  plans before the Committee.) Considering all things, 
am of opinion that this (Mr. Selfe's improved plan) is the best. 

The objects which it is desired to secure may be thus stated, I think: facility in bringing a vessel 
alongside, security when she is there, expedition in discharging her cargo and protection for it when dis-
charged, and facility in getting a vessel away from her berth, especially in the event of fire, without 
contact with other ships? Those are just about the points I considered in my own mind, and I am still of 
opinion that this plan of Mr. Selfe's is the most advisable. There is a clear berth for every ship, and 
facility for getting them in and out; and there is a long straight wharf for vessels of extra length. It 
appears to me that this plan offers all the facilities we want in Sydney Cove. I look upon Lieutenant 
Gowlland's plan as a very convenient arrailgement, if it were the object to accommodate as many ships as 
possible in a limited space, but I am of opinion that it would concentrate too much commerce in Sydney 
Cove. Mr. Selfe's plan appears to be a. great improvement upon the present state of things, and at the 
same time it would not unnecessarily crowd either the streets that lead from the Quay, or the Quay 
itself. 
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Having reference to the area of water in Sydney Cove, should you consider it a very advisable thing F. Rixon, 
to-take up as little of it as possible—in other words, is there any space too much now? No, there Esq. 

certainly is not. I think this (Mr. Selfe's) plan does not unnecessarily contract the navigable waters of  
the cove. 19 May, 1874. 

Would not the jetty system rather encroach on them? The jetty system would rather encroach upon 
the cove, no doubt; but I am very much in favour of jetties, from the fact of their giving greater con-
venience for shipping; there is nothing like a jetty in that respect. 

Should you feel warranted in expressing any opinion as to the material it would be most desirable to 
use in the construction of these improvements: you may or may not have given attention to that subject? 
I would never advocate sending out of the Country for material if it can be obtained in it. We have the 
best possible hardwood, which appears to answer the purpose in all private wharfs, and 1 certainly think 
hardwood would answer all the purposes that we require. 

Without reference to where the material may come from,—which do you consider the best—stone, 
wood, or iron—with a view to permanence? I think stone would be the most permanent. 

Do you state your opinion with any confidence—that is, have you paid any attention to the subject? 
I am no great authority on the subject. 

JJlr. Hosicins.] -Of which material do you think the works could be constructed with most expedition? 
Wood. 

Mr. Macintosh.] Would there be any difficulty in getting a ship in or out of berth No. 3 on Mr. 
Selfe's plan? No, I think not. She could move clear of the other ship. She is over-lapping the harbour 
steamers' jetty, which is objectionable. In fact we want a great space there now, the North Shore traffic 
is becoming so great. 

By this plan of Mr. Selfe's two of the ferry wharfs would be destroyed? As the plan is drawn here, 
two of them would be destroyed; but they could be removed to the other corner of the Quay. 

Is not the south-west corner the most valuable for shipping now? No; the most convenient berths 
for shipping now are along the western side of the quay. 

What is the difference between this plan and Mr. Moriarty's? On Mr. Moriarty's plan the ships 
are all lying broadside on to the wharf, and there is considerable over-lapping. At this projecting berth 
(No. 5) where the "Sobraon" is shown moored, there would be considerable difficulty in mooring a long 
vessel. 

Chairman.] It is proposed to have dolphins for mooring the vessel at that berth? Dolphins would 
be in the way; and besides, it would be difficult to erect substantial ones for securing a ship to in such 
deep water as thefe is there.. 

Mr. Macintosh.] The particular difference between Mr. Moriarty's plan and Mr. Selfe's is that Mr. 
Selfe's lines are more diagonal than Mr. Moriarty's? Yes; and therefore give greater facility of ingress 
and egress. If this ship "Sobraon" were to lie here (at .Ni. 5 on Mr. Moriarty's plan) in winter-time, 
when strong westerly winds prevail, there would be considerable difficulty in getting her slewed round. 
In Mr. Selfe's plan the ships lie more at an angle, and a steamer would have nothing to do but lay hold of 
them and take them away. 

Mr. Wearne.] What kind of ships do you think we shall have to accommodate at these new wharfs? 
For many years ships have been increasing in size, and I should think they will still continue to increase 
in size. I do not think we have yet arrived at the maximum size of the ships that will trade to Sydney. 

What space should we provide now at each of these wharfs, in order to afford each ship the best 
accommodation? Each wharf or jetty should be about 250 feet long—but I am speaking somewhat at hap-. 
hazard on this subject. 

Mr. Hos/cins.] So that vessels could unload at two hatchways? Yes, there must certainly be con-
venience for unloading from both hatchways at the present day. 

George Richard Dibbs Esq., called in and examined 

Chairman.] You are a member of the Marine Board, I believe? T am. 
And you have been acquainted with this port and the shipping connected with it for some years? I G:it. Dibbs, 

was born in Sydney, and I have been about the wharfs and the harbour as long as I can remember, having Esq. 
been connected with business now nearly twentysix years. 

i This Committee is sitting to consider the best method of improving the wharf accommodation n 19 May, 1874. 
Sydney Cove, with a view to affording greater facilities for discharging and loading ships. I suppose you 
are aware of that? I am. 

Several plans have been submitted to the Committee for carrying out these improvements—by Mr. 
Moriarty, the Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers; by Lieutenant Gowliand, by Mr. Selfe, and by 
Mr. Musson, and I think one or two others. Have you seen any of these plans? Yes, I have seen them 
all, I think. 

The Committee have invited you to attend here, in the hope that you would be able to express an 
opinion, derived from your experience, as to which of these plans would afibrd the largest amount of con-
venience, facility, and security in carrying out the objects we have in view. The plans are before you, if 
you like to refer to them? I should. There are some alterations in some of the plans, I believe. I would 
like to see what they are. (Mr. Moriarty's improved plan placed upon the table.) The plan of the Engineer-
in-Chief was exhibited at the Chamber of Commerce, and it appears to be very much the same now as it 
was then, with the exception that the "Sobraon's" berth is made wider (No. 5). That plan was exhibited 
with the other plans, and I did not like the look of it then, and I do not like the look of it now, for mooring 
ships. I may state that I was once lessee of the Circular Quay for three years, and had a good deal of 
experience in mooring ships at the time there was a great rush of business in 1854 and 1855. The objection 
I see to this plan of the Engineer-in-Chief is to the mooring and unmooring of ships. - 

You are aware, I presume, that the plan contemplates a continuous shed for taking the goods into 
after discharge? I believe so; something on the principle of the Liverpool Docks in England. 

A shed to run all along the line of shipping? Yes. - 
Which particular berths do you think would be awkward as to the removal of vessels? 'It would be 

difficult to move ships at berths 6 and 4 without moving the other vessels also; and it would be difficult 
to moor the "Sobraon" on the jetty pier (No. 5), without interfering with the ships lying at berths 4 
and 6. 

Mr. Wearme.] It is proposed to put dolphins at each end to moor the vessel at the jetty berth? - 
- That 
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G. B. Dibbs, That would make the matter still worse, because it would narrow the available water considerably. The 
Esq. dolphins would take up so much space that it would be difficult to bring a ship in between the dolphins 

19M 18-/4 
and the jetty. A dolphin at that spot would have to be a very large and heavy piece of work to hang a 

ay, 
ship to, and it would be very awkward, in my opinion, in getting ships into their berths. What I think 
we want here is means of bringing ships to the wharf, and mooring them as simply as one of the A. S. N. 
Company's ships is moored—that they should be taken in and put into their berths with the utmost sim- 

- plicity—not, as at the present time, half-a-day wasted in mooring a moderate-sized ship. (Mr. Selfe's. 
original pla4l placed wpon the table.) This is like the plan we saw at the Chamber of Commerce. 

Chairman.] Now if you will refer to the one under it.—(2&. Sef's improved plan exhibited)—that is 
what Mr. Selfe himself calls his improved plan, by which, amongst other alterations, be has a very long 
straight wharf-830 feet. What is your opinion of that plan? The ships appear there as if they could 
be moored and removed conveniently and with simplicity. 

Have you seen the model of Mr. Selfe's plan? Yes; that was exhibited at the Exchange for about 
a month. I have seen that; and it is a very useful sort of thing to assist one in forming an opinion. 
(Lieutenant Gowliand's plan exhibited.) Yes, I have seen Lieutenant Gowlland's plan, and for part of the 
requirements of the port I think the jetties would be useful; but in studying Mr. Gowiland's plan, my 
principal objection was that he crams too many ships into a limited wharf space. With vessels discharging 
from three hatchways, as they do, and a ship on each side of one of these jetties, there would be difficulty 
in clearing the cargo from the fore-hatch and passing it by the cargo from the after-hatchways. It would 
lead to delay and confusion; and the cargo from the extreme end of the jetty would have to be taken 
away by trucks, which would necessitate double labour. I think the jetties for loading purposes would be 
better than either of the other plans. In that case vessels receive their cargo slowly, over a period of 
perhaps .a couple of months in the case of a London ship, and the cargo could be easily passed along the 
jetty; but in discharging there would be a complete jam for the land carriage. For mooring and un-
mooring ships Mr. Gowiland's plan would be as good a scheme as there possibly could be; and it is to be 
commended for that reason. 

Mr. Wearne.] Would vessels lying at these jetties be affected by a southerly wind? I do not think 
it would affect them at all. No wind blows in this harbour to affect any ship moored at any of these 
places. There is no wash of the sea, and no swell. 

Mr. .2F[acintosh.] What description of wharfs are private persons most in the habit of making? 
There is 'a variety; some are flat stone wharfs, and some are wooden jetties; but there is no other wharf 
in Sydney besides this, the Circular Quay, where there is the same extent of space. 

Wool is not much shipped at any other wharf except the Circular Quay? There is wool shipped at 
the Cosmopolitan Wharf. The great principle in discharging is to get ships broadside on, so as to spread 
the cargo; for loading you want a ship safely moored, and as the loading is put in more slowly a jetty 
would be better than a broadside berth. 

Do you think the roadway is not sufficient to take away the cargo as fast as it is discharged? Not if 
you put the vessels on the jetty plan. 

When Macquarie-street is.  opened up, will not that have the effect of relieving this portion of the 
Quay? No, very few goods will go up Macquarie-street. 

Chairman.] Have you seen Mr. Musson's plan? (Mr. Musson's plan exhibited.) With the exception 
of the centre piers, I see little difference between this and Mr. Moriarty's plan. 

.Mr. Macintoslz.]Wil1 the size of the vessels, as drawn on Mr. Musson's plan, represent the size of the 
vessels that you expect will arrive here from England? I think we shall have longer ships than these. 

Chairman.] As a mercantile man with a long acquaintance with the shipping interest, will you give 
us your opinion as to which of these plans is the best, keeping in view the general objects we want to 
secure—facility in bringing ships to their berths, expedition and protection for the cargo in discharging 
and loading, and facility in getting a ship out from her berth, especially in the event of fire? Having 
considered the matter, I should prefer Mr. Selfe's plan to any I have seen yet, because Mr. Selfe's plan 
does not put too many ships into a limited space. I think most of the designers of these plans have erred 
in the desire to put too many ships into a small space. They seem to have forgotten that there are other 
places in Sydney Harbour where ships could be accommodated. As a commercial man, I think we should 
improve the accommodation at the Circular Quay; but I think also that we ought to have some regard to 
the owners of wharfs in other parts of the harbour. I think the Government should give permission to 
private proprietors to utilize their wharf frontage as much as possible. 

Should you feel yourself at liberty to state an opinion as to what material is most desirable to be used 
in the construction of the proposed improvements? I have thought a little about that subject, and have 
had some communication with Tasmania, where they have wooden jetties; and, looking at the thing as a 
speculation, if I were erecting wharfs for my own accommodation I should go in for wood. 

Could you state any reason why you prefer wood to stone? I should prefer stone for permanent 
work, but I fancy stone would be the more costly of the two. I said that if I were doing the thing for 
my own convenience I should study to get the greatest possible benefit at the least possible cost, and to do 
that I would have wood. If I had an unlimited run at my bankers I should prefer stone. 

Which do you think would be the wiser course to adopt—to construct the wharf with a view to 
accommodation for a certain number of years, say a generation, or to construct it with a view to greater 
permanence? If we were to construct a wharf that would last for the next fifty years we should be doing 
our duty to those who come after us. In fifty years we may have some other means 'of getting backwards 
and forwards. Perhaps, under a wise administration, the Colony may produce so much in fifty years that 
we should be great exporters instead of importers. 

Mr. Moslems.] Do you believe a wooden wharf could be erected in which the piles would last for 
fifty years? I think so. 

Mr. Macintosh.] Would you copper the piles? No. I remember that the whole jetty at the north 
end of Campbell's Wharf has been in existence since the time when I was a boy; when quite a youngster I 
fished off it; and that jetty has never been renewed; some trifling repairs have been made to it within the 
last six years. 

You believe our timber would last for fifty years without coppering? Yes; from information I have 
obtained from Tasmania I believe that if our timber was charred, and then coated with hot coal tar, it 
would last for fifty years certainly. In Tasmania they have adopted that plan with much inferior wood, 
and after fifteen years trial there is not the sign of a cobra mark upon it. When my firm were lessees of 
the Circular Quay, I rélUernbcr a piece of wood being fished out of the harbour which had belonged to a 

vessel 
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vessel that had been burnt at the Queen's Wharf and sunk about thirty years before. It was an old G. R. Dibbs, 
rudder-stock that had been made of colonial ironbark, and it had been well charred in the burning of the Eq. 
ship. The pine backing which had been attached to it, and which had not been charred, was a mass of cobra ' 
shells and excavations; but wherever the charring had gone over it, it was as fresh as if it had just been 19 May, 1374. 
put in the water. 

You have been at Valparaiso and other ports. Have you observed any iron wharfs at any of the 
places you have visited? I have never seen any iron used except here. I have been round the docks at 
Liverpool, Greenock, London, and other ports in England and Scotland, and I have seen stone and wood 
used there, but never iron. 

Did you observe the Thames embankment? Yes; that is of granite. 
After all the experience you have had, you would recommend that the improvements in Sydney Cove 

should be constructed of the timber of the Colony? The timber of the Colony against anything for 
economy and utility. 

Mr. Wearne.] Or stone? Or stone, if the cost be no object. We know the timber will last, from 
the experience we have had of it; and we know stone will last to the end of time. I think it is a pity the 
Government does not grant every facility to the owners of private wharfs to enable them to go on extending, 
improving, and modernizing their wharfs. There is a desire on the part of wharf proprietors to do it, but 
there is some difficulty, owing to the refusal of the authorities to allow any encroachment on the harbour. 
These plans, if carried out, will be an encroachment on the harbour; and if private proprietors were allowed 
equal privileges, and to make the most of their water rights, I think it would be of great assistance to the 
port of Sydney. 

Mr. Jtfacintosll.] Do you think the private proprietors give any facilities to the public for the great 
facilities they receive—what have they given? They have given this much,—that any person can discharge 
his ship at a private wharf at less cost than at the Government wharf. 

J3fr. Hosicins.] Not in the same time? Yes, in the same time. 
Mr. Macintosh.] Suppose there was a street along the water-frontage of Darling Harbour, do you 

think it would be a benefit to the public—a street along the edge of the water, extending from Liverpool-
street to Miller's Point? I dare say it would. 

Do you think it would be toq much to ask the private owners of land to give up a portion of that 
land, in consideration of the privilege they receive in putting out jetties into the harbour? That is a 
matter for the private owners to decide. I do not think my opinion would be of any value on that point. 
The Government evidently proposes to do for the public in the matter of wharf accommodation what it 
does in every other direction—it makes roads and bridges all over the country. But why not allow the 
owners of water frontage, who have already wharfs, which were suitable for the Colony twenty years ago, 
to modernize their wharfs, without interposing difficulty on the part of the Government. They cannot do 
it now without encroaching more or less upon the harbour, and the Government will not allow them to do 
that which it is going to do itself. If you owned Moore's Wharf, and you desired to improve it as the 
Government propose to improve the Circular Quay, you would be met with the difficulty that you would 
not be allowed to encroach upon the harbour. With the large harbour space we have, I think there 
should be more liberality shown in this matter than is the case now. There is one thing I should like to 
mention to the Committee,—that in erecting wharfs the first thing to be thought of is, what are the wharfs 
intended for. For instance, I notice upon one of these plans there are two steamers shown. I think it 
would be very desirable to have a special wharf for steamers, or to have berths reserved for steamers, on the 
same principle as at Newcastle, there is a special crane for them. Neither on the Engineer-in-Chief's 
plan nor on Mr. Selfe's original plan do I see any special provision of the kind. 

1J&. Wearne.] Which of Mr. Selfe's plans do you prefer,—the original plan or the improved plan, 
showing the long straight wharf where steamers of any length could be berthed? It would be better to 
have that straight piece, because there would be room for a long steamer, and for a shorter ship astern of 
her. Steamers should have a broadside berth, and I think this berth should be reserved for them—ready 
for them always. Under these small-berth plans it would be necessary to turn a ship out to put a steamer 
in. Whatever plan of wharf is ultimately decided upon, it would be very desirable to have a long berth 
specially laid aside for steamers. 

Could they not be berthed on the western side of the cove? I think it would be better to reserve 
this straight piece on Mr. Selfe's plan. Those berths on the west side are the best discharging berths in 
Sydney at present. You could only cut them up into about two long berths. 

In the event of our adopting Mr. Selfe's plan, you would prefer his improved plan, with the long 
straight wharf, to his original plan having three berths at the same place? Yes, in view of having these 
long berths reserved for steamers. 

Chairman.] What are the general reasons why you prefer Mr. Selfe's plan? It does not crowd the 
ships so much; each ship has a separate berth, and can be moored without interfering with any other 
ship's moorings; there is ample space for each ship to discharge her cargo, and they can be moored or 
unmoored, in the event of fire, with the utmost facility. 

Mr. Macintosh.] This plan seems to take away the watermen's stairs? In dealing with wharf 
accommodation the Gorernment ought to make up its mind to reserve either the head of the cove for the 
passenger traffic, or to remove the passenger traffic to Dawes' Point. At present there is considerable 
danger to women and children going to pic-nic parties, especially on holidays, from the crowded state of 
that part of the quay, where steamboats take up and land their passengers. The suggestion was made to 
the Treasurer some time ago by the Marine Board, that provision for the passenger traffic should be made 
at Dawes' Point, and a sort' of light bridge thrown across at Campbell's Wharf, connecting with George 
street, so that if ever we had tram-cars running to George-street North they could come to the various 
points of arrival and departure of steamboats, without interfering with the shipping at all. At the present 
time there is a large traffic between the Circular Quay and the North Shore, Manly Beach, and Watson's 
Bay. I live at the North Shore, and I notice that we are frequently detained with our steamer by vessels 
moving in and out, and also that the Manly Beach and Watson's Bay steamers are inconvenienced in a 
similar way. There have been collisions in consequence of the small steamers having to come up amongst 
the ships. There is an unsightly piece of land at Dawes' Point, which could be turned to good account in 
this way. Either take up the entire head of the cove for the passenger traffic, or shift it down to Dawes' 
point as a whole. 

THURS14Y, 
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firesent 

MR. HOSKINS, MR. WATSON, 
MR. SUTHERLAND, MR. WEARNE. 

THE HON. HENRY PARKES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Edward Orpen Moriarty, Esq., Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers, called in and examined: 

E. 0. 498. Chairman.] You wish to continue your evidence from the point where it was broken off, I believe? 
Monarty,Esq. Yes. I should like to show the Committee, in the first place, some samples of wood of various kinds 

which I have got, showing the action of the worm upon the timber. The first sample I have to exhibit is 
21 May, 1874. a piece of an ironbark pile (produced) from the Dunmore Bridge, on the Paterson River, about six miles 

above its junction with the Hunter. The water is occasionally salt or brackish, occasionally fresh, 
according as there is much or little fresh water coming down the river. This pile shows the action of the 
worm upon it. In consequence of a flood scouring away the bottom of the river, it was exposed below 
the copper, and the result was that in about four years it was destroyed, as you observe here. All the 
piles exposed by the scour were injured in the same way, and had to be replaced. The piles of this 
bridge were coppered, and 6 feet of the coppered portion driven into a very hard gravel bottom, which 
it was thought would protect them; but the flood of 1867 scoured away the bottom and left them bare 
down to the rock, and the effect was that the piles were destroyed below the copper, as you see in this 
sample. 

Is that cut close to the copper? I think it must be, from the size of the pile. It was cut below the 
copper. 

When was the bridge erected? About fifteen years ago. 
Did you superintend the erection of the bridge? Yes, the bridge was constructed under my 

department. 
Did you personally inspect the piles before they were driven? No, but I had a Clerk of Works 

upon the spot whose duty it was to see the piles properly coppered. 
Had you any certificate from him that they were sound piles? I had, and that they were coppered for 

6 feet below the bottom of the river. I should explain that in the Clerk of Works' book the length of the 
copper on every pile is shown, and these piles were coppered 6 feet into the gravel bed of the river. The 
next sample I exhibit is part of an ironbark log (produced) that was sunk for about ten years in the waters of 
Sydney Cove, close to Mr. Flood's stores. It is part of one of a number of logs taken down to the wharf for 
shipment, but by some accident tumbled into the water and allowed to lie there for ten years. I remember 
the circumstance of their being thrown off the wharf. Complaints were made about their being in the way 
of ships, and I had a diver employed to remove them. This is a sample off one of them. The remainder 
of the log may be seen now at Fort Macquarie. It is utterly destroyed by the worm in Sydney Cove. 

Do you know in this case whether the logs had been recently cut, or whether they had been used for 
any other purpose before they fell into the water? I cannot of course say how long they had been cut, 
but they seemed to have been sound seasoned timber; they never had been used for any purpose whatever 
before they were thrown into the water. The next sample is a piece of a pile (produced) from the A. S. N 

- Company's Wharf, in Darling Harbour, close to the outlet of one of the sewers of the city. The original 
piles were all destroyed, and have been within the last year or two replaced by a completely new set of 
piles driven through the original planking. This is cut from one of the old piles, and measured about 15 
inches before it was damaged, as you see here, by the worm. This pile, I think, is turpentine wood. It will 
be observed that the insect has penetrated right through the very heart of the timber, and that it has 
eaten through it in all directions. 

Have you any knowledge of the length of time this was under water? I have no absolute knowledge 
of it, but I have been pretty well acquainted with the harbour and the wharfs about it for many years, 
and from my recollection of the place I should say it had been fifteen or sixteen years in the water. You 
will observe that in this pile, as in all others that have been in the water, there is the action of two insects, 
one the large one, the Teredo navalis, commonly called the cobra, the other, a small insect, L'imnoria 
terebrans, which eats the wood away on the surface. The cobra eats through the heart of the wood, and is 
not so visible on the surface. That pile is entirely destroyed. The next sample I exhibit is a piece of wood 
(produced) taken from another pile from the A. S. N. Company's Wharf, the original size of which was 15 
inches, and that, it will be observed, is also eaten through by the insect. The next samples I exhibit are 
samples of turpentine wood (produced), the timber which is said to resist the worm. These turpentine 
piles were driven at Newcastle by direction of the Minister for Works, Mr. Sutherland, some two 
years and a half or three years ago, when it was stated by a gentleman in this city that the turpentine 
was found to resist the sea-worm. We were driving some piles at Newcastle at the time, and Mr. 
Sutherland directed that they should be of turpentine, in order to test the matter. It will be observed 
that the insect has penetrated these completely through. The next sample of timber I exhibit is one 
(produced) from a small wharf that has been constructed at the foot of Darling-street, Balmain. 
Some time since, Mr. Booth was going down the harbour with Mr. Sutherland and myself, and be was then 
ridiculing the idea of any timber withstanding the worm ; and he said to me, in Mr. Sutherland's presence, 
"If you go to the Balmain wharf and try, you will ibid the worm has penetrated the piles of the wharf, 
which was built of turpentine in order to test it." I sent over and got some samples, and there they are. 
This wharf was built in 1871, and the samples, taken in May, 1874, show that the worm had penetrated 
the timber as Mr. Booth had described. The next sample I exhibit is part of a plank (produced) taken 
from the bottom of a punt built for the Nambuccra River, of turpentine, in order to test the accuracy of 
the statement that the worm would not penetrate that timber. The punt has been in the water about two 
years, and became so leaky in consequence of the penetration of the worm that she had to be taken up 
and resheathed. The next sample I exhibit is a piece of turpentine (produced) taken from the bottom of 
the punt built for the Middle Harbour Ferry. She was also built in 1871, of turpentine, by Mr. Suther-
land's orders, to test the correctness of this statement. It will be observed that the insect has gone right 
through it. She has recently been brought up, to have the defective planks taken out, and to be re-planked 
and sheathed with copper. The turpentine for this punt was oid.ered specially from Bulli. The next 

sample 
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sample of timber I exhibit is a piece (produced) of the far-famed jarrah of Western Australia, which is said to E. 0. 
resist the worm, and it will be seen it is eaten through. This is part of the false keel of the ship "Fairfield," Moriarty,IEsq.. 
which was taken on the ship at Newcastle, and this piece of jarrah or Swan River mahogany cut out of 

21 Ma 1874 her keel. I have compared it with some samples of jarrah which were sent to this Colony to the Exhibition, " 
by the Colonial Secretary of Western Australia, and find it to be similar wood. I think these samples 
show pretty conclusively that wood unprotected will not resist the worm in this harbour for any length of 
time. 

Mr. Wearne.] Have you tried any pile-driving with the bark on? Yes, and I have found that in 
about a year, when the bark gets penetrated, the worm goes into the timber just the same. The turpentine 
piles I have spoken of at Newcastle were driven with the bark on. 

With reference to the first piece you showed us from Dunmore Bridge, where was it that the cobra 
has eaten it so much—what part of the log? Towards the end of the pile. The piles were driven through 
about 18 feet of large boulders and shingle on to the rock bottom, and were coppered from above the water-
level to 6 feet below the shingle or bed of the river; but in the flood of 1867 the shingle was scoured 
away and the bottom of the piles laid bare. 

Ohairnian.] This piece was taken from the exposed part of the pile between the termination of the 
copper and the rock, after the shingle had been washed away? Yes. The pile was driven to the rock 
but not coppered to the rock, and when the shingle was washed away the lower end of the pile was exposed. 
We generally find it sufficient to copper the pile for some feet into the shingle, but in this case the bottom 
was washed bodily away. 

Mr. Wearne.] The pile was completely eaten through? Yes. As I was going to observe, I think I 
have shown that timber unprotected will not last in this harbour. It has been found necessary to protect 
timber in consequence of the ravages of the worm, and the substance generally used for the purpose is 
copper. I exhibit a sample of copper (produced) taken from the Circular Quay, which was used for the 
protection of the piles. Copper, it is well known, corrodes very ripidly in sea-water. The object for 
which it is used in ships generally is, not so much to protect them from the action of the worm, as to 
preserve a smooth surface on the ship's bottom—to prevent the vessel filuliug, in fact; and the way it 
prevents fouling is by the copper exfoliating; the copper disintegrates and comes off in the shape of a 
soluble salt; so that all marine insects that would attach themselves to the vessel's bottom, if it afforded 
a firm surface, get on to a shifting surface which comes away with them, and they drop off the ship; 
instead of being attached to the wood or iron, they drop off the copper, and the ship's bottom remains 
clean; but they do so simply because the copper is disintegrating. This is a sample of copper taken off 
one of the Circular Quay piles;  it will be seen by the Committee that it is utterly destroyed, it has very 
little more substance or strength than brown paper now; so that if piles be coppered, the protection is 
only for a limited time. I exhibit another sample of copper (produced) taken from the Woolloomooloo 
Bay Wharf—a wharf I have constructed myself, with unusually heavy copper. Seeing the rapidity with 
which the copper was corroding in Sydney Cove, I got very heavy copper for the Woolloomooloo Bay 
Wharf, and it will be observed there how it is eaten away. 

Chairman.] When was this wharf constructed? About fifteen years ago. That piece of copper was 
taken off last year. This is another sample of copper (produced) from the Woolloomooloo Bay Wharf,  
eaten through in several places. The moment it gets eaten through, the worm enters and destroys the 
timber. Here is another sample of copper (produced) from the Circular Quay, also destroyed; and these 
(produced) are two others, all in the same condition. I think these specimens will show the Committee 
that timber unprotected is not fit for permanent work, and that the protection afforded by copper is of a 
very temporary character. 

Do you wish to say anything to the Committee, in addition to the evidence you have already given, 
upon your own plan for the improvement of the Circular Quay? In reference to my own plan only, do 
you mean, or in reference to any other? 

Or in reference to your own in connection with any other. I presume you are aware that several 
other plans have been submitted to the Committee, notably one by Lieutenant Gowliand, of which I know 
you are aware, one by -Mr. Selfe, and another by Mr. Musson? Yes, I am aware those plans have been 
submitted to the Committee. 

Tenders were sent in for the construction of one or more of them, were they not? Yes. I would 
begin with Mr. 'G-owlland's, as his plans were submitted to the Committee last year, and tenders were 
invited for them. I stated in my evidence last year that the wharf, if carried out on Mr. G-owlland's plan, 
would cost about £2641000. Mr. 0-owlland, I think, stated that it would cost £60,000. The following 
were the tenders sent in :- 

Daniel Williams, schedule sum .. ... ... -. £285,838 
lump sum .. ... ... ... 299,787 

Mason, Elkington, & Co., schedule sum ... .. .. 214,127 
lump sum ... ... 199,420 

I should state that there is an obvious error, I think, in this tender, both the piles and the girders being 
put down at a price at which the timber could be barely supplied, without any labour. However, that 
may be or it may not. 

A. and H. Amos, schedule sum .. ... ... ... £271,795 
lump sum ... ... ... ... 272,029 

J. Musson & Co., schedule sum .. ... .. ... 254,380 
lump sum ... ... -. ... 247,900 

0-other K. Mann, schedule sum ... ... ... 370,181 
No lump sum given. 

W. Wakeford, schedule sum ... ... ... ... 257,430 
The mean of all these tenders comes to £274,000, and the approximate estimate which I gave the 
Committee, without having the detailed plans worked out, was £264,000-10,000 under the mean of the 
tenders. 
I think Lieutenant 0-owiland is under the impression that he has been placed at a disadvant'Lge in 

the preparation of the specifications for his plan—that the work has been made unnecessarily heavy, 
in order that the tenders should be large in amount—that the specification placed the piles more closely 
together than they need be—and, if I understood him aright, I think he said work was included as specially 

belonging 
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E. 0. belonging to his plan, which must be executed in respect to any plan for carrying out the wharf, and so on? 
Moriarty,Esq. If Mr. Gowliand has stated that, he has made a misstatement. With regard to the piles, they are precisely 

' the same distance apart—lO feet from centre to centre—as those of the Circular ,Quay, the WoolloomooloO 
21 May, 1874. Bay Wharf, and all the wharfs at Newcastle. I deny the statement in toto. The piles are exactly the 

same distance apart as the piles of the Woolloomooloo Bay Wharf, constructed by me many years since, 
the piles of the Circular Quay, not constructed by me, but by Mr. Walcott many years ago, the Newcastle 
wharfs, constructed by me some years ago, as the piles of all the wharfs I have constructed in this 
Country, and as the piles of the jetties at Melbourne. So that I have done Mr. Gowiland no injustice 
there. 

Perhaps I had better read you this portion of Mr. Gowiland's evidence? [The Uhairman read front 
.iJir. Gowliand's evidence, question 283.] Well, there are a great many statements there that are wholly at 
variance with fact—that have not, in point of fact, a tittle of truth to justify them. In the first place, 
Mr. Gowliand's complaint that one engineer should not prepare specifications for another's plans would 
scarcely apply, because Mr. Gowiland is not an engineer. I do not think he has the slightest pretension 
to be considered an engineer; and secondly, I do not think he ever prepared a specification. I have never 
seen one, nor heard of it. If he has, he has kept it very religiously to himself. 

What I understand him to mean in that part of his evidence is, that an engineer in his interest, or 
at all events not in some interest supposed to be antagonistic, should have prepared his specifications? I 
gather from what you read that Mr. Gowliand refers to a specification drawn up by Mr. Young. I have 
never seen it. The other papers came officially before me, and I can answer for the fact that thel was 
no such specification among them. 

In any case, would it not be your duty, as an officer of the Government deputed to do this part of the 
business, to prepare the specification, whoever might tender or suggest the plans? It would. I did not 
volunteer to prepare the plans or specifications. I was directed to prepare plans and specifications, as an 
engineer, for works suggested by an amateur, and I did so in strict accordance with the plans and specifi-
cations I have been preparing for years for the Government; and I can assert that there is not one 
tittle of difference in any detaji. I have not made it one iota stronger, I have not put the piles one 
inch closer together, and I have not made the piles heavier. Commencing at the foot of the piles, the 
shoes are the same, the piles are of the same dimensions, the caps are of the same dimensions, the braces 
are of the same dimensions, the planking is of the same dimensions, all the iron fastenings are of the 
same dimensions, and there is not one shadow of truth in the statement that I have made this work one 
atom stronger than I have been making all similar work for the Government for years past. I should 
consider that, if I did so, I should be doing a very wrong and ungentlemanly act. I certainly did not 
do so, and have not laid myself open to that charge. With regard to the wall—In my evidence before the 
Committee, I referred to this wall. On Mr. Gowilaud's plan it is shown. There is the wall (pointing to 
the plan). The thickness I gave to the wall was the minimum thickness that could under the circumstances 
be allowed. In point of fact, it was thinner than I should design it myself. I deny that there is one tittle 
of truth in the statement, and I should be ashamed of myself if it were true. 

I-love you anything more to say in respect to these tenders? The tenders were all declined, by reason 
primarily, I think, of the design being of a character to destroy the available water area of the cove, and 
secondly by reason of the excessive cost. 

You have seen the plan now before the Committee by Mr. Selfe? Might I make a few more obser-
vations with reference to Mr. Gowiland's plan. The jetty system, it seems to me, would be comparatively 
harmless—the jetties running out at right angles to the shore—if very short vessels only were used, but, 
when you come to use very long vessels, it occupies so much of the water-way as would practically be 
destructive of Sydney Cove. A ship like the "Mikado" would go very nearly half-way across the cove, if 
moored end on. Mr. G-owlland seeks in some degree to avoid that evil by putting his jetties at an angle, 
which it does no doubt to some extent effect; but if the angle be increased the objection is lessened in 
proportion, becomes less and less as you bring the berths in towards the shore, and vanishes altogether 
when you bring them paraflel to the shore. But the jetty system has the great disadvantage that it does 
not allow sufficient water-way for the movement of vessels passing to and fro. Mr. Gowliand's jetties, I 
think, speaking from memory, are 200 feet in length; a vessel like the "Mikado" would, project a con-
siderable distance beyond the end of the jetty—I believe she is 380 feet long—and she must therefore be 
secured by anchors and chains run out from her bows; so that not only would the water7way of the cove 
be interfered with by the full length of the vessel, but would also be still further encumbered by the 
moorings run out to secure her. Another objection is that the way these jetties are proposed to be run 
out in Sydney Cove would bring them broadside on to the southerly gales, which blow with great violence 
here, and come down Phillipstreet with great force. The gust that sometimes comes down there would 
render it absolutely impossible to moor a heavy ship at right angles to it. It is the same at the north end 
the vessels are at right angles to the north-easter, which is the prevailing wind in summer, and we know 
it blows very strong at times. Again, the jetties are so arranged that it is impossible for two vessels to 
come in between two of the vessels moored at the jetties, to put coal or stiffening on board, without 
fouling the yards of those vessels. In point of fact two large vessels' yards would interlock, if 
kept square; and in case of a fire occurring either with a strong  southerly wind or with a strong north-
easter, I believe the whole tier would be burnt, because it would be impossible to remove vessels in time—
they would all be blocked in at the head of the cove. 

What is the distance between the jetties? 180 feet. If two vessels were lying at two adjoining 
jetties, opposite to one another, you could not put two other vessels in between them, and at the same 
time leave room for them to work in and out, without risk of collision. Another objection is that at the 
end of Mr. Gowiland's jetties the whole traffic would be concentrated at a narrow portion of the wharf; 
the goods would be inevitably mixed, and the utmost confusion would, I believe, obtain in.getting the goods 
away. Some of the jetties were proposed to be 80 feet wide, some less; but taking them at 80 feet, there 
would only be 40 feet at the end of each jetty available for the delivery of the whole cargo of a ship, 
which I count as a great evil. Mr. Gowlland's plan also proposes a considerable extent of reclamation. 
It will be observed that he proposes to go out a considerable distance with a solid filling into the harbour. 
That, if not protected by a retaining wall, would necessarily fall down and fill up the space between the 
jetties ; and it would be simply impossible to get a dredge in to dredge these berths—there would not be 
room to work a dredge in that narrow space. That is all I think I wish to say about Mr. Gowiland's 
plan. 
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I think you say you have seen the plans submitted by Mr. Selfe? Yes; I asked permission to E. 0. 

inspect them, and I was allowed to do so. In point of fact, I asked to have the papers referred to me, borti'ty,1q. 

and I have them here. It seems to me, with: reference to Mr. Selfe's original plan (on the table) that c-' — 
there is not sufficient room ldft on the reserved -road between the corner of the shed and Mr. Flood's 21 May, 1874. 

stores; the width is reduced to about 55 feet there, which would be quite inadequate to accommodate 
a large traffic. It is the same with berths 5, 6, and 7. Then the spaces between the jetties at each 
berth and the wharf are only 50 feet, and these spaces could not be dredged if once filled up—it would 
be impossible to get a dredge in. Between berths 6 and 7 the rock occurs, and there would be all the 
cost of deepening those berths, which I think, speaking from memory, is not included in any of 
the tenders. The sheds are, in my opinion, of a most unsuitable kind, giving no protetion to the goods 
neither are they included in any of the tenders. This plan is, I am told, designated "the separate berth 
system" but it seems to me to be nothing of the kind. There is no protection given for preventing goods 
from being taken off the wharf altogether. Between the foot of Phillip-street and number 3 berth the 
space is also too narrow to be available for the large traffic between the shed and the end of the street. 
At berth number 1 a vessel's jib-boom would project a considerable distance into the available water-
way; and to get a vessel into berth 2, with the jib-boom of the vessel in number 1 projecting, would be 
almost an impossibility. Again, at berth number 3—supposing a vessel of 270 feet in length, like the 
"Sobraon," were at number 2, with her bowsprit out and her jib-boom rigged in, she would take up about 
300 feet, and it would be impossible to get a vessel into berth number 3, because the bow of the vessel at 
number 2 would block the entrance completely. I do not see so much objection as regards berthing 
vessels at numbers 4, 5, and 6; they differ, in fact, very little from my own plans. I should say this plan 
is obviously constructed under some very grave error, because it will be observed that there are no stringers 
in the wharf from end to end—nothing to connect one bay of piles with another, except the planking; the 
planks are made to cover a space of 10 feet. - 

.21r. Hosicins.] Is there a specification? Yes. 
Are you quite sure there are no stringers? I am perfectly confident there are no stringers shown 

from end to end. If a ship was made fast to that wharf, in a gale of wind she would pull the whole thing 
down. As an illustration, I would like to mention what occurred at Newcastle. The wharf at Newcastle 
is constructed as I proposed to construct Mr. Gowiland's jetties. Daring a gale of wind there the ships 
moored to it carried away 2-inch cables and 8-inch hawsers, and when the gale was over, the wharf was 
covered with a mass of ruined cables and hawsers. During the height of the gale the wharf was observed 
to spring 6 inches and come back again. This wharf in such a gale would be carried bodily into Sydney 
Cove. I might read, as a commentary upon that, an observation made in the tender of one of the 
tenderers, Mr. John Young, who has been often quoted here. His tender for it, as designed and specified, 
is £38,600; and he puts this memo :-" If the whole wharf is well braced and the piles coppered it would 
cost about double." That is a commentary on an engineer's plan. The transparent absurdity of the thing 
is obvious. - 

Ohairman.] - Suppose the wharf wer6 built of stone? I am coming to that presently. That was for 
a timber wharf uncoppered; and I have shown you how little reliance is to be placed on timber uncoppered. 
The next plan is Mr. Selfe's plan for a stone- wharf, No. 2 (placed on the table). To this plan are attached 
the cross sections of the wall. In the first place, it is important to bear in mind, with regard to the speci-
fication for this wall (referring to one part of the plan), that there isno maintenance clause; the contractor 
is riot bound to keep it up for one hour. He is paid 80 per cent, on the masonry as measured every fort- - 
night. I say the wall would not stand for an instant. The Committee will observe that the thickness of 
this wall at the base is one-fourth of its height; at the second footing just the same, one-fourth. This wall 
(referring to another section) is still higher, and is not one-fourth of its height in thickness. The fatal 
objection to the whole thing is that it will not stand. If that wall was built, it would tumble into Sydney 
Cove, and the whole thing would have to be built up again. I have thought it would be more satisfactory 
to the Committee if I show them some examples of wharf walls, so as to give some idea of what the 
ordinary dimensions of such walls are. The first example I give is that of the Humber Dock wall, in 
which there are counterforts, but the thickness at the base of the mere face wall, without taking the 
counterforts into account, is very nearly half the height; but taking one-third of the counterforts, the 
wall is just half its -height in thickness at the base. In reference to these Humber walls, it is stated that 
their thickness at the bottom is 10 feet, at the top 4 ft. 6 in., and the height is 24 ft. 6 in. ; so that the 
thickness at the base, irrespective of the counterforts, is very nearly half the height of the wall. Here is 
another example, which is more than half its height in thickness—the Brunswick Wharf wall, on the 
Thames. It is faced with iron sheet piles, and, in addition to a- certain thickness of concrete wall at the 
back, which is about two-fifths of the height, there are-powerful land ties to resist the thrust of the backing, 
as well as the sheet piling at the foot. 
52.5. From what work are these examples given.? Cresy's "Encyclopmdia of Civil Engineering." In some 
parts this wall of Mr. Selfe's will be 52 feet high. Probably the Committee will understand the matter 
more readily if they consider what 52 feet means. 52 feet means about the .height of the top of the 
chimney of this building from the ground. Behind a wall of such a height there would be a backing of 
"rubbish," and that mass of backing would at times be thoroughly saturated with water; and the whole 
pressure of this enormous mass of earth, as high as this building, has to be supported by a wall, at the 
very most, 10 feet wide at the bottom. But in addition to the weight of the backing you may have two 
or three hundred tons of a ship's loading on the wharf as well, all tending to thrust the whole thing 
bodily into the cove. Here is a section of the Portsmouth Dockyard extension wharf now being built; 
Sir-Andrew Clarke being the engineer. That is very little short of half the height in thickness at the base, 
in addition to which, this wall rests on sheet-piles, and is prevented from moving forward by these piles 
driven into the soft ground at the bottom. Here is another wall, at the Victoria Docks, London; this 
wall is about 20 feet thick at the bottom, or about half the whole depth from the coping. Here is the 
Burgh Quay in Dublin, which has recently been repaired, and I refer to it particularly as an instance of 
failure. That wall is almost exactly half its height in thickness at the base, in addition to which, piles 
have been driven to-protect it, and iron land-ties have been put in to prevent its being thrust forwardinto 
the river. Here are the walls of Portsmouth Dockyard, the new wall; that is a little more than half the 
height in thickness at the base. I now refer to Sir John Rennie's book on Docks and Harbours—a. 
recognized authority. These are the walls of Sheerness Dockyard; that is very nearly as broad at the 

574—B base 
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E. 0. base as it is high, or, taking it at the narrowest point, it is more than half its height in thickness. Here 
Moriarty,Esq. are some other wharf-walls constructed by Sir John 1enuie at Portsmouth Dockyard, just half their 

height in thickness at the base. Also the new wharf-wall at Dover, a little more than half its height in 
21 May, 1874. thickness. I could adduce hundreds of other instances. 

Mr. Macintosh.] Is this wall of Mr. Selfe's proposed to be built in mortar or cement? No, it is 
specified to be a dry wall, with open joints. After the tenders had been received it occurred to Mr. Selfe 
that it might be necessary to put a little mortar into the joints, and a communication was addressed to the 
Various tenderers to know what they would require for building the wharf within a coffer-dam and with 
mortar, and their offers have been received. Taking the lowest of the tenders, that of Mr. Watkins, a 
well-known contractor, who has given a schecule rate, and whose schedule prices are the lowest of the lot, 
and making an estimate of the probable cost of either of these plans, I find that according to the second 
plan the cost of that work would be £213,000 for six berths if the walls were built with proper substance—
the substance required by their depth, and in accordance with acknowledged practice. The cost of the 
amended plan would be £196,000 for five berths. Now, with reference to Mr. Selfe's improved plan, I 
should like to point out that a ship of 320 feet long, as shown in berth No. 3, that ship (point.inq to the 
plan), to clear the ship lying at berth No. 2, would have to run into that vessel's stern at berth No. 4, and 
to clear the former vessel's bowsprit she would have to go there, so that it would be simply impossible to 
get that ship out with any ship at berth No. 4, or a ship of 250 feet long at berth No. 2. 

.M r. Hoskins.] Would not that be an exceptionally long vessel? Yes; but still, even with a short 
vessel there, a vessel of 250 feet could not come out without the other vessels being removed. I would 
like to observe, with reference to this arrangement, that I think it is a radical defect to make any plan by 
which very long ships are to be brought into this inner portion of the cove. This south-east corner of the 
cove will always be difficult of access, and should be reserved, I think, as I have endeavoured to reserve 
it, for vessels of medium size, and the long vessels that come to this port should be placed in different 
positions. To attempt to bring them here is, in my opinion, a radical mistake, and would lead to an 
inevitably excessive expenditure. There is also a great defect, in my opinion, on this plan, that vessels do 
not discharge under cover; the sheds are too far back from the face of the wharf. These vessels could not 
discharge in wet weather. This is called the separate berth system. Now I should like to know what 
separation there is between the berths numbers 4 and 5. Why should it be called the separate berth 
system? 

Mr. Watson.] He may call it what he likes? But it is a complete misnomer; he should not call it 
what be likes if the name does not apply. 

Mr. Hoskins.] Would you favour us with your views on this plan for mooring vessels? It has some 
merits and some demerits. The projecting heads of these jetties I think are bad; the effect of them is 
simply to protect the head of the vessel in the berth, and that object might be attained at a much cheaper 
rate by putting a dolphin there. It is necessary to consider what we want the wharf for. If we want to 
support a vessel's head, it can be done much cheaper by a dolphin. 

Mr. Watson..] A dolphin would block up the waterway? Not so much as a jetty ;—it would occupy- 
about 5 feet, and one of these jetties occupies 50 feet. - 

Mr. Hoskins.] The front part of this jetty would afford opportunities for unloading from the fore-
hatchway? That I beg to deny, because if a ship's fore-hatch is forward of her foremast you cannot get 
out the goods without bringing them aft, because the break of the forecastle comes right down to the fore-
rigging, and there are no means of establishing a stage between the fore-rigging and the break of the 
forecastle; so that when goods are discharged from the fore-hatchway they have to be brought aft of the 
fore-rigging to nearly amidships. 

Chairman.] Could you finish your general observations on the plans? In Mr. Selfe's specification it 
is stated that the backing is to be rubbish. I have shown that these walls are not strong enough to stand, 
without supporting a backing of rubbish, and without supporting the cargo of a ship. The piers are 
proposed to be founded on stone ballast packed by hand—it is so stated in the specification. Now, such a 
foundation would be manifestly ridiculous. It will be observed how the rock shelves here in places. This 
is a sketch (produced) that I have had prepared to show the difference between the cost of stone piers and 
iron cylinders. Any attempt to found a masonry wall on ballast packed by hand on such a bottom would 
be simply ridiculous. Mr. Sutherland asked me to run out an estimate of what the cost of using stone 
piers instead of cast-iron cylinders would be, and I have taken out the quantities. 

Mr. Hoskins.] What do you estimate to be the difference in cost of the improvements contemplated 
at the Circular Quay, if they were darned on in timber or in iron? The estimate for my own plan, if 
constructed of iron, was £88,458; if constructed of wood and the piles coppered, £98,727. 

How long would you calculate it would take to construct these improvements, if the material used 
was timber, as against iron? I consider they could be constructed of iron in considerably the shorter time 
of the two. My reason for making that statement is this. I know it is very difficult to get large and long 
piles now, and I know that when carrying out the Woolloomooloo Bay Wharf the contracthr was considerably 
over his time in consequence of the difficulty he found in getting the piles he required. On the other 
hand, iron-work can be constructed in England with great rapidity, and there would be no difficulty in 
getting it out to this Country, I should say, in twelve months at the outside. 

How long do you estimate it would take, supposing we constructed these improvements of wood, to 
complete them. I should say fully two and a half years. 

How long do you suppose it would take if you used iron? I think less than two years. 
Are there any expensive wharfs constructed of iron in this Colony that have been finished in two 

years? No, there have not been; there has been only one wharf constructed of iron—the Darling 
Harbour Wharf, and that has taken more than-two years. 

Has that wharf a longer frontage than the Woolloomooloo Bay Wharf? I think it has; but really 
I cannot now give you the exact figures. The Darling Harbour Wharf has a frontage of 1,260 feet, and 
I think the Woolloomooloo Bay Wharf is about 1,000 feet. 

How long were you from the time the contract was signed till the wharf was completed, constructing 
the wharf at Woolloomooloo Bay? I think over two years and a half. 

How long has the Darling Harbour Wharf been under construction? From two years and a half to 
three years. 

How long will it be before it is completed? About four or five months more. 
42. Fit for use? Yes; the planking is now being laid on it. . 543. 
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You are acquainted, I suppose, with the general character of the wharfs constructed in this harbour E. 0. 
by private individuals? Yes. Moriarty,Esq. 

They are nearlyall of timber, are they not? Nearly all. 
Have the piles, as a rule, been coppered? As a rule they have not been coppered. 21 May, 1874. 

Can you give us any idea, from any knowledge you may have acquired, how long these wharfs 
generally last? Yes, I am acquainted with some wharfs in Darling Harbour that were pulled up and of 
which I examined the piles, after they had been seventeen years down. I am also acquainted with what 
is called the Cosmopolitan Wharf, which I was called upon to repair some years ago, before I was connected 
with the Government, and the owner informed me the piles had been down about fifteen years. - 

I suppose you would be surprised to hear of piles having been in use at private wharfs for thirty or 
forty years? I should like to know the circumstances. I think it quite possible some piles might last for 
that time, because piles driven in shallow water andon putrid mud will not be attacked by the worm, and 
if driven at nearly low-water and the water is very foul, they might last the time you have named. 

How long have the piles at the Circular Quay been driven? About eighteen years. 
I believe none have been replaced? A great number have been replaced. With reference to the 

Circular Quay, the cost of keeping that work standing for the last fourteen years has been £19,901—
from 1859 to 1873. 

How long have the piles been driven at Woolloomooloo Bay? Eleven or twelve years. 
You have not had to replace any piles there? None. 
Were not the piles in these wharfs squared? Not at Woolloomooloo Bay; the piles in the Circular 

Quay were squared. I have always used round piles. 
Your experience has led you to believe that round piles last longer? No, I find they stand driving 

better; that is why we adopt the circular pile, although it takes somewhat more copper. 
You would place the life of a timber wharf at twenty years? Coppered; not coppered, I should 

not say so. 
Did you not say the piles in private wharfs had not been coppered? Yes. 
Have you not heard that owners of private wharfs are in the habit of having the piles chari'ed and 

tarred before being driven? Yes, I am aware of all that;  but it is only a very partial protection; the tar 
washes off in a short time, and the insects get in between high and low water marks—the worst at low- 
water mark. With reference to the lasting of piles, you must not consider merely how long a pile will 
stand of itself—you must take into account the length of time it will be able to sustain the necessary 
weight. If you will go to the Woolloomooloo Wharf, you will see, by the quantity of coal stacked upon 
it, that it requires a good pile to carry it. There are from 1,000 to 1,500 tons of coal stacked on that 
wharf, bringing on it a pressure of 10 cwt. to the square foot. Such a pile as this I have exhibited which 
was eaten through in about ten years would not carry any weight. 

What are the comparative advantages, as regards the repairing of wharfs, between iron and timber? 
They are infinitely more easily repaired in iron than in timber. 

Will you explain why? Because you can always get at an iron wharf in all directions, as regards 
the superstructure, and repair it as you please. 

I am not referring to the superstructure but to the piles? The piles can be also got at without the 
slightest difficulty. I have here a sketch of a plan adopted for getting at the outside of the piles (sicetcit 
exhibited), for the purpose of, if necessary, cleaning and painting them. It is a wrcrnght-iron casing made 
to encircle the cylinder. 

I should like to atk you a question which requires a well-considered answer. Are you prepared tq 
say that, in your opinion, the contemplated improvements at the Circular Quay can be constructed of iron 
in a shorter time and at a less cost than wbod? I believe they could if you copper the piles; I am con-
fident they can, if you copper the piles. The cost of the copper alone on such a structure would be about 
£23,000, and the cost of the iron cylinders about £14,000. 

Chairman.] Might I ask whether your answer applies to any plan—Mr. G-owlland's plan for example? 
No, it does not apply to Mr. Gowliand's plan, for this reason,—that at part of the cove where Mr. Gowlland 
proposes to eonstrhct a jetty there is a gteat depth of mud—the borings went down 113 feet, and cylinders 
of that depth would be very costly. By my plan I keep along the margin of the shore and avoid going 
out to deep water, and the plan has been carefully arranged with that view, so as to keep within water at 
moderate depth. All the other plans go beyond me. Even Mr. Selfe's walls are in some places 52 feet. 

Does your answer apply principally th your own plan? Yes, I intended it to apply to my own plan. 
The cost of copper sheathing would be £23,349, and for bolts £1,897. 

A&. Hoslcins.] Then your estimate of the relative difference in cost between timber and iron for these 
proposed wharf improvements would have no relevancy or value as applied to the plans of Mr. Gowlland 
or Mr. Selfe? I intended it to apply only to my own plans. It would take some consideration, and I 
would have to go into details if I gave you the same answer with regard to the other plans. I do not 
intend my answer to go any further than my own plans. 

RRIDAY, 22 MAY, 1874. 

rcscnt 

Mu. HOSKINS, Mu. PAHKES, 
Mu. MACINTOS.H, Mu. WATSON, 

Mu. WEARNE. 

THE How. HENRY PA-RKES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
Edward Orpen Moriarty, Esq., Engineer-in- Chief for Harbours and Rivers, called in and further examined:- 

Mr. Watson.] In your evidence yesterday you submitted some specimens of copper taken off piles E. 0. 
at the Circular Quay—Will you state how long that copper was on the piles? Seventeen or eighteen Moriarty, Esq. 
years. That is about the time that elapsed between the time of building the Circular Quay and the time 
I took the copper off. 22 May, 1874. 

How long had the copper -taken off the piles at Woolloomooloo Bay been upon them? About 
eleven years. 566. 
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E. 0. 566. What was the weight of the copper? Speaking from memory, the copper at Woolloomooloo was 
Moriarty,Esq. about 20 ozs.; the weight of that at the Circular Quay I cannot tell you-it was put up before my time. 

---- 567. It was you who gave instructions to have specifications drawn for Mr. Gowlland's plan? Yes. 
22 i\fnv, 1874. 56S. Were tenders invited for the erection as well as the delivery of the iron? Tenders were taken for 

the whole of the work of Mr. Gowlland's p1an-everythin complete. 
Were all the tenders sent in accordingly? Yes, I think so ; I think I may safely say all the tenders 

for Mr. Gowlland's plan were sent in for the completion of the work. 
Then, if any of the tenderers would tell me they did not tender for that, they were stating what was 

not the fact? I think so: I am re.tty confident of it. 
Were the tenders called for in the Colony and in England the same? I think you are under a 

mistake; you are speaking of Mr. Gowlland's plan ; they were only invited in the Colony. 
No, I am alluding to your plan now? You said Mr. Gowllaiid's plan. 
Were the tenders called for your plan for the erection and completion of the work? The tenders 

invited for niy plan were for the delivery of the iron only, both in England and in the Colony. Two of 
the colonial tenderers tendered both for the supply and erection of the iron-work ; one of the tenderers 
only for the supply. I think you will find that stated in my former evidence. Mr. Musson's tender was, 
I found afterwards, solely for the supply here. 

I suppose no contract has been entered into yet for this iron-work? No, nothing. 
When Mr. Parkes yesterday read that extract from Mr. Gowlland's evidence, you said it was an 

untruth? I said it was untruth that I had made any difference in the character of the work from what I 
have been accustomed to make in my own work. 

You have known Mr. Gowiland for some time? Yes. 
I suppose he is a gentleman whose word you would take? Yes, for any statement that depended 

upon his own knowledge; but it is a falsehood if he states that I made any difference in the specifications 
for his work from what I should require for my own. 

Suppose Mr. Young were called in, and he said he was prepared to carry out Mr. Gowlland's plan 
for £100,000,-do you think it could he done? You may carry out a work for almost any amount of 
money; but if you are to have the work properly exechted, it could not be done for the money. I have 
tenders from other persons quite as competent as Mr. Young; and their tenders, as I have read them to 
you, vary from the lowest, £214,000, according to the schedule sum, up to £370,000. The average of all 
these tenders amounts to £274,000, which is £10,000 over my estimate. 

Supposing Mr. Young tenders for any work, his tender is always looked upon as bond fidel Yes, 
certainly; but he has not tendered for this work. 

You would consider Mr. Young a competent person to undertake a contract of this kind? I do not 
wish to answer vague questions about Mr. Young; he is not a gentleman with whom I have had anything 
to do; he has not done any work for me. 

I suppose at the time these specifications for Mr. Gowlland's plan were drwn, it was intended to 
carry out the work, if the tenders had been accepted? Yes, I presume so. That of course rests with the 
Minister for Works and the Government. 

Was there any information supplied by any officer of the department, when gentlemen called to see 
the specifications, to say that they need not be particular, as it was not intended to carry out the work? 
I have no knowledge of any such statement. 

If Mr. Young came here and stated so, would you believe him? I cannot tell you what anybody 
else might have stated. Such a statement would have had no countenance from me. 

What was the probable cost of the retaining wall on Mr. Gowlland's plan? I made it in my 
estimate fifty odd thousand pounds. 

Were any tenders sent in for that? Yes. Masonry (that meant the retaining wall) :- 

Daniel Williams ... ... .. £93,000 
Mason, Elkington, & Co. ... ... 72,900 
A. and R. Amos ... ... ... 87,000 
J. Musson & Co. ... ... ... 84,000 
Gother K. Mann ... ... ... 132,000 
W. Wakeford ... ... ... ... 90,000 

Deducting the cost of the retaining wall from the lowest tender, what would be the estimate for the 
wharf? £127,000. 

That is for Lieutenant Gowlland's wharf with twenty berths? Yes, without any retaining-wall, 
which was part of Lieutenant Gowlland's plan. 

Supposing Lieutenant Gowliand says it was not? Lieutenant G-owlland may say anything; I 
assert that it was; the plan could not have been carried out without it; all the filling in would have 
tumbled into the cove, and the berths would have been filled up. 

Did you intend a retaining-wall in your plan? My plan proposes to utilize the present retaining-
wall-to place the back of the wharf upon it, with the exception of one place where I propose to make a 
retaining-wall. 

Do you consider it absolutely necessary that a retaining-wall should be there? I do. If you put 
filling of any kind at the back of the wharfs, it would be necessary to keep them up by a retaining-wall. 

is there a retaining-wall at Darling Harbour? Yes, stone ballast, and on that a retaining-wall. It 
forms part of the plan. I may tell you the reaion it is not there now is, that the ballast which has been 
placed there requires twelve or eighteen months to settle before putting the retaining-wall up. 

Was the construction of a retaining-wall at Darling Harbour Wharf included in your estimate of 
£76,000? I never said anything of such an expenditure. 

What is the amount of your estimate for the completion of Darling Harbour Wharf? £10,000. I 
told you the other day we had spent £46,000, and we had £10,060 more to complete it. 

Including the retaining-wall? Yes. 
You took objection to Mr. Gowlland's jetties being only 200 feet long: what length are your berths? 

My berths are 180 feet long; but the circumstances are different. 
flow are they different? Because in one case the vessels are laid parallel with the shore, and can 

be supported by dolphins placed at the ends of the berths; in the other case the vessels radiate from the 
shore, 



SELECT COMMITTEE ON WRA.BF ACCOMMODATION. 37 

shore, and not only is a great portion of the vessel projecting unsupported beyond the jetty, but the E. 0. 

jib-boom and bowsprit run still further out; so that to attempt to move ships in Sydney Cove with a MoriaTty,Esq.  

cvur-le-/i'ise of jib-boomi sticking out all round would be simply impossible. 
More difficult than on your plan? Yes, a great deal more. In one case there would be only one 22 May, 187k 

jib-boom, in the other there would be a dozen. Any man accustomed to move ships knows that if a vessel 
is approaching another's broadside she can be fended off, but if she runs into a chevaux-de-frise of 
jibbooms there is nothing by which she can be kept off at all. A vessel drifting upon any of these 
jib-booms could not by any possibility be feuded off; and if she got foul ampng them, it would be almost 
impossible to get her free without cutting away everything. 

Could not a vessel at one of these jetties he drawn far enough before she was turned at all to take her 
clear? It would not be a very easy matter. The moment she cast off her fastenings she would begin to 
drift upon the next sinj) before weigh could be got upon her. 

You raise an objection to having a ship at each side of these jetties? Yes. 
Why P Because you have to discharge the whole of a ship's cargo at the shore end of the jetty; and 

I contend that in that narrow space, only 40 feet for each ship, you cannot get it away so conveniently as if 
you have the whole length of the wharf for the purpose. 

Mr. 0-owliand shows 200 feet of jetty? I am speaking of the narrow end of the jetty, where it 
abuts upon the wharf proper--that is all the width that is available for taking  away cargo. 

The jetty is 80 feet wide? You have only half of that for each ship. I say you cannot discharge a 
'ship with the same convenience through that narrow space as you can when you have the whole length of 

her berth to work upon. 
Would it be impossible at a jetty 80 feet wide to discharge two ships? I do not say it would be 

impossible, but it would be inconvenient. 
You have been at Melbourne? Yes. 
Is it not possible to discharge twelve ships at once at the jetty at Sandridge? It is quite possible; 

but the circumstances are different. The jetty is, in point of fact, the terminus of the railway; and the 
goods are not loaded on the wharf as they would be here, but are put directly from the ship's tackles into 
the railway trucks, and taken away at once to Melbourne; and the railway terminus at Melbourne is, in 
fact, the distributing end of the jetty. That is the practice, though there may be exceptional cases. 

You said in your evidence that it would be impossible to get two steamers in between vessels moored 
tt jetties on Mr. Gowilancl's plan? Perhaps "impossible" was too strong a word; but it would be very 
inconvenient. 

There is 180 feet between two jetties? Yes. 
603. What is the width of a ship ? Of a large ship-40 feet. 

Are there any vessels coming here that are 40 feet wide? Yes, I am sure there are; they may be 
a foot under it. 

I suppose 30 feet is the average? I think not. 
6 Li, Say 40 feet—Two ships would then occupy 80 feet? Yes. You must allow for two fenders on either 
side and the ship's yards projecting. 

I suppose the ship's yards could be braced? Probably they would; but that would not be very 
convenient. 

Small steamers, colliers, would not be more than 20 feet wide? A screw collier would be about 25 
feet. 

Two of these would take up 50 feet, leaving 50 feet to spare? That is supposing they are ranged in 
like a row of candles You must allow a little room to work a ship. 

There would be some difficulty, on your plan, to get colliers in to put coals into the after-hatch, 
when one vessel was overlapping another? They do not load coals, as a general rule, into the after-hatch. 
Most of the colliers discharge from one hatch, and put the coals into a ship at one hatch. 

Are not coals loaded from all the hatches in large, ships? I have generally noticed that they are 
loaded from one batch. 

You said yesterday that Mr. Gowlland was not an engineer? I did, and I repeat it. 
It does not require an engineer to draw practical plans P Yes, I think it does. I think a man who 

has not been brought up to medicine may just as well give a prescription for 'a dangerous case as an amateur 
give a detailed engineering plan. 

I presume Mr. G-owlland has nothing to gain by his plan being adopted? I do not know that he has. 
Is he not in the employ of the Imperial Government? I do not know. 
Is he in the employ of the Colonial Government? I cannot say. I have heard that he has retired, 

but I cannot say whether it is true. 
You have had a large amount of business requiring calling for tenders? Yes. 
Have your estimates always been within the tenders? No. I suppose I am like other people in that 

respect. No engineer ever lived who was always right in his estimates. I would beg to point out that 
tenders vary in the most extravagant way. The tenders for Mr. Gowliand's plan vary, for instance, from 
£199,000 to £370,000. We find the most extraordinary differences in the tenders of even the most 
experienced contractors. 

What was your original estimate for Darling Harbour Wharf? I cannot tell you the original 
estimate. Speaking from memory, we took a vote of £35,000 on account. My original proposal for 
Darling Harbour was for a much greater length of wharf than was carried out. When we got the vote of 
£35,000, it was thought better at the time to send the whole of the money Home to get iron, and to wait 
for a fresh vote for the remainder of the work; so that the whole of the first vote was absorbed in the pur-
chase of iron, and an additional vote was obtained for the retaining wall and filling in, planking, &c. 

You have submitted what you consider an improvement upon Plan B appended to the Report of last 
Session. Wherein do you think your improved plan gives greater accommodation or greater facilities for 
loading or unloading than are afforded at the present time? in this way: that vessels have at the present 
time to lie off at the end of a long stage, about the distance from the shore that I propose the front of my 
wharf to go, and all the goods have to be trundled along a narrow stage from the ship's side to the wharf, 
there to be thrown down, sometimes in wet and mud, and reloaded on drays and taken away to their desti-
nation. Now I propose to have a wharf close alongside \vhieh a ship can lie, covered in for its whole 
length, so that the goods may be taken from the ship's side under cover, and discharged directly on to the 
wharf without any risk of wet or damage, in the same way as in the London Docks, the East India Docks, 
the Victoria Docks, in fact all the docks in London. The goods go immediately under cover. 626. 
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E. 0. 626. You offer no greater accommodation as far as the ships are concerned? Yes, I offer a great deal 
Moriarty,Esq. more. A vessel has now to lie off, secured by anchors and chains, whereas I propose she should he against 
t-- the solid wharf. 
22 May, 1874. 627. Do you offer accommodation for a greater number of ships? Yes; I propose to extend the wharf very 

considerably. From the north berth where the "La Hogue" is shown to the northward there are no vessels 
at all berthed now. 
828. How many vessels can load or discharge from the Prince's Stairs down to the Government Boatshed? 
The utmost number I have ever seen lying between the "Sobraon's" berth on the plan and the Prince's 
Stairs is six, and it is a very uncommon thing to see six vessels there. There are generally three vessels in 
the space between where you see the "Sobraon" marked and the North Shore ferry. I do not propose to 
increase the number of berths there. I propose to make berths where ships never lie at all now. 

On this plan of yours, in your evidence you spoke of having 24 feet depth of water? Yes. 
Have you taken soundings all over it? Yes. 
Will you have to blast the rock to get that depth of water? No, we shall be able to dredge it all. 
No rock? No. 
Yesterday, speaking of llr. Gowiland's plan, you raised great objection to the wind coming down 

Phillip-street-Would not one ship be a protection to another? No, I do not think so. 
Supposing vessels were lying on your plan, would they not be completely exposed to a westerly wind 

such as is blowing to-day? No ; on my plan vessels would be completely  protected from westerly winds 
by the high land and houses about Dawes' Point. 

Are not vessels on Mr. Gowlland's plan protected in the same way from southerly winds by the top 
of Macquarie-street? No ; Phillip-street is a complete funnel for the southerly winds. 

I suppose the same objection would apply to any plan-Take the Sandridge pier in Hobson's Bay, for 
instance-vessels are exposed there? Yes, they are; but the pier at Sandridge runs about north and south, 
and I believe the heaviest gales of wind are from the south, so that vessels would be end on. 

Do you know any harbour in the Southern Hemisphere more protected from the wind than Sydney 
Harbour? I admit it to be well protected; but still I have seen extreme gusts of wind come down Phillip_ 
street. 

The westerly winds are very heavy, are they not? They are, but they are not to be compared to the 
southerly bursters, and one southerly burster might do an infinity of damage. The cove is almost com-
pletely protected from westerly winds by the high land and houses about Fort-street and Cumberland-
street. 

Supposing a strong westerly wind were blowing, would it not have the same effect coming down the 
Argyle Cut as a southerly wind down Phillip-street? No. 

Why not? Because it is merely a narrow tunnel, and the moment the gust passes through, it expands 
in the space beyond and its force is reduced. 

In the event of fire, would not vessels be more easily got out on Mr. Gowllaiid's plan than on Mr. 
Selfe's or yours? No, I think not I think it is one of the objections to Mr. G-owlland's plan, that in the 
confusion that would arise in case of fire, the ships lying with their yards locked would be more difficult to 
be got out. The moment you cast a ship off from the jetty, she would drift bodily down on to the next 
ship and get her yards locked ; and once they became entangled in that way, it would be impossible to 
move them, and the whole tier of ships might be burnt. 

Supposing a fire broke out among ships moored on your plan, would they not be in the same position? 
Not a bit: you would simply have to cast off a ship's head fastenings, bring her round, and tow her away. 

You seem entirely in favour of iron ? Yes. 
And you estimate that this wharf could be completed in two years and a half? Yes. 
Supposing a gentleman said he could build it in eighteen months-of timber? .1 do not think he 

could; and if he did, I do not think it would stand. Mr. Hoskins asked me some questions yesterday. 
about the Woolloomooloo Bay Wharf. I spoke entirely from memory, and was not able to give the exact 
dates. I have since ascertained them. The timber-work of the Woolloomooloo Bay Wharf took nineteen 
months to complete. The contract for the first part of it was entered into on the 19th July, 1861 ; the 
timber-work was completed in February, 1863, and the stone-work at the back was completed in November, 
1863. For the Darling Harbour Wharf, the contract was entered into on the 25th. February, 1870; the 
iron-work was commenced to be landed here on 4th February, 1871, and the, landing of all the iron-work 
was completed on 6th January, 1872. The contractor for Woolloomooloo Bay Wharf was six months over 
his time ; the contractor for the Darling Harbour Wharf, twelve months over his time. The area of the 
Darling Harbour Wharf is about two and a half times the area of the Woolloomooloo Bay Wharf. 

Have you seen any wharfs on the éc1lelon plan before? There is one very good instance not far 
off-the Williamstown Jetty, which is found to work very conveniently. 

Is it built of timber or iron? Of timber. 
How long has it been up? I know it has been completed four or five years; how much longer I 

cannot say. 
Of all the plans submitted to the Committee, I suppose you think none of them come up to yours 

for offering accommodation? I conscientiously do. 
It cannot be improved upon? I do not say that In my plan the length of the wharf and the berths 

was limited by the vote. I have been working to keep within the vote, and I think I have managed to do 
so; and I have also been working so that provision should be made in part of Sydney Cove-the south-
east corner-for medium-sized vessels coming to this port. I never contemplated bringing the very 
largest class of vessels into that corner; and so I have to arrange the expenditure to utilize to the fullest 
extent the wharf frontage, and make provision for medium-sized vessels in tbal part of the cove. It 
would be quite possible, for a few extra thousand pounds, to move the whole of my wharf a couple of 
hundred feet to the north-east, and thereby lengthen each of these berths. I know objection has been 
taken to the supposed difficulty of moving vessels at berths 6 and 7, but I do not think the objection 
would apply to the medium-sized ships for which those berths are only intended. But, as I have said, if 
there be any objection to the shortness of the berths, the whole arrangement might be extended 200 feet 
further, which would entail an additional cost of £10,000. 

Chairman.] While on this point, would you give the Committee your opinion as to the advisability 
of filling out that bight opposite the Custom House (referrinq to the plan), so as to make the curve less: 
instead of the curve of the wharf going into the bight in the manner shown on the plan, would it not be 

a 
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a great improvement to fill it out so as to make the curve round the cove more uniform? I do not think it E.O. 
would. There is this objection to doing that,—that it would be bringing out the line of reclamation into Moriarty,Esq. 
very deep water, and the cost of bringing it out, even supposing there would be any advantage, would be -" 
far greater than that advantage would compensate for. Once you get a medium-sized vessel in there, she 22 May, 1874. 
can lie securely in a convenient berth, and the arrangement proposed gives more area for moving vessels 
outside. The rock dips to a considerable depth there, and whatever means are adopted to keep the filling 
back must be very costly. I do not think you would gain any advantage by it. I may explain that in 
my plan I have proposed to come out as far as I could safely do without incurring unreasonable expense. 
I propose to come out 20 feet opposite Mr. Flood's stores, to widen the roadway there. 

With reference to the answer you gave just now to Mr. Watson, about the wooden jetties at Wil-
liamstown, would you be good enough to telegraph to the harbour authorities there to ascertain how long 
they have been up, whether they have been coppered, and whether they have suffered from the worm? 
Yes. 

Will you append that information to your evidence? Yes. I may tell you that I know as a matter 
of fact, with reference to the Sandridge jetty, that the piles have been eaten away repeatedly, and have 
been renewed. 
651. Mr. Watson.] Were they coppered? I am not certain, but I do not think they were. 

I suppose if Parliament decide to build this wharf of timber, we can get the timber in the Colony? 
We can get the timber, but it would take a great length of time. I found extreme dieulty in getting 
piles of the length and size required at Woolloomooloo Bay; they had to come from the Clarence, the 
Richmond, and the Manning. 

Are you not aware that they are sending timber from the Clarence to New Zealand now Yes, I 
saw the jetty being erected at Lyttleton. 

Mr. Selfe is an engineer, is he not? I never heard of him as one; he is a draftsman, I believe. 
Mr. Hosicins.] You stated, in reply to questions put by Mr. Watson, that the contract for the Darling 

Harbour Wharf was signed in February, 1870? Yes. 
And the last shipment of iron for that wharf was received in January, 1872?. Yes. 
And the wharf at present is not completed, but will be finished in four months? As regards the 

iron-work, it has been completed for over twelve months, but the timber planking, for which we invited 
tenders, has not been completed; the tenderer demanded twelve months to supply the planking. 

When was the iron-work completed? Over twelve months ago; the date of completion was 30th 
April, 1873. 

Therefore, from the date when the contract was signed by the contractor until the completion of 
the iron .work for Darling Harbour Wharf, upwards of three years elapsed? Yes; but I may tell you 
the contract time was two years. The work was to have been completed, according to the contract, on the 
31st December, 1872. The contractor ws twelve months over his time. 

Nevertheless it took three years? Yes; but I would like to add to that answer that scarcely 
contract of any importance is ever completed in this Colony within the contract time. The same complaint 
I had to make in regard to Darling Harbour 'Wharf applies to every contract for railways or anything else 
all over the Colony. 

The water frontage of the Darling Harbour Wharf is, I believe, 1,260 feet P Yes. 

And the area 49,800 superficial feet, providing accommodation for nine vessels. Will you have, the 
kindness to say what will be the wharf frontage you provide in your plan for the improvement of the 
Circular Quay? 1,940 feet of wharf frontage. 

Providing berths for eleven vessels? Yes. - 

Now, seeing that it required, according to your statement, three years to finish the iron-work for the 
wharf at Darling Harbour, which has only 1,260 feet frontage, how do you reconcile that with the state-
ment you made yesterday, that it will only take two years and a half to finish the wharf at the Circular 
Quay with 1,940 feet frontage? You must not endeavour to make a rule of proportion of that. It may 
and does happen that there is considerably more work in regard to the iron wharf at Darling Harboiir 
than there would be in regard to the plan for the Sydney Cove. In the one place it was necessary to have 
back girders and large cylinders; in the other the back girders and cylinders are dispensed with, in 
consequence of the back of the wharf resting on the solid ground. The mere length of the wharf is not 
a criterion of the actual quantity of work in it. 

Can you give me any approximation to the weight of the iron used in the Darling Harbour Wharf 
and the weight that would be used in your proposed improvements at the Circular Quay? There was 
about 2,300 or 2,400 tons of iron used in the Darling Harbour Wharf, and it is proposed to use about 
2,900 tons at the Circular Quay-1,098 tons of cast-iron and 1,834 tons of wrought-iron. 

Do you believe that you would be able to get the order sent to England for 2,900 tons, the tenders 
called for, the iron manufactured, exported to this Colony, and erected, more quickly than you did the 
2,300 tons in the Darling Harbour Wharf? I am perfectly confident of it. Tenders have already been 
received, and we could telegraph to England to accept a certain tender, and the iron could be shipped 
almost immediately. With regard to Darling Harbour Wharf, the work was carried on so unsatisfactorily 
that we had to take it out of the hands of the contractor; his sureties asked permission to be allowed to 
carry it on, and were permitted to do so; but the work was never carried on as it should have been. A 
good deal of the delay arose from the incapacity of the contractor to carry out his contract. 

You say tenders have been called for in England for the iron-work of your proposed improvements? 
Yes. 

Suppose it were thought fit to make modifications in the design, as you suggested just now, you could 
not then telegraph the order to England? If another £10,000 were voted to make additions to the length 
of the berths—although I do not think there is any occasion for it—by moving the whole thing 200 feet 
to the northward, all that would be required would be to order a few more cylinders and girders of the same 
pattern. They are made in bays of 30-feet span. So that we might telegraph—" Accept so-and-so's tender 
for the wharf," and send subsequently by the mail a supplementary sketch showing the additional length 
of girders required. 

Do you mean to say you would advise the Government to send an order for this costly work by tele-
graph? Most assuredly. The plans and specifications are already in England, and I do not see why I 
should not. 
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E. 0. 673. C1hairnun.] What you mean is this-that the plans and specifications having gone to England, and 
Moriarty,Esq. tenders having been sent in on those plans and specifications, the acceptance of a tender could be cornmu-

nicated by telegraph? Yes, that is what I say. The plans and specifications are at this moment in England. 
22 May, 1874. 674. All you mean to communicate by telegraph is the acceptance of one of the tenders which have already 

been made upon specifications and plans previously sent by mai], and now in England? Yes, that is 
what I mean; and if it were proposed to add an additional 30 feet to each berth, or to any portion of the 
berths, it would be simpiy ordering an additional girder and additional cylinder for each. 

.Mi. Hoskins] How long do you suppose any contractor in England would be in manufacturing 2,900 
tons of this iron in various shapes, ready for shipment? I think he would have the first shipment put on 
board in about three months. 

Was the iron-work shipped from England for the Darling Harbour Wharf in three months? No; 
but it does not at all follow that because one contractor is dilatory another should be. Perhaps his monetary 
arrangements stood in his way, which would not be the case with the Government. 

You produced a piece of timber here which you said was lying in the water opposite Mr. Flood's 
stores for some years: can you tell us what timber that is? Ironbark. 

Are you sure of that? Quite certain. 
A gentleman versed in timber said here yesterday evening that it was not ironbark? I say it is. 

It is yellow ironbark. 
With regard to the Duninore Bridge, the piles of which you said decayed so soon,-that bridge was 

erected in fresh water, was it not ? No. Sometimes after very wet weather the river is fresh, at other 
times, in dry weather, it is salt, but it is more usually brackish; it varies from fresh to salt, according to 
the season. 

Has it been ascertained, in Sydney Harbour, that since the sewage has been carried into the harbour 
there has been less destruction of timber by the cobra? I believe that to be the most complete delusion ever 
entertained. There is not a tittle of evidence to justify it. At the foot of Darling-street, Balmain, I 
got a live worm the other day, and you can see it in this bit of wood now. If you go and look at several 
logs recently taken from the water opposite Flood's stores, and now stacked at Fort Macquarie, you will 
see the effect of the worm. 

Are you aware that they have lately built a new wharf at the A. S. N. Company's? There has been 
an old wharf repaired, and I think they have lengthened the old wharf. 

No, they have made a new wharf? I am not aware of it; and I should be disposed. to doubt it, 
except on very good evidence, because all such applications come to me to report, and to my certain 
knowledge there has been no application to make a new wharf. 

I suppose you would conceive that the loads stacked on the A.S.N. Company's Wharf are, quite as 
heavy as those on the Circular Quay? No, quite the reverse; they are all light goods. If you go to the 
Circular Quay you will see loads of copper, tin, railway iron, and other heavy goods piled upon it. At 
Woolloomooloo Bay coal is piled up nearly as high as this room. 

Do you know how long the piles have been driven in the Pyrmont Bridge? Yes. I built that bridge. 
They have been driven about eighteen years. 

None of them have been replaced? No. They were all carefully coppered. 
At the Globe Island Bridge the walings are under water? Yes. 
They have never been repaired? No, It believe not. 
They are not covered with copper? No, I do not think they are. 

60. Do you remember the old King's 'Wharf opposite the Commissariat Stores? No, I (TO not. 
You never saw any of the piles that were in that? No; but I can tell you, with regard to the 

Circular Quay, that we have had to renew almost the whole of the piles, and nearly the whole of the caps 
and girders. 

You called our attention to some iron that had been taken from the barque "Robert Sayers," sunk 
in the harbour many years ago? Yes. 

And you showed us in what a good state of preservation that iron was? Yes. 
In what condition was the timber? Some of it was in a wonderfully good state of preservation. 

Some of it I had cut up and used for timber for the Government steam launch. 
Then you are building vessels for the Government from a portion of the timber obtained from the 

"Robert Sayers"? I have used some of the timber in the,frames of the Government steam launch. 
But perhaps you will allow me to go a little further into that matter. It is necessary to bear in mind that 
the conditions which preserve timber destroy iron. The conditions required for their preservation are 
essentially different. If you put a log of timber on putrid mud; such as you find at the head of various 
bays in the harbour, the insect will not touch it; but the sulphuretted hydrogen given out by that mud is 
what, above all, corrodes iron; so that if you attempt to argue that, because wood is preserved, iron must 
be, the inference is wholly fallacious. 
606. In proposing additional wharf accommodation for this harbour, which do you prefer, the system of 
jetties or broadside wharfs? I am wholly opposed to jetties. In Sydney Cove the water area available 
for mooring vessels is limited, and to encroach on that water area by mooring vessels end on with their jib-
booms sticking out in a circle would, in my opinion, be a complete mistake. Not only is the space for 
mooring vessels limited, but if a vessel got in amongst these jibbooms there would be nothing to ward her 
off-you could not put out a fender; whereas, when ships are lying broadside on, if there is any danger of 
collision they can be easily fended off. 

Can you tell me the distance between the edge of the wharf on the eastern side of Sydney Cove and 
the wharf on the western side? About 900 feet. You will see that although the water area is very 
limited, there is a very large shore area; there are 3,500 feet of frontage available for berthing ships, and 
if you keep the ships close in to the wharf-line the whole of the water area will be available; but if you 
Fun your ships' heads out all round there will be little space }eft. If the "Mikado," 380 feet long, were 
moored at one of these jetties, she would go half way across the cove. 

It is not intended to moor these large vessels in that way? I imagine the jetty system proposes 
to do so. 

Are you of opinion that more vessels can be berthed on the broadside than on the jetty principle? 
No, they cannot; but the principle I have gone on is to afford the most perfect kind of wharfage, rather 
than crowd a large number of vessels in inconveniently. 700. 

NoTE (on revision) :-I have since ascertained that the braces are much eaten by the worm. 



385 

SELECT COMMITPEa ON WIL&BP &CCOMMODATION. 41 

Have you visited the Cosmopolitan Wharf lately? Yes. E. 0. 
Does not that afford an illustration of the number of vessels that can be berthed and moored in a Monarty,Esq. 

limited space? I do not know that it does. The circumstances at the Cosmopolitan Wharf are totally  
different. From the Cosmopolitan Wharf to Lavender Bay there is a considerable width of space available 22 May, 184. 
for mooring ships, but there is no such width in Sydney Cove. At the Cosmopolitan Wharf you have one 
bay facing another, giving the widest space that can be obtained; so that though it may be reasonable to 
run out jetties where the owners want to get in as many vessels as possible, it is totally different here 
where the water space is so limited, and the object should rather be to provide first-class accommodation 
for a moderate number than inferior accommodation for a great number of vessels. I may say that I 
reconstructed that wharf about sixteen years ago, as contractor's engineer, and I drew the piles of the old 
wharf there; I went to look at them to-day, and they are all rotten, being about sixteen years old. 

I made inquiry the other day, and I find that at the Cosmopolitan Wharf they have only 270 feet 
of water frontage, but by running out two jetties each 200 feet long, one 30 feet and the other 40 feet 
wide, they provide accommodation for four large sailing-vessels? Will you supplement your information 
by stating that opposite the Cosmopolitan Wharf there is a •width of harbour of nearly * of a mile, 
whereas in Sydney Cove there is only 900 feet. 

You know the jetty in the London Docks? No, that has been built since I left  England: I know 
there is a long jetty there. 

You cannot make a comparison between the amount of water space in the London Docks and in 
Sydney Cove? I do not remember the exact figures; but you forget that in the London Docks the jetty 
is run out from the narrow end of the docks. 

There is not as much water space ? There is a great deal more water space taken in the direction of 
the length of the jetty. 

I think you are mistaken? However, they have to do a great many things in the docks where they 
are tied up for space, that we need not do in Sydney. 

In the event of a steam-vessel accidentally rumling into a wharf constructed of wood, would it be 
more expensive or more difficult to repair damages than it would be if the wharf were constructed of iron? 
It would be infinitely more difficult to repair a wooden wharf than an iron one. Supposing a vessel runs 
into a girder of a wooden wharf, you have to strip the planking and take up the girders; the girders are 
generally of great length, and you have to get back to the start to take it; you have to lift the whole of 
your planking, and, if the cap is injured, you have to take out the whole of the girders connected with it 
as well as the planking. That involves an enormous amount of work; but if an iron wharf be damaged, 
you have simply to cut out a piece of the plate and put another in. 

You would have to remove the planking? Yes, of course, but not to so great an extent. 
And remove the girder too? No, take out the injured pieces and put in sound ones. 
How would you weld them? You do not weld them, you rivet them in place. You do not require 

to take the girder out; you get additional plates and whatever is required, and rivet it on the spot. 
You have stated that there are only 50 feet between the jetties and inner sides of the berths on Mr. 

Selfe's plan, and therefore the space between could not be dredged—Are you not aware that Mr. Selfe 
provides tMt there shall be silt-pits at the head of each berth? Yes; but these silt-pits are utterly 
useless. One heavy shower of rain fills all the silt-pits, and then the silt goes into the harbour: besides, 
the cost of dredging up the silt and taking it away in punts is really very much less than the cost of taking 
it up from the pits and carting it away. It is much better to dredge it up and send it out to sea than to 
put it in a cart and cart it away the Lord knows where. Besides which, the action of the tide sweeps the 
sand in round the head of the cove. The tide itself is very apt to fill it up. 

Could not a stern-wheel dredge work within a space of 50 feet? You require not only the width of 
the dredge, but the width of a punt to receive the silt as it is brought up. 

Is that more than 50 feet? Yes; the punts are very nearly as wide. (The witness explained his  
meaning by a sketch.) 

Are they not using centrifugal dredges in England and Glasgow? No. 
I am speaking of places where they are confined for space—have you never heard of them? I have 

often. I do not think the Harbour Commissioners in Glasgow are using them. 
You said Mr. Selfe's plan was defective inasmuch as there are no girders or braces—Are you aware 

that it is provided that there are diagonal or spur-piles? There are two spur-piles, but no braces and no 
girders. 

Do you think a spur-pile at the head of the wharf would not prevent it from drawing? I am quite 
sure it would not, unless you secure the spur-pile by a proper bracing to the ordinary upright piles. If 
you look at the section (referrinq to the plan), you will see that many of these piles have absolutely not 
mud enough to hold them up. In some places the mud is so liquid that the boring-rod goes down 20 feet 
at once, and in other places it goes right down to the rock. Anybody accustomed to driving piles knows 
you must have something to keep them up. Unless you have powerful bracings to keep them up the 
piles will get out of place. 

Do you mean that you object to having piles used altogether? Most assuredly I do on that plan, 
without proper bracings. If you have piles, you must make up your mind to brace and secure them 
properly. 

You were saying yesterday that on Mr. Selfe's plan the wall was too narrow at the base? Yes. 
And you illustrated your objection by reference to the bases of various walls at docks in England? 

Yes. 
Should not the solidity of the structure in a wharf-wall vary in proportion to the rise and fall of the 

tide? Scarcely; it depends more upon the weight of the bracing. (The witness illustrated his meaning 
by a sketch.) 

In nearly all the cases you referred to yesterday, are not the foundations of the walls either piles or 
concrete—are they not artificial? Generally they are. But you will observe that the addition of sheet.. 
piling to the base of a wall adds enormously to the expense. 

If we know that the bottom of the cove is rock, and that the rise and fall of the tide is not very 
serious, seeing that your statements made yesterday, about the width of walls, referred to places where the 
rise and fall of tide is great —? I beg your pardon; they did not. A great many instances referred 
to were docks where the water is kept at a permanent level. 

574—F 724. 
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E. 0. 724. Are you not aware that at nearly all the principal ports in England the rise and fall of the tide is 
Moriarty,Lq. much greater than it is here? It is greater; it varies from 10 or 12 feet up to 48 feet. 
.------- 725. Does it not average 20 feet in London? In the river part it does, but at the docks it does not. 
22 May, 1874, 726. I am coming to the docks presently. To make a strongly-built wall, would it not necessitate having 

a wider wall, where the tide rises and falls, than in this harbour, where you have a solid bottom, and a rise 
and fall of tide of not more than 3 or 4 feet? Of course, where you have a weak bottom you require to 
spread your bottom course by footings. 

Would not that be much less where the rise and fall of the tide is not more than 3 or 4 feet, and 
where the water is generally pretty still? No; if you will look at it in this way you will see that it is not. 
(The witness illustrated his meaning by a sicetch.) 

Do you not think a rocky bottom, a good foundation, would justify you in making a narrower wall? 
Yes, it would justify you in one way, as regards getting efficient support from the bottom, but not at all 
in making it too weak to resist the thrusting at the back. 

Would not the necessity for having stronger walls, or walls wider at the base, be more apparent in 
the docks, where the water is frequently pumped out two or three times a day, than in a harbour like 
Sydney? It is not so. The very essence of the construction of a dock is to keep the water-level 
permanent. 

The docks are pumped out to admit vessels, are they not? No; vessels are locked into dock. The 
object of a dock is to keep a vessel at a permanent level, so that she shall not rise and fall with the tide. 

You said to-day, in reply to questions put by Mr. Watson, that the retaining wall of Darling Harbour 
Wharf was dry hand-packed ballast? No, I said I put in a bottom of dry hand-packed ballast. I have 
given that eighteen months to settle, and as soon as that is done, I propose levelling it down to a proper 
depth at lowwaterLmark, putting in a concrete base, and building the wall on that. 

Then the expense will be greatly increased? It will not be increased beyond the estimate. This 
wall will stand then upon the natural surface deposited for centuries at the head of Darling Harbour; 
but at the Circular Quay it is now proposed by Mr. Selfe to go out at once to deep water, and build a wall 
57 feet high. My wall in Sydney Cove would not be more than 20 feet high. 

.T1&. Wearne.] In preparing a new plan for wharf accommodation, having so much water frontage as 
we have, should we study to get as many ships as possible into a small space, or should we try to give every 
vessel as much berth room as possible? I think each vessel should have as much room as possible. 1 
think it would be a great mistake to attempt to crowd too many vessels into the Circular Quay. 

I want to compare the space you allot to each vessel with the space Mr. Selfe allbws? The space I 
allow to each vessel occupies considerably more frontage for the same number of vessels than Mr. Selfe's 
plan. I bring No. 11 berth close up to the foot of Pitt-street. I lay the vessels alongside the wharf, and 
the result is that, by my arrangement, I take up more room. 

In allowing space to each berth, would you be guided by the benefit to the general public, apart from the 
expense, or any other consideration? Apart from considerations of economy, I should say give as much 
space as you possibly can, and on that principle I may say I am prepared to recommend the extension of 
the berths on my system by 30 feet each, which, as I have said, would involve an additional expenditure 
of £10,000. 

How much further would that extend the wharf? 200 feet. 
Where would that land us? Opposite Fort Macquarie. Starting from the foot of New Pitt-street, 

and landing nearly at this point (referri'nq to the plan) I should have the same number of berths. 
You think that would be an improvement on your present plan? Certainly; it would give more 

accommodation, but it would cost more money. 
How much more? £10,000. Perhaps, before I leave off, I might be permitted to read a few 

extracts with regard to the comparative merits of iron and timber structures :-" The report, for 1857, 
of the Chief Engineer of the Pennsylvania Central Railroad, contained the following remarks :-' The 
bridges have all undergone a thorough examination, and many of them found to be much decayed. This 
examination leads to the conclusion that about nine years is as much as can be calculated upon for the 
duration of an uncovered wooden superstructure; and when the liability to fire and the expense of watching 
are taken into consideration, shows most conclusively that economy, as well as safety, is in favour of iron 
structures.'" Here is another statement by Sir William Fairbairn, F.RS., M. Inst. CE. :-" But it is 
now generally acknowledged that it is safer and more satisfactory to increase the estimates than to incur 
the necessity of frequent repairs and renewals, the risk of accident, and the danger arising from the use of a 
material subject, like timber, to rapid decay * * A wrought-iron girder, when properly pro- 
portioned, contains within itself the elements of lightness, with great powers of resistance to strain; and 
although, like all other materials, it is liable to oxidation and decay when exposed to the action of the 
atmosphere, it may nevertheless, with a little trouble and attention, be preserved for many years in a state 
of perfect security." And again he says :-" It was true that a certain deterioration was constantly 
going on in iron structures, particularly wrought iron, which oxidised more rapidly than cast iron; 
but with care and attention, a riveted plate or lattice bridge of wrought iron, if occasionally painted 
and looked after, to prevent oxidation, should last not only a hundred years, but for 500 years." 
That is the statement of Sir William Fairbairn, the best authority in the world. Here is another by Mr. 
Zerah Colburn, an American engineer of great eminence, and for many years Editor of the scientific paper 
called "Bnqineerinq." Speakiug of bridges in America, he says :-" Iron was occasionally employed there 
as long ago as 1835, but it is only within the last ten or twelve years that it has been used to any con-
siderable extent. At the present time it is generally admitted by American engineers that the original 
heapness of timber structures does not compensate for their rapid decay, their frequent destruction by fire, 
and the constant repairs and watching they demand:" 

.THURWAY. 
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Z'HURSDAY, 4 flTlV.E, 1874. 

rcnt 
Mn. HOSKINS, j Mn. SUTHERLAND, 

Mn. WEARNE. 

THE HoN. HENRY PARKES, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Edward Orpen Moriarty, Esq., Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers, called in and further 
examined :- 

.Mr. Wearnèj At the close of our last meeting I asked you if you would furnish, us with a plan E. 0. 
giving more berth-room for each vessel than is proposed in your original plan, in accordance with a Moriarty,Esq. 
suggestion thrown out by you in your evidence—Have you prepared such a plan? Yes; I mentioned the 
subject to the Minister, and took his instructions to prpare such a plan. That plan I have already 4 June, 1874. 
forwarded to the Committee, with an explanatory letter. 

Is this the plan (plan laid upon the table)? Yes. 
How do you distinguish it from your other plans? I have called and marked it the e'chielon plan, 

for nine berths." 
What is the difference between this plan and the other plan? The main difference is that this plan 

gives longer berths and fewer of them. Instead of there being eight berths on the east side of Sydney, 
Cove, as proposed in my former plan, there are only six shown on this plan. Each berth is longer, and 
consequently there are not so many of them. The berths embrace a greater area, and would be more 
convenient for the very large class of vessels, such as the "Sobraon," and the very largest class of sailing 
ships that have ever come to this port. 

Does this plan occupy more of the water-way than your first plan? A little more, but nothing of 
any consequence. It is designed on the same principle, to keep the ships as close in to the shore as is 
consistent with obtaining a due depth of water. The amount of encroachment is so slight that it may 
safely be disregarded. 

Mr. Hoskins.] In what way do you encroach more? Each berth is a little further out than is shown 
on the original plan. 

How much? The encroachment varies at different points. Opposite to Mr. Flood's stores, where 
on my former plan the wharf was broken into three berths, on this plan there are only two berths, and 
the average encroachment on the water is a little more than on the other plan, but in some parts it is a 
little less—for instance, at the northern corner of berth No. 6. Taking the whole scheme, it encroaches 
a little more, but only a few feet. 

Mr. Wearne.] Of the plans you have laid before us, which do you consider the best plan? Well, 
this plan makes provision for a larger class of vessels than the others have done, and it looks 'probably further 
into the future. The other plan made provision for a certain number of the vessels of a large class which 
are provided for here, but it also gave two additional berths for vessels of the present medium size coming 
to this port, ,and it was also cheaper. 

What would be the difference in the expense of this and the other plan? According to the best 
approximate estimate I have been able to make—of course one cannot go very closely into matters of this 
kind without having the whole detail before one—the difference would be from £12,000 to £15,000. 

This plan would give two berths less, and cost £15,000 more? Yes; and there could be no cavil or 
objection to any vessels getting into any of these berths. You will observe that at berth No. 6, which is 
240 feet long, a vessel of the size of the "Ascalon," one of the medium or perhaps rather larger than a 
medium-sized vessel, is shown in blue, and she does not occupy the whole length of the berth; but the 
"Sobraon" is shown in brown, and she does occupy the whole length, projecting a little beyond it, her fore-
hatchway coming within the limit.'  The "Sobraon's" jib-boom and bowsprit would be perfectly clear of 
the vessel lying at berth No. 7, so that she would not have the slightest difficulty in being taken out. The 
same at berth No. 5. At berth No. 4 a ship of the size of the "Mikado" might, with perfect safety, be 
berthed, being secured by the head and aft to dolphins, and amidships to the wharf. A vessel of the size 
of the " Parramatta," which is a very large vessel, would very little overlap the wharf. No. 4 is 180 feet; 
the others are 240 feet, with the exception of berth No. 7, which is 180 feet, and berth No. 9, which is 
210 feet. 

At each of these vessels you have allowed room for lighters or vessels to come alongside on the 
outside? Yes, you will observe that there is abundant room for that. There 'will be 150 feet of clear space 
between the bowsprit of the sternmost vessel and the break of the forecastle of the vessel next ahead of her. 

In the letter just read to the Committee you have stated the price of this wharf built of stone 
according to this plan—Do I understand the price of stone will be double the price of iron? Very.  nearly. 

Did you reekon on getting the stone adjoining the wharf? Yes, I did; but the price I assumed for 
the stone-work was the lowest schedule price tendered for the stone wharf as proposed by Mr. Selfe. 
Several schedule prices were given, amongst which was that of Mr. Watkins, a well-known contractor; 
this price I took, and it came to about double the cost of iron. 

Which would you recommend in building this wharf--wood, stone, or iron? I should certainly 
recommend iron. I have no doubt whatever as to the lasting of iron, not the slightest; and, in point of 
fact, it is somewhat late in the day to questionS it. All the great works of the kind in the world have 
been built of iron for many years past—the Britannia Bridge, the Conway and Victoria Bridge—all the 
large bridges on the Thames; the Solway Bridge, &c. 

.Mr. Hoskins.] We are not speaking of bridges—we are speaking of wharfs? Bridges are the same 
in principle, so far as the endurance of the iron is concerned. 

Mr. Wearne.] Where are there any wharfs constructed of iron? The Brunswick Wharf, the 
Gravesend Pier, Brighton Pier, the foundation of the Thames Embankment, which is practically a wharf, 
and in the Sunderland Dock some of the wharfs are of iron sheetpiling, the Victoria Docks, and 
many others. 

Do you think that if they had in England the timber we have here—if iron were dear and hardwood 
timber cheap—do you think they would use iron? I am satisfied that in great works in England they 
would not use timber, as it is so perishable a material when exposed to the action of the sea-worm. 

What would be the thickness of the thinnest part of the iron you would use in the construction of this 
wharf? 
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E. 0. wharf? I suppose the wrought-iron work would be from about five-sixths to three-eighths of an inch. 
Mor]arty,Esq. All the wrought-iron work would be perfectly clear of the water, and could be kept painted so as to be r—'---'scarcely subject to corrosion. It is stated that the amount of corrosion in the Britannia Bridge, during 
4 Iune, 1874. the last twenty years, may be measured by pounds, it is so trifling. 

There is an iron wharf like this in New Zealand, is there not, into which a steamer ran and cut it in 
two? I saw that when I was at Wellington, and I can assure you it is nothing of the sort. 

Will you tell us what it is? The Wellington Wharf is a lattice girder resting between two cylinders. 
A vessel did run into it, and indented it for a foot or eighteen inches. You can see the indentation now—
they have not even been at the trouble of repairing it. It is as strong as ever. I looked very carefully 
at it, and I could not see any evidence of a single plate having been cut out or a new one put in. Every 
engineer knows there is nothing in the world more easily repaired than iron. Take the case of the 
"Macgregor," at this moment in the dock. She came in with an enormous hole punched in her bottom, 
and she is plated up already. 
700. You produced some timber, last time you were here, out of a punt—will you give me the name of the 
timber? It was turpentine. I produced two samples—one from the Nambuccra punt, built ostensibly 
of all turpentine, and which was certified by two gentlemen thoroughly competent to judge to be turpen-
tine. The other punt was one that I had built, by Mr. Sutherland's direction, also of turpentine, got 
specially from Bulli from a man named Hicks, and carefully selected as being undoubtedly the best sample 
of turpentine we could get, to give the thing a fair trial. I have shown you a sample from that after the 
punt had been in the water two years. The punt can be seen now at Cockatoo. 
761. Where was she in use? At the ferry at the Spit in Middle Harbour. She was dry on the beach for 
nearly half her time, which is all the stronger against it. 

Is it only two years since she was built? Only about two years. 
The timber of your steam yacht—what is that? Some of the frames are of water gum, and some of 

an old elm plank taken out of the "Robert Sayers," that was sunk for about twenty years above the 
bridge at Darling Harbour. The planking is all of new kauri. The "Robert Sayers" got buried five or six 
feet in the mud, and I exploded two charges of gunpowder under her, and blew her out of the mud and 
broke her up. The plank spoken of was from the part of the vessel that was buried in the mud. 

The mud preserves the timber? Yes; every man acquainted with timber knows that mud preserves 
timber from the action of the tereclo. 
765. We have had witnesses here who have brought us specimens of timber which has been in the water 
for thirty years or more? (Mi-. Hosicins: Forty, fifty, seventy years.) If that was said with reference to 
the clean water of this harbour, I should simply disbelieve the statement. I do not think there is any 
evidence to prove it. 
788. There was some from the Gas Company's Wharf? It might have been from there, for anybody can 
see that there is almost always a ifina of gas tar over the water, and the piles are fresh coated every time 
the tar is discharged. 

That would account for the timber being preserved so long? Yes. We know the cobra enters 
from a little below high-water-mark to a little below low-water-mark, and no doubt the tar would have a 
considerable effect. But 1 have not found that to be the, case anywhere else; in any other part of 
Darling Harbour I have found all the wharfs rotten. You may also find a pile at the heads of some of 
the bays, where there is very little water, and where there is filthy mud, that will not show any effects of 
the worm. You may lay timber on a mud-bank, such as we have in this harbour, and the cobra will not 
attack it. Some of these piles in that position might, no doubt, have been in the water for a considerable 
time; but in the pure part of the sea-water of this harbour I am satisfied no timber that ever grew will 
resist the worm. 

How long do you suppose a wooden wharf would last? If unprotected by copper, I do not think it 
would last in a condition to sustain a load for more than about seven years. 

Mr. Hosicins.] I think you gave in evidence twenty years? I said protected. A pile may look 
right enough on the surface, but it may be so honeycombed as to be utterly unfit to sustain heavy loads. 

.2Wi'. Sutherland.] It has been stated that you, in your report on "Docks," have spoken against the 
use of iron for such purposes—that you have said that in building docks or pontoons iron should not be 
used? I think I stated that a wrought-iron pontoon dock was objectionable, because, by reason of its 
being immersed in water and its enormous size, it could not be got at to be cleaned and painted, and 
would, therefore, be subject to corrosion. But in this wharf the wrought-iron would be all perfectly clear 
of the water—high above the water. I find by reference to my report that this is what .1 said:-"  The 
corrosive action of sea-water on cast-iron is not nearly so rapid as it is on wroughtiron; except, therefore, 
in so far as applied to pontoons, the foregoing observations would not apply with much force to cylinders 
and other apparatus of a hydraulic lift." This is, I think, fully borne out by the extracts I have laid 
before you from the Transactions of the British Association. We all know that wrought-iron is more 
subject to corrosion than cast-iron ; but all the wrought-iron work of this structure would be perfectly 
clear of the water altogether; it would never be subject to the action of sea-water, but would be simply in 
the dry air, such as we have in this climate. 

.211r. Wearne.] Is not the spray almost worse than the water itself? There would be no spray. The 
top of the wharf would be about 12 feet above low-water-mark, and the bottom of the girders 3 feet 6 inches 
above high-water-mark, a long way clear of any danger of contact with sea-water. The fact that these 
hydraulic lifts, referred to in my report on Docks, are extensively used, shows that the best authorities 
are not at all afraid of the use of iron in structures costing two or three hundred thousand pounds. 
That shows that engineers have no fear of corrosion by sea-water affecting cast-iron cylinders. The 
Chairman directed me to telegraph to Melbourne for some information about the piers at Sandridge. 
I telegraphed to Mr. Wardill, the Inspector General of Public Works, and he, in reply, sent me this 
telegram —"At Sandridge, ordinary hardwood piles much injured by teredo. We now use jarrah or red 
gum, which it is believed will resist. Piles not sheathed. Question as to Railway jetties at Williams-
town sent to Railway Department for reply. Sandridge piles 8 to 10 feet apart." The piles of Mr. 
Gowlland's wharf, which he complained of my putting too close together, were 10 feet apart. 

Mr. Hosicins.] I did not hear you state what was your estimate of the cost of this wharf on the plan 
you have put in to-day, if constructed of iron, stone, or wood? It is marked on the plan. If constructed 
of iron, £104,000, or eight berths of masonry and one of iron, £224,000. Berth No. 9 must in any case 
be of iron, because I have had borings taken there to the depth of 109 feet, and could get no bottom. 

IoI 
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Are you aware whether Mr. G-owlland sent in an estimate of the probable cost of his plans for the E. 0. 
improvement of the Circular Quay, if it were constructed of iron or stone? No, I never heard of it. He Moriarty, Esq. 
gave an estimate of £60,000 for the wharf, if constructed of timber; but I never heard that he proposed E---s 
to have it constructed of iron or stone. - June, 1874. 

How many ships would his plan berth? Twenty. 
What would be the length of each jetty? 180 feet. 
Have you ever made an estimate of what it would cost to construct a wharf on Mr. Gowliand's plan 

of iron or stone? Not of stone, because it could not be done—the cost would be something fabulous. 
The cost in iron I did not go very much into, but I made a rough approximation, and I think it was about 
£300,000. 

That would berth twenty ships, giving each ship 180 feet of wharfage? Which would be utterly 
inadequate for long vessels, such as the "Sobraon," and others shown here. 

How long do you calculate the wharf would last if constructed of iron? I cannot fix a time. I 
think it would last for many centuries. 

Chairmen.] Do you say that advisedly—" many centuries"? I do. The very best authorities say that 
in cast-iron the corrosion is so slow that it does not amount to a quarter of an inch in a century in pure 
sea-water, and that wrought-iron in bridges and other structures, not exposed to the action of water, 
would last—to use Sir William Fairbairn's own words—" not 100 years, but 500 years." It is in fact 
indestructible, if ordinary care be taken to clean and paint it. 

2&. Hosicins.] Do you know whether Mr. Selfe sent in an estimate of the probable cost of the 
improvements which he designed? I think he did. 
781: What was his estimate? Perhaps it would be better to refer to the figures; I cannot carry them 
all in my memory. I think £08,000 was the tender for six berths of stone. 

Did not Mr. Selfe send in an estimate for twelve berths? No proposal of Mr. Selfe's, that I have ever, 
seen, embodied an estimate for more than six berths. 

Have you made any estimate of the cost of Mr. Selfe's plan yourself? I have made an estimate of 
the probable cost of Mr. Selfe's plan, with walls of such a substance as would stand. 

Not the walls he proposed? Certainly not; they could not stand. 
What was your estimate of the cost of providing twelve berths on Mr. Selfe's plan—that was what he 

proposed? Pardon me—six berths. All my replies were given as applying to the plan proposing six 
berths, for which tenders had been invited. 

This is the plan (Mr. Selfe's original plan referred to) i' Yes, there is a note here which shows the 
portion proposed to be constructed first. That contained six berths; and the estimate for that was 
£98,000, with walls which could not possibly stand—they could not hold up the backing. 

Why have you now sent in a plan providing less wharf accommodation than you did originally—
nine berths instead of eleven? You may have heard Mr. Wearne, after the examination the other day, 
mention what he has just now stated. I mentioned the matter to Mr. Sutherland, and he gave instruc-
tions to have a plan prepared giving larger berths for a smaller number of ships. 

Do you think it advisable, on reflection, to give larger wharfage for each vessel than that designed 
in your original plan? No; I am still of opinion that, looking to the present requirements of the port, 
and making provision for medium-sized vessels, the other plan affords a greater amount of accommodation; 
but it will not afford so much accommodation for the very largest vessels. I may mention further that there 
is in the other plan a means of approximating the accommodation to future requirements. If it should be 
hereafter discovered that it would be better to throw berths 8, 7, and 6, into two, it could be quite easily 
done by extending the echelon arrangement over the centre of the intermediate berth, and doing away 
with it altogether. The first plan can be made to approximate exceedingly closely to this; but I admit 
it would cost more if ultimately done than to do it now. I say, if it is decided that longer berths are 
required, go into them at once, because it would cost more to enlarge them hereafter. Still it could be 
done hereafter, and the advantage of a larger number of berths for ordinary vessels retained for some time. 

I gather from the evidence you have given that you are of opinion that greater facilities would be 
afforded for mooring ships, if the improvements were made on this last plan? Yes. I do not see the 
slightest danger of any ship coming into contact with any other vessel atany of these berths. 

Are you not aware that objection was urged to your original plan,—that there was not sufficient 
accommodation to enable vessels to remove readily from the wharf? Yes, I know there was that objection 
raised to these three berths, 6, 7, and 8; but I do not attach much weight to it. We know that vessels 
going into the docks at Home are compelled to rig in their jib-booms. The Harbour Master stated to me that 
captains of vessels did not like to do so; but I should not care whether they liked it or not. It is in 
fact one of the Harbour Regulations at this moment. No doubt the captains like to see their ships fully 
rigged out; but it is occupying space for which the Government wish to get rent. If I were Harbour 
Master I would malie them rig in their jib-booms. 

In works of this kind, what has been the difference between your estimate and the actual cost? 
Which works do you refer to? - 

Darling Harbour Wharf, for instance? My estimate for the iron-work in Darling Harbour was £24 
a ton, and the actual tender was £20 15s. 

You stated the sum the wharf would cost? I think £76,000 was what I asked for the whole extent 
I proposed. 
791. What will it cost? The whole length has not been carried out—only 1,260 feet. The whole length 
is 1,800 feet as originally proposed, for which the estimate was £70,000 or £75,000. A vote for half the 
amount (35,000) was taken, and it was thought better to spend the whole of that sum in iron; and 
£35,000 worth of iron was imported, which gave a length of 1,260 feet, instead of 1,800 feet. The plank-
ing and back wall were left to be done by a subsequent vote. 

Generally speaking, how do your estimates compare with the prices paid by the Government for work? 
I do not like to boast, but I think my estimates have been remarkably close. The Globe Island Bridge 
was done £1,000 or £1,500 within my estimate. 

If it has been stated that your estimate was 50 per cent. under the actual price, it is not correct? 
It is not correct. With regard to this work at the Circular Quay, we are dealing with absolute tenders 
submitted by the best firms in England, and which are singularly close. 

You think the work will still be done for the prices that it has been tendered for? I am satisfied of 
it. We know that iron is getting cheaper every day. 
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E. 0. 798. You stated just now that you have still a preference for your original plan, confining the aecommoda- 
Moriarty,Esq. tion to the smaller class of ships? I have a preference for it, but a very slight one. 
t- 799. What should be our object—should it not be to give accommodation to the largest class of vessels? 
4 ,Tune, 1874. Yes, I admit the full force of that; and have in the plan now submitted provided for it, if it be thought 

desirable to have the wharf constructed on that principle. 
.21&. Wearne.] I have a few questions here which I have been desired by Mr. Watson to put to you. 

What is the average thickness of your retaining wall in Captain G-owlland's plan for any given height? It 
would be nearly half the height. I cannot say exactly.I may tell you, with reference to Captain Gowliand's 
plan, that though I have been accused of piling it on, I kept everything at the very lowest mark, in order 
that I should not lay myself open to this imputation of overloading it. 

Of what is the filling or backing composed in that plan? The same material that has been stated 
by Mr. G-owlland in his evidence—I took his evidence as my guide. Stone ballast. 

Will you answer the same questions with reference to Mr. Musson's plan? I do not know anything 
about Mr. Musson's plan. 

And Mr. Selfe's plan—who prepared the specifications for his plan? He did hjmself, I presume. 
The walls shown on Mr. Selfe's specification could not possibly stand. In the first place, they were not 
thick enough to sustain the backing; and in the next, he specified that the foundation should be laid on 
hand-packed ballast on a shelving rock, and it does not require an engineer to see that the first thing would 
be for the ballast to slip out and then for the wall to come down; and there is no maintenance clause, 
as I have before pointed out. 

What is the horizontal pressure or thrust per square foot against a wall when the material is earth, 
sand, or silt, with hoJes in the wall for drainage, and the rise and fall of water being the same on both 
sides? That requires some calculation, for which would be required the height as well as the character of 
material forming the backing, the pressure varying at every part in a ratio compounded of the height and 
angle of repose at which the backing would stand. The horizontal pressure varies with the depth of the 
wall. In the case you put, you would have a thoroughly saturated mass at the back, and nothing at all in 
front when the tide was down. Nobody could answer that question as it is put. The pressure varies with 
the depth of the wall. 

What would be the pressure under the same circumstances if the backing or filling was with hand-
packed stone only? It would be less, but still very considerable. 

What thickness should a wall be, if 30 feet high, to produce equilibrium under the circumstances 
mentioned? According to the best authorities it would vary from about two-fifths to one-half the height 
in thickness at the base, with ordinary good backing; with" rubbish" backing, as specified by Mr. Selfe, it 
would require greater thickness. 

What is the pressure of water per square foot against the wall of a dam? It depends directly on 
the depth. 

Would you make any allowance in the thickness of a retaining-wall, whether built on rock foundation 
or on piles? None, except in so far as the foundation is sound. A. retaining-wall has to support itself, 
and it must be put upon a foundation that is sound. It has also to keep some material back. If the founda-
tion is not strong enough to support the wall, it will go down for that reason. If the wall has not sufficient 
mass to resist the forward thrust of the backing, the backing will throw it down. You have two things to 
look for,—first, an unyielding foundation, which, if it happens to be clay or other weak material, you obtain 
by driving piles until you reach a stronger foundation; and second, having supported your wall at a given 
height, you must make certain that it is strong enough to resist the thrust of the backing. The foundation 
is to support the wall, the wall is to support the backing. 

Ohairman.1 When you revise your evidence, will you specially notice these questions, and if any 
further answer occurs to you add it to your evidence? Yes. 

ADDENDUM. 

I ADD hereto a list of some Wharf Walls of ordinary construction, to illustrate what I have stated as to dimensions usually 
allowed. 

A. few instances of Quay Walls constructed at the undermentioned places :- 
Quay wall at Portsmouth Dockyard, designed by Sir John Rennie— 

Height of wall, 31 ft. ; thickness at base, 14 ft. ; thickness at top, 5 ft. 
Proportion of thickness at base to height = 45, or nearly 4. 

Quay wall at Portsmouth, designed by Sir Lndrew Clarke— 
Height, 39 ft. ; thickness at base, 18 ft. ; thickness at top, 7 ft. 
Proportion of thickness at base to height = 41, or nearly 4. 

Quay wall at Victoria Docks, London— 
Height, 40 ft.; thickness at base, 20 ft. 
Proportion of thickness at base to height = 4. 

Quay wall at Liverpool, designed by Mr. G. Fosbery Lyster— 
Height above datum, 28 ft.; thickness at datum, 13 ft.; thickness at coping, Sft. 
Proportion of thickness at datum to height = 
Total height, 39 ft. ; thickness at base, 18 ft. Gin. 
Proportion of thickness at base to height = 47, or nearly 4. 

Basin wall at Chatham Dockyard, designed by Sir Andrew Clarke— 
Height above datum, 39 ft. 6 in.; thickness at datum, 20 ft.; under coping, 7 ft. 
Proportion of thickness at datum to height 4. 

River wall, Chatham— 
Height about foreshore, 20 ft.; thickness at foreshore, 12 ft.; under coping, 6 ft. 
Proportion of thickness to height 4. 

Thames Embankment, designed by Mr. J. W. Bazalgette, MICE.— 
Height above base, 26 ft.; thickness at base, 12 ft. 3 in.; under coping, 5 ft. 3 in. 
Proportion of thickness to height = 47, or nearly 4. 

Humber Dock wall.— 
Height, 24 ft. 6 in. ; thickness at base, 10 ft. ; thickness at top, 4 ft. Gin. 
Stiffened by counterforts 9 ft. thick, projecting at bottom 8 ft., at top 3 ft. 6 in., from the back face 
of wall. 

E.O.M. 

TUESDAY, 
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TUESDAY, 9. JU1TE,  1874. 

Jretnt 

Mn. SUTHERLAND, I Mn. HOSKINS, 
Mn. G. A. LLOYD. 

THE HoN. JOHN SUTHERLAND, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
John Young, Esq., called in and examined :- 

C/iris'rnan.] You are a contractor and builder in the Colony? Yes. J. Young,Eq. 
I suppose you know this Committee has been appointed to take evidence on the best means of 

improving the wharf accommodation of Sydney Harbour, and providing greater facilities for the loading 9 June, 1874. 
and unloading of vessels? Yes. 

You have been largely interested in such works in the Old Country, have you not? Yes. 
What works of the kind—I mean wharfs and docks—have you been engaged in in the Old Country? 

I was employed under the Aire and Calder Navigation Company in Yorkshire, under the engineer; and 
many works of this kind came under my notice in the West Biding of Yorkshire, at Goole principally, 
Hull, Leeds, York, and other places. At Goole there were very large docks erected, in which I assisted; 
and on the Ouse, Trent, Don, Humber, and other rivers in Yorkshire, we had works of a similar character. 
to what is proposed to be done here. 

You have tendered to carry out the work at the Circular Quay, according to some of the plans, have 
you not? I tendered for the work according to Mr. Selfe's plan—no other. 

Will you explain to the Committee the reason of your putting a rider upon your tender to the effect 
that it would cost about double if certain works were done that were not specified to be done in it? My 
tender for wood, as specified by Mr. Selfe, was, .1 think, for about £38,000; and being personally opposed, 
I may say, to wood for that particular purpose, I wished it to be distinctly understood that there was no 
coppering specified, nor any bracing of the piles, which I thought was necessary; I thought the bracing 
of the piles was necessary, although I did not think the coppering was. I wished it to be understood that 
there would not be so much difference as might have been supposed between the cost of wood, if these 
matters were taken into consideration, and the cost of doing the work in stone. 

You thought timber was not the best material to construct the wharf with? Not for a permanent 
work—not for that particular spot. I am now alluding to that one particular spot. I do not mean that 
timber is not applicable for other works in other places, but that spot, in consequence of having a rock 
bottom, is not suitable for piles. 

For permanent works you would recommend stone or brick? Stone or brick undoubtedly. 
And, if I understand you, you think the expense would be very little more for stone or brick than 

for wood, if the wood were coppered and the work done in the most permanent way that wood could be? 
Precisely; I think if the wood-work is done in the very strongest manner, and copper used for the piles, 
stone would be almost as cheap. If timber of sufficient size of scantling is used, and the piles coppered, 
it would come to nearly as much as if the work were done of stone or brick, or, in fact, I may say iron too. 

M. Hoskins] Speaking as a gentleman of great experience in these matters, which matérial would 
you prefer to be used mainly in the construction of any proposed improvements of the Circular Quay—
timber or iron ? Neither. 

Which would you prefer of the two, I ask? If I were putting up a temporary structure I would 
prefer wood to iron. I believe timber in this Country is more durable than iron. I am opposed to the 
use of iron for that particular structure, for a variety of reasons. The first reason is its liability to 
oxidise and decay. The position the iron is in has a great deal to do with it, being near the salt water. 
Of course the spray of the salt water would be continually coming upon it, and it does not last so long in 
that position as if it were in a dry atmosphere, away from the salt water altogether. I am speaking of 
wrought-iron now; I will speak of the castiron cylinders presently. You must bear in mind that wrought-
iron for any structure—not alone for this structure, but for any structure at all—has not been in use 
probably for more than about fifty years, therefore there cannot be the experience of it that there is of 
other materials that we know more about. Therefore, if a person were to say wrought-iron will last a 
certain time, he must necessarily assume that—he cannot prove it. On the contrary, I have myself taken 
out lattice girders which had not been made more than twrelve years, and were exposed in a damp situation, 
and I could break them with my hands at the junctions. They had been half decayed in twelve years.. 

Will you state where that was? That was in England—at Goole, in Yorkshire. I may state that 
these were not used exactly as lattice girders, because lattice girders were not very well known at the 
time I speak of; but still it was iron placed in a similar position to what lattice girders would be, and 
near salt-water, as this work would be at the Circular Quay. In the course of my experience out here, in 
Victoria and the other Colonies, I have noticed the action of water upon iron in many other instances, not 
particularly girders formed in this way, but other things, where two portions of iron came together and 
were exposed to the weather for a certain length of time; and my opinion is derived from all these small 
evidences put together. Of course in a man's experience such is generally the case. Some first-class 
engineers are opposed to the use of iron for such purposes. 

What purposes? I am speaking now of wrought-iron girders for the support of this wharf. I have 
an extract here giving the opinion of Professor Ilankine, who is a great authority on these matters :— 

Connosrow AD PRESERVATIOn OE Iico.—Professor Rankine says :-" Cast-iron will often last for a long time without 
rusting, if care be taken not to injure its skin, which is usually coated with a film of silicate of the protoxicle of iron, produced 
by the action of the sand of the mould on the iron. Chilled surfaces of castings are without this protection, and therefore rust 
more rapidly. The corrosion of iron is more rapid when partly wet and partly dry than when wholly immersed in water or 
wholly exposed to the air. It is accelerated by impurities in water, and especially by the presence of decomposing organic 
matter or of free acids. It is also accelerated by the contact of the iron with any metal which is electro-negative relatively to 
the iron, or in other words has less affinity for oxygen, or with the rust of the iron itself. If two portions of a mass of iron 
are in different conditions so that one has less affinity for oxygen than the other, the contact of the former makes the latter 
oxidate more rapidly. In general, hard and crystalline iron is less oxidable than ductile and fibrous iron. Cast-iron and steel 
decompose rapidly in warm or impure sea-water. Pieces of iron which are kept constantly in a state of vibration oxidate less 
rapidly than those which are at rest; for example, the rails of a railway on which constant traffic runs rust much more slowly 
than those on which there is little or no traffic." 
If you notice, he says that iron which is in an unequal state rusts more rapidly, that is to say, iron 
sometimes immersed.in  water, as this would be, and at other times not,—that would be unequal, and 

therefore 
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J.Young,Esq. therefore it would be more likely to oxidize fast. There is a distinction between iron in this position and 
r—'--' iron in a railway bridge; iron in a bridge is nearly in the same condition always, except difference of 
9 June, 1874. temperature. Another reason is this :—Wrought-iron when first used by the principal engineers of 

England or Europe was a new substance for engineering purposes, and it was not generally known how to 
treat it; therefore they erred on the safe side. Witness the Southwark Bridge for example; there 
are great masses of iron in that. They used it, not knowing its properties sufficiently, and they 
used it probably in excess. Therefore it is from these works, where iron is in excess, that we now 
take our deductions, and not from works recently erected. It is the custom now in using iron lattice girders 
(in consequence of the urgent need of being economical) to specify the various scantlings of iron,—
the minimum strength to begin with, or very nearly so. The consequence is that the minimum of holding 
together is sooner reached than it was in former times when they used an excess. Therefore, it 
is not like a wooden structure, where of course the actual breaking of it is much further off, and 
you may have a great deal of decay before you come to the actual minimum strength. There is another 
reason why I object to wrought-iron for such purposes, that is, that the iron made at the present 
day is not so close in fibre as the iron made twenty, thirty, or forty years ago. It is more open in 
the grain, and presents more surface for oxidation. In fact, it is rotten, as compared with the iron of 
twenty-five years ago. Therefore the experiments which most engineers now take for their guide in the con-
struction of iron works are unreliable, because they were carried on when iron was much better in quality 
than it is now. Another reason is, that the price of iron within the last three years has certainly gone up 
40 per cent., while it has certainly decreased in quality 25 per cent. All these things being put together, 
I believe I am justified in thinking that iron should not be placed in that position at the Circular Quay. 
And there is another objection to the use of wrought-iron in a hot climate like this. One of the principal 
reasons why wrought-iron is used is because of the length—the girders can be made without supports. 
The effect is, that when the hot sun acts upon the enormous length of iron the girder expands very con-
siderably, and in cold weather it naturally contracts, but if there is a weight on it, and the weight should 
remain while this expansion and contraction are taking place, in cold weather the contraction is not equal 
to the expansion in hot, and therefore, in time a sagging takes place. That is one, objection to the use of 
wrought-iron in all positions where great length is required, and one reason why it is not so lasting as 
engineers suppose. Then there is the particular reason that being near the salt water the reflection of the 
sun is stronger there than at any other place you could put it. It is very different from a railway bridge 
up the country. Then we come to cast-iron. Although cast-iron for cylinders is to a certain extent 
in salt water more durable than wrought-iron, still you will see that Professor Rankine's opinion is very 
much against it in impure and warm sea-water; and I may state that the late Mr. Keene, Examiner of Coal 
Fields, showed me a piece of cast-iron that within his knowledge had been less than twenty years in sea-
water at Newcastle, and when he showed it to me you could take your pen-knife and cut it exactly as if 
it had been a piece of slate or lead pencil. I am not chemist enough to know what caused that, but 
there is the fact. Therefore I am opposed to cylinders of cast-iron, because I do not think they are 
durable. 

Is it not the fact that the reason many engineers in England took to using iron for bridges was in 
consequence of the high price and scarcity of timber and the comparative cheapness of iron? In England 
there is no timber suitable for piles; oak timber is not straight for any considerable length, and elm 
timber will not last unless entirely in the water, and there is no other timber suitable for piles. 

The same difficulty would not apply here? Not at all. 
Have you seen many iron wharfs in England? I certainly have not, and I doubt if you will find a 

'dozen wharfs of this description in England. I have never seen one. 
26. Have you been at Liverpool and London? I never was at Liverpool, but I know London well. I 
may state that the Victoria Docks and other docks of that character are not of iron. The walls of the 
Victoria Docks are of concrete, and where any iron is used in connection with the walls, it is either buried 
in the concrete or a thin case, that is quite immaterial whether it decays or not after the concrete wall is 
consolidated; and in most cases in the whole of the docks in London you will find them either brick or 
brick and concrete. 

Do I understand you to say you have never seen an iron wharf in England? I have never seen a 
wharf of iron in such a position. 

And you have had a good deal of experience among wharfs? Yes. I have never seen a retaining 
wall and wharf attached, like that proposed at the Circular Quay, built of iron—never at all; and, in fact, 
I do not think you would find many; I do not say you would not find any. 

You have never seen a wharf constructed with iron girders and iron braces upon iron cylinders? 
No. I have seen iron cylinders and iron girders for bridges and things of that kind. 

You have been extensively engaged in the use of iron and timber in this Colony? Yes. 
Supposing Parliament were disposed to have these proposed improvements at the Circular Quay 

-constructed of one or the other of these materials, of which do you consider they could be done at the least 
amount of cost—timber or iron? I think timber would undoubtedly be the cheapest. 

Suppose the piles were coppered? Timber would be the cheapest then, but there would not be so 
much difference. 

And which could be erected with the greatest expedition? Timber. 
Would there be any great difficulty in getting piles 50 or 60 feet in length, suitable for constructing 

wharfs here? None whatever. 
How long do you calculate it would take to have these proposed improvements completed, if the 

Government decided to have them of wood? I think I could complete them in twelve months time. 
Would you undertake to complete them in twelve months if they were to be of iron, and you had to 

get the iron from England? No, certainly not. 
How long? I think they might be completed in two years if of iron. 
Have you seen the Darling Harbour wharf? Yes. 
Do you know how long that has been in progress? I should think three years. 
Is it finished yet? No. 
Of course you could use more expedition than the contractor there has used,? I think I could have 

finished it in less time. 
Supposing any vessel in moving about this Circular Quay ran into the quay and damaged it seriously, 

in which material could it be more cheaply and more expeditiously repaired, iron or wood? Wood is very 
easily managed. 843. 
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Say, for instance, the wharf were composed of iron girders 60 feet long, how long would it take, and JYoung,Esq. 
what would be the cost involved in repairing it? A timber structure of any kind could be repaired very 
easily. 9 June,  

Would it be much more difficult and expensive to repair it if of iron? It is more difficult to repair 
iron than it is wood undoubtedly; and in case of a cast-iron cylinder being run into and broken it would 
be exceedingly difficult to repair it; in fact, it would require a great deal of consideration whether it could 
be done at all. 

You have seen bridges constructed upon cast-iron cylinders? Yes. 
Did you ever see them repaired? No. 
Have none of the, bridges in England, where the piers are of iron cylinders, ever required repair in 

that respect? Not that I am aware of. The cylinders are made very large, and are filled with material 
which would stand if there were no iron at all. 

Would that apply here? No, because they are so small; if the cast-iron casting goes, the whole 
fabric goes. 

As a matter of fact, you have never seen cast-iron cylinders repaired? No. 
And you believe there would be a great difficulty in repairing them? Yes, at present. I do not 

see how they could be repaired, unless with an immensity of trouble, because they would most likely 
fracture from top to bottom. 

It has been given in evidence that an iron wharf properly constructed would be as durable as stone: 
do you believe so? No, certainly not. It would not be so durable as wood—I do not believe it; and no - 
one can contradict me, because no one can have bad a sufficiently long experience of it. 

Have you ever taken the trouble to go round and inspect the wharfs here? Yes, I have seen most of 
them. 

Do you know the average duration of timber piles in wharfs here? No, I have not been here 
sufficiently long. 

Have you bad any experience in the building of retaining walls for docks and piers for wharfs? 
Yes, I have built and superintended the building of them. 

Where? I superintended the building of the G-oole Docks; and I was superintending a portion of 
the work at Hull, belonging to the Hamburgh and hull Steam-packet Company, where there is a retaining 
wall, 1 remember, very similar to what is proposed here, although there is a difference between that case 
and this in respect to the rise and fall of the tide; it is 21 or 22 feet there, which makes it much more 
difficult to build a wall that will stand. 

Do you know the average rise and fall of the tide in this harbour? About 4 feet 8 inches I think. 
Can you state from memory, of your own knowledge, what is the average width, at the base, of stone 

retaining walls, having relation to the height of the walls—what proportion does the width at the base 
bear to the height of the wall? The manner in which you build your wall has a great deal to do with it, 
as well as the bottom it stands upon. All that has to enter into the calculation as to the thickness of the 
wall, if it is a very bad bottom you must necessarily have a thicker wall; if it is a rock bottom it myy be 
thinner. But a rock bottom requires other considerations. The walls I have bad experience of in the 
north of England, at Hull for instance, were built upon alluvial deposit. That wall was about 40 odd 
feet high, and was built with brick. There was a footing course at the bottom of S feet, and then the 
base was 7 feet 6 inches, reduced at every 10 feet by 10 inches, that is to say, one brick less—the bricks 
being 10 inches long, larger bricks than they make here. The wall was surmounted with a coping of 
Bramley Fall stone, or Yorkshire granite, about 5 or 6 feet broad. 

That wall was built upon an alluvial deposit? Yes; but in the rear of that wall there 'was rubble of 
sandstone, built flat in mortar, 12 feet thick at the base. 
859.. That was the backing P Yes; and there were counterforts every 10 feet, and these counterforts 
projected 12 feet. That wall was subject to a very severe test, because the rise and fall of the tide was 
about 21 or 22 feet, and this enormous pressure came on and off so quickly. 
800. Can you state of your own knowledge what is generally the nature of the foundations on which 
retaining walls are built in England for docks and wharfs? They .are generally very bad from their 
position. 

Will you have the goodness to describe some of them? I will refer to a book I •have here—Spons' 
Dictionary of Engineering, edited by Oliver Byrne—in which the following passage occurs, in reference to 
the Victoria Docks in London :-" The brickwork is commenced at a depth of 23 feet below Trinity high-
water-mark, or 1 foot above the bottom of the dock, and is laid on concrete 3 feet in thickness. The 
concrete wall is carried up behind the brickwork, with an average thickness of 3 feet 8 inches." You will 
bear in mind that this wall is 23 feet below Trinity high-water-mark, and is only 3 feet 6 inches thick. 
The back of the concrete wall is made straight and vertical, and against this the clay backing is filled in." 
A.t the place you were before speaking of, Goole, there are extensive docks, are there not? Yes; 

they laid out about three millions of' money there. 
803. Will you describe the dock walls, as erected there? We commenced at three bricks on the top, and 
at every 10 feet added a brick, and that was backed up in the same manner as I have just described, with 
rubble laid flat, but the backing was not more than 8 feet, and the depth of water, I think, in one of the 
docks, was 32 feet, and in another dock 28 feet—the depth of water retained in the dock after it was 
built. 

You did not tell us the height of the retaining wall and the width at the base? Say the wall was 
35 feet high, and 3 feet on the top, then every 10 feet a brick would be added, 10 inches long; that would 
be about 6 feet 4 inches at the base. 

A wall 35 feet high would be 6 feet 4 inches at the base, and then 8 feet of backing of rubble? Yes, 
and counterforts—walls that run out—every 10 feet, built of brick. 

Have you noticed the retaining walls at other places, either in London or anywhere else where they 
have docks or wharfs—in what proportion the width of the base is to the height of the wall? The pro-
portion ought to be according to the position it is in. The. dimensions I have given you are those of walls 
1 have been connected with myself in a business way, but I have noticed others of a similar character. I 
was at Grimsby, but I forget the dimensions of the wall there; it is a sea-wall protecting land taken from 
the German Ocean almost entirely; it has to bear almost the whole weight of the ocean upon it, and for 
that reason it would be no criterion in this case; it is an extraordinary piece of work. 

574—G 867. 
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J. Young,Esq. 867. Could you give us an ldea, based upon your experience, of the proportions between the base and 
height of retaining walls? I think it should vary according to the height of the strata it depends upon. 

9 June, 1874. If you have a bad bottom you must have a thicker wall; if a good one it may be less. 
Have you ever noticed the width at the base and height of retaining walls in London? Yes, and in 

many of the docks they would not average more than 4 feet 6 inches—not the walls themselves. 
What would be the thickness at the base? Somewhere about 6 feet. Plenty of the walls in docks 

are rather under 6 feet than over. You must bear in mind that when I speak of the wall I speak of the 
outside wall only; these walls that are only that thickness have something ele to back them up. 

What have they generally? Concrete, generally speaking. In this particular case at the Circular 
Quay it is not so necessary to have a thick wall as that the material behind the wall will not push it 
forward. 

You tendered for Mr. Selfe's plan? Yes. 
Is it not proposed in that plan to have a retaining wall? Yes. Here is a plan similar to the one on 

which I tendered. (Plan produced.) 
That wall, I believe, on Mr. Selfe's plan is proposed to be 56 feet high? Very little of it is 56 feet 

high. 
What would be the average height? The average would not be anything like that; that is the 

extreme height. This plan shows a pier wall about 53 feet high, but the retaining wall is 44 feet. This 
pier is 54 feet, but it is enclosed all round. It is in equilibrium—the water all round it is equal. 

The retaining wall is about 44 feet high? That is the highest part of it, I think; there may be a 
dip in the rock, you cannot tell within a few feet. 

Could the fiundation for a retaining wall be any better than it is at the Circular Quay, where you 
have a rock bottom? You could not have anything better. 

Was it not proposed in that plan of Mr. Selfe's that the rock at the foot of the wall should be all 
levelled to lay a level course upon it? Yes. Mr. Selfe's specification says :-" The bed of the cove is to 
be prepared by first dredging away the mud, and then levelling the rock by cutting off projections, or 
filling up hollows with hard ballast well packed in." And again—" The rock to be prepared in level beds 
for first course of foundations, and to be so stepped that no stone has less than 8 feet superficial on its 
bed, except in cases where there may be a steep angle on the bottom." 

What width was it proposed the base of the retaining wall should be? 10 feet 6 inches for a 44-feet 
wall. 

That would be about a fourth of the height of the wall? Yes. 
It was also proposed that the wall should be backed with rubble? Yes, hand-packed rubble. 
And then filled in with what? Ordinary filling was intended according to the specification. 
The rise and fall of the tide there is 4 feet 6 inches P Yes. 
Would yoii consider that a retaining wall built of stone or brick, with a base of one-fourth the height of 

the wall, backed as is proposed here with hand-packed rubble and filling, would be sufficiently strong to pre-
vent, its giving way from pressure of the material behind it, or from the water finding its way in at the 
back? I think it would stand, but I would prefer something different myself. I do not think Jr. Selfe 
shows counterforts. I would prefer to have counterforts in this particular place. I would even have a 
less thickness of wall than be shows here, but I would have counterforts; and in lieu of putting hand-
packed rubble in the rear of it I would put concrete. 

Would that make it much more expensive? No. 
Are you sure of that? Quite sure of it. In that particular spot, I think, concrete is more applicable 

than rubble. But I think that wall as proposed would stand. Below the water-mark there would be a 
pressure against the wall equal to 64 pounds to the foot, and the height of the stone itself, that is to say 
the rubble laid dry, would be something like 130 pounds to the cube foot. Well, if that did not rest on 
its natural bed, the difference between the two would press forward. Now, in the case of concrete, it 
would be one homogeneous mass, and would fill up and rest upon the irregularities of the rock, so that 
there would be no forward pressure. 

Supposing a retaining wall of the width proposed in Mr. Selfe's plan was backed with concrete and 
.counterforts, you would be perfectly content? Yes, I would even take. a less wall; I would take off the 
wall and put it into the counterforts, and have concrete. 

Would not the use of concrete and having counterforts increase the expense? No. 
Would you undertake to do the work in that way for the same cost? Yes. 
You have no doubt about that? Not the slightest. I believe a cheap concrete could be made 

for this that would be the very best you could have. One reason why I believe in concrete is that it 
adjusts itself to the inequalities of the rock better than anything else. With your permission, I will read 
a few extracts which bear out my views. I take the following passage from the book I have already quoted 
from—Spons' Dictionary of Engineering:—" construction of Dock and Quay, Walls wit1out coffer-dams.—
In sea-water the engineer has to encounter enemies which do not exist in fresh water, or at least only 
to a trifling extent. The Teredo navalis and other worms quickly destroy timber, and the corrosive action 
of the sea-water, and other peculiar properties, have a prejudicial effect upon iron. In consequence of 
these deteriorating influences, these materials have not hitherto been much employed in sea works where 
durability is essential. There is no doubt, however, that they may be employed with advantage, if pro-
tected from the destructive action alluded to ; and whatever materials may be used, it is desirable that the 
surfaces exposed to the sea should be of continuous stone-work or other material capable. of resisting its 
effects." You see this authority speaks both against timber and against iron. Speaking of the mode of com-
posing artificial hydraulic limes, the same authority says :-" Smeaton was the first to point out that it was to 
the clay or silicate of alumina in the composition of the hydraulic limes that they were indebted for their 
peculiar property. Subsequently the able researches of Vicat showed by actual experiment how all the 
rich or non-hydraulic limes might be rendered eminently hydraulic by burning them with a certain 
proportion of silicious clay. Indeed to Vicat is due the credit of having reduced the knowledge of limes 
to a system, and of having shown the practical application of concrete as an eminently constructive 
material. The excellent artificial cements now manufactured are most valuable to the engineer; and the 
concrete made with Portland cement can hardly be surpassed. That used at the new Westminster Bridge 
is harder and more compact than the greater number of building stones, even where put down in the bed 
of the Thames, and where it is exposed to the running stream. Portland cement concrete is also exten-
sively used for the artificial blocks, weighing from 6 to 10 tons each, which form the hearting of the 

breakwater 
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breakwater at Dover, and that at Alderney, the proportions being one part of cement to ten parts of J.Young,Esq. 
shingle." There are other kinds of concrete of course. The Marulan lime we have here has, 1 believe,  
very strong hydraulic properties, and mixed probably with a little burnt clay and other ingredients, would 9 

June, 1874. 

be a perfect hydraulic lime, and would make a concrete with broken free-stone that would be the very best 
thing to back that wall with. The dip of the rock at the Circular Quay has, I fancy, rather a steep angle; 
and therefore it is necessary in building a wall there to be careful, to be rather more careful than you 
would if the bottom were perfectly level. 

Is it not proposed to level the rock? Yes; but still the weight of the backing would press more 
forcibly against the wall in proportion to the dip of the rock. It would have a tendency to slide. But 
concrete would adhere to the inequalities of the rock and take the weight, so as to prevent its going 
forward. It is for the same reason that I say counterforts are absolutely necessary, because these 
counterforts form buttresses to prevent the wall going out—the same as buttresses to the walls of a 
church, which take the weight off the walls when you want to cover them with a stone groin. I may say 
with reference to Mr. Selfe's specification, that I do not hold with the plan of building the walls by divers. 
It is necessary to bed the stone in a better way than divers could do it. All the blocks should be bedded. 

Chairman.] Would you construct a coffer-dam? This is one of the matters in which a contractor 
shows his knowledge and ability in building, and in which he can make his money as a rule. In considering 
a tender for that work I had to consider how the work would be done. I came to the conclusion in my 
own mind that if I did that work it would not do to set the stone by divers. In the first place, I do not 
think it would stand; and I should not have done it so. I would have constructed a wrought-iron square 
caisson made with sheets of boiler-plate; at the edges I would have had angleiron. This caisson I would 
have made the size of the wall, and backing of a certain length, whatever the length I might construct. I 
would then by sounding have got the various depths of the rock at the place where I was going to put this 
caisson down, and I would then have adjusted my plates to the bed of the rock as near as I possibly could, and 
formed a raft on the top, and as the plates were put on this wrought-iron ring I would let them down, or 
build them entirely on the top of the water before I lowered them, and when they got to the requisite 
height to get above high tide I would let them down by guiding piles till they got right down into the  
mud, where of course their weight itself would sink them right down into the mud perhaps six or eight 
feet. Then I would set my engine to work and pump out the water inside. There might be leakage, but 
we should have to keep the pump going. It would be necessary, of course, to have diagonals and stays, 
and adopt measures to keep out water. By that means men without diving-dresses could get to the 
bottom, and form a level bed for the stone-work. The wall could then be built, and the concrete backing 
put in, and as the work proceeds the iron struts and stays could be taken out, and temporary wooden ones 
used until wall is completed, when water could be let in and the caisson drawn up. 

.Mi-. Hos/cins.] Do you think there would be any difficulty in dredging the 50-feet spaces between 
the pier heads and, the wharf on Mr. Selfe's plan? None whatever. 

Have you ever seen dredging going on in, such places at Home? Yes. I will show you a plan by 
which it can be done in almost any shape. Of course the dredge used in the harbour here would be too 
large to use in such places. But here is an "arrangement of dredge, designed and constructed by Morris 
& Cummings of New York, and which has been used with considerable success for dredging between the 
ships or jetties on the Hudson River." (See Spons' DietionarQj of Engineering, div. ITT., page 1295, 
fiqures 2572 to 2575.) 

It has been stated in evidence, as an objection to Mr. Selfe's plan, that there would be no means of 
dredging to give a sufficient depth of water between the piers and the wharf? There need be no difficulty 
at all; it is only necessary to have a machine purposely for it. The dredging machine we have would not 
do it; but it would only cost £300 or £400 to make the arrangement shown here altogether. 

You do not believe that need be a difficulty? None whatever. 
How do they dredge between the wharfs on the Thames at London, which are very close together? 

By a spoon dredge. 
Is that easily managed? Yes; it is a very small thing; there is no difficulty whatever. 
Did you notice all the plans that were sent in for these improvements? I saw Lieutenant Gowiland's 

plan. 
890. And Mr. Moriarty's plan? Yes, I think I have seen that. 

Which do you prefer for increasing the wharf accommodation at the Circular Quay,—the system of 
broadside wharfs, or jetties of diagonal shape? In a matter of that kind, I think nautical men are better 
judges than I should be; but I may state that I think the simpler the plan the better; and for this reason, 
that I think in ten years time vessels of 4,000 tons will come to Sydney instead of the smaller vessels that 
come now. I think the tendency is to build larger vessels ; and that it would be better to accommodate a 
few of them than to build a number of small jetties which would not accommodate them. I do not think 
we ought to be in the position they are in at Melbourne, that when a vessel of 4,000 tons, as the "Great 
Britain," comes in, they have to lighter her cargo. With Mr. Selfe's plan, it occurred to me that it would 
be better and most economical eventually, to make the wharf opposite Talbot's and the Black'.vall stores 
straight, instead of cutting it up into berths. 

Perhaps you are not aware that Mr. Selfe has proposed an improved plan carrying out that suggestion? 
(Mr. Sefe's plan, slwwinq a long straiqht wharf of 830feet, exhibited to witness.) Yes, I should prefer that. 

How do you like Mr. G-owlland's plan? It is a very good plan, but accommodation for so many 
ships of comparatively small size encroaches too much on the harbour. 

G'hairinan..] Did your tender for £38,000 for Mr. Selfe's plan in wood, include the stone wall or jetty 
shown there? No, not in that place. 

Mr. Llojd.] If it were a question between constructing the wharf of iron or wood, you would prefer 
wood? Yes. 
.905. Does that apply to the wood of this Country generally, or to any particular wood? I should prefer 
ironbark for such a purpose. 

Would there be any difficulty in getting any quantity of ironbark? None whatever. 
In stating your preference for wood over iron, you do not -refer to turpentine, or any wood supposed 

to have special characteristics? I have had no experience of turpentine. 
You would be quite content to take ironbark? Yes, or even other woods; for instance, blue gum, 

as it is termed, although it is a red timber, but it is a species of mahogaiiy. There are several kinds of 
eucalgpti that would do blue gum• or black-butt. 

909: 
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J.Young,Lq. 909. Cllairnzctn.] Have you ever constructed any timber wharfs in this Colony? Not in Sydney; I have 
-'---. in Victoria. I constructed a viaduct, 60 feet high, right across the valley of the Yarra, of timber, for a 
9 June, 1874. railway for my own use as a contractor. 

910. How long since? Nine years ago. It was only intended for a temporary work, but it is standing now. 
It was only intended for temporary use, but the Government took it for a permanent purpose, and have 
used it ever since. It is not in decay yet, and there are no signs of it. 

WEDHESDAY, 24 JUHE, 1874. 
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THE HON. JOHN STJTHERTAN1D, ESQ., IN THE CuAII. 
Norman Selfe, Esq., called in and further examined :- 

N. Selfe, Esq. 911. Uhairman.] I believe you wish to give somefurther evidence to the Committee, and some papers 
to put in? Yes. In my former examination I said as little as possible on the main questio, because I 

24 June, 1874. wished to leave it to the judgment of the Committee; but I am now prepared to show reasons for the 
course I have taken, and from the special knowledge I possess on this subject 1 am prepared to give facts 
to support my views, in order to simplify the matter I have put a short statement on paper which would 
meet many objections 1 have heard urged against my plan, if the Committee will permit me to read it. 
(The witness read the following statement and list attached) 

MEMORANDA on the subject of improved Wharfage Accommodation at the Circular Quay, for the infor-
mation of the Committee, &c., &c. Handed in by Norman Selfe. 

When the Government wrote to me in Decembur last, informing me that there were no officers 
in the Works Department whose time could be spared to make the plans and specifications necessary for 
calling for tenders to carry out my proposed scheme, and asking me to do so at their expense, I distinctly 
stated that my position as the engineer to a private firm would not allow me the time, &c., to make any 
elaborate drawings, but that I should be happy to furnish, without charge, such particulars as would 
enable contractors to send in tenders; knowing that it would be a waste of time and money to make 
elaborate details until the work was decided on. The drawings and specifications now before the Com-
mittee are the same as were placed before the contractors, and I believe that their estimate of quantities 
varied little or any; but it is distinctly intimated, both on the drawings amd specflcations, that working 
sections and detail particulars would be supplied on the work being put in hand, and provision is made 
for variations of sections, the addition of counterforts, or any other alterations that do not affect the total 
quantities of the various materials provided for, and which I can show are ample, when compared with 
similar works executed elsewhere. The Committee will therefore understand that these plans profess to 
embody general principles only, without attempting to go into technical details; at the same time, the 
schedule rates make provision for extra work should it be required. 

In order to enable the Committee to see that the walls proposed by me are strong enough, and 
compare favourably with similar works in other places, I have prepared a drawing which shows six such 
walls from various places (none of which however are fownded on solid rock). It will be seen that the 
heights of these walls vary from 4*  times to 24 times.the thickness of the facing wall at bottom, and from 
41 times to 2* times the total thickness of wall including backing. The sections underneath show 
the proposed walls for Sydney Cove, and these, it will be seen, appear to great advantage when com-
pared with the walls above, as the dry rubble masonry backing, which will stand by itself, is really a part 
of the wall. I have not drawn in any sections of broader-based walls, as I would not insult the intelligence 
of this Committee by comparing Sydney sandstone with Thames mud or such like bottoms to build on, 
but the appended list shows the dimensions of several walls, some of which, from their being founded in 
quicksand, peat, or greasy clay, are broader at the bottom than any of those I have drawn. The remark 
attached show that some of these walls have failed from slipping forward on their soft bottom, but of 
course they bear no analogy to the case of Sydney Cove. I may perhaps refer to the great dock works at 
Portsmouth being carried out under Sir Andrew Clark, as they have been illustrated in a Report on Docks 
recently laid before Parliament. (Ordered to be printed, 10th March, 1874.) I find the basin walls are 
16 feet at bottom, 37 feet 6 inches high, or about 2- to 1, and are built on timber and piles to get a 
foundation; but from the nature of the materials of which they are constructed—brickwork and con-
crete filling —their cost is very moderate. I find that the walls for the Circular Quay, 42 feet 
high, or 30 feet below low-water-mark (and which are the average deep walls without the piers), 
could be constructed in a similar manner for about £37 per foot run, as against £39 12s., the 
lowest schedule .rate; so that to adopt the concrete system with thicker walls will cheapen instead of 
increase the cost of carrying out the plan suggested by me.*  I did not propose concrete in the first 
instance, from the fa.ct that Portland cement is imported, and we have as yt had no large works carried on 
here with hydraulic lime of colonial make, but these works would offer a good opportunity for developing 
the manufacture of colonial cements or hydraulic limes. I should add, that as the proposed walls have 
not to withstand the pressure of water either from within or without, they cannot be compared with dock 
walls whether wet or dry, as the cove is simply a tidal basin. I would quote some extracts from Spons' 
Dictionary of Engineering, p. 2742, article "Retaining Walls" 

"The foundations of retaining walls should be particularly secure, and especially walls with battering backs. 
"In all cases where the ground is soft or treacherous, care must be taken that the greatest intensity of the pressure 

shall not exceed the power of the strata to resist compression or displacement. In such situations the maximum of statical 
stability will be gained by using light materials, such as brick-work; or by adopting a form of hollow walls, as used by Rennie 
at Sheerness. 

The filling at the back rests on the stops forming the back batter, thus adding to the stability of the wall ; and if dry 
rubble be hand-packed over these off.sets, the stability will be very near]y as great as if then-all were built up plumb at back of 
solid masonry. "Form 

C The cost of vitrified bricks is taken here at £3 per thousand, and the cost per thousand of convict-made bricks at 
Portsmouth is only Ps. 
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"Form of profile.—Walls are built of numerous fbrms of profile or cross section, varying from the rectangular to the N. Selfe, Esq. 
triangular. A triangle is that figure which is theoretically the most economical; and the nearer that practical conditions will 
allow of its being conformed to the better." 24 June 1874 

Extract from Dobson's "Art of Building" : .-" The exact determination of the thrust which will be exerted against a 
wall of given height is not possible in practice, because the thrust depends on the cohesion of the earth, the dryness of the 
material, the mode of backing-up the wall, and other conditions which we have no means qf ascertainmg. Experience has, 
however, shown that the base of the wall should not be less than one-fourth, and the batter or slope not less than one-sixth of 
the vertical height wherever the case is at all doubtful." 

I add some answers to a few of the objections which have been raised by uninformed or prejudiced 
persons to my proposals. . 

1st. That the space between the jetties would silt up. As there are silt pits, nothing can go into 
the cove until thai, are fhll, and the overflow from them discharges where it is easily dredged. In case of one 
requiring deepening after ten or fifteen years, two men with Spoonbag or Long's apparatus, as used 
on the Mississippi River, would probably clear it out for the cost of getting the large dredge towed to the 
place. Moreover, the machinery for a centrifugal dredge as used by the Lords of the Admiralty at 
Ohatham would cost from £400 to £500, and would do the work perfectly. 

2nd. The name "Separate Berth Systetn."—As the vessels on the écleelon plan are in one another's 
way, and in some instances stick their bowspiits over the next vessel's deck, I designed my plan so as to 
keep each vessel in a separate berth, and separated by a 30-feet jetty. Hence it is truly a separate berth 
system, and the adjoining vessels are 44 feet more apart from broadside to broadside than they are 
in the echelon plan, and there is thus no possibility of their yards interlocking, as might take place in that 
arrangement. 

3rd. Berth No. 3 is an awkward one for getting ships into.—It has beqn shown here that the 
"Macgregor," 350 feet from stem to taffrail, can be got into this berth, and it has also been shown that in 
the same corner at No. 8 berth on the e'chelo•n plan a 200-feet ship of (say) one-third the tonnage could not 
be removed without first shifting the vessel at No. 7. So that whatever difficulties may attend the 
improving of this south-east corner, the separate berth plan provides accommodation for the largest vessels. 

4th. That there is no maintenance clause in the specification.—Nothing shows an engineer's 
incompetence more than putting clauses to bind a contractor hand and foot, leaving him no option as to 
design, materials, or workmanship, supervising everything, and leaving him no discretion, and then throwing 
all the responsibility off' your own shoulders on to his by a maintenance clause. 

5th. It -has been said that a dolphin would hold avessel in Sydney Cove, and that the timber wharf 
as designed by me would be easily pulled down.—As there are five piles in a dolphin, and over 500 in the 
wharfs, beside diagonal bracing and fender piles, this is very unlikely, and as the ends of the girders are 
all secured to the stones of the present quay wall, if the new wharf moved, the stone wall would have to 
go too. 

8th. That the pier-heads as proposed by me are of no use, as vessels do not deliver goods from the 
fore hatchway,—This is totally contrary to facts, as may be seen any day at the wharfs; and as long 
modern iron vessels divided by water-tight bulkheads have two fore hatchways to the separatecompartments, 
they must have conveniences for discharging from both. 

7th. That the timber wharf was not properly braced.—The oi.dinary diagonal bracing on wharfs 
resembles nothing more than putting shores in the garret of a house to keep the whole from falling. For 
this I substitute spur or diagonal piles from the rock bottom upwards, shouldered under the headstocks 
and bolted to them and the vertical piles. There are six of these to each jetty alone, and one of these 
has ten tirpes the efficacy of an ordinary diagonal brace. 

8th. That the rubbish behind the walls would push them down.—I have before answered this; but 
rubble, that is, dry masonry, has been accidentally mistaken for rubbish, as will be seen on reference to 
specification. 

9th. That the walls rested on a ballast bottom—The specification says they are to be built on the 
solid rode, prepared in level beds. 

10th. I have heard it urged that the cost of repairing iron-work is much less than timber, and the 
"Macgregor" has been cited as an example.—I think this an unfortunate allusion, as the cost of mending 
the little hole in the "Macgregor" for labour and materials alone will, I believe, make a large hole in 
£2,000. It is, moreover, folly to quote the opinions of eminent engineers as to the comparative merits of 
timber and iron for bridges and such like structures in America, as it is well known that our hardwoods 
have ten times the durability that the soft timbers used there possess. An iron wharf, to be a consistent 
job, should be covered with Mallet's or other buckled plates, and asphalted or concreted on the surface, not 
planked with wood. 

11th. I was asked on my former examination what was the thickness of the thinnest part of the 
proposed iron wharf, and answered with reluctance or hesitation. I have however since ascertained that 
there are in it at least 209 girders 36 feet by 3 feet 6 inches, which have their webs of plate-iron, half being 
one quarter inch, and the other half only five-sixteenth inch in thickness, so that there would be over 
26,000 superficial feet of painting on quarter plate to be kept up on these girders alone. (See drawing 
No. 5, iron wharf details.) In the Civil Engineer and Architect's Journal for August, 1862, there is a 
review of a pamphlet written by a Mr. Webb, who was the inventor of a cast-iron breakwater, and had 
writtela the book to push his invention. There are in, it five instances of cast-iron withstanding the action 
of sea-water for some considerable periods, and this has been shown to me, and brought forward by some 
persons to support the use of iron for such works in Sydney, but the part quoted is not a portion of the 
editorial matter of the journal referred to at all, and it will be seen on reference to the work that it is 
stated that a great deal of uncertainty attends the use of iron for such purposes. It has been urged that 
a ship would have to be swung to adjust her compasses before every voyage, after lying alongside an iron 
wharf. 

In conclusion, I would cay that the original iron wharf, plan B, had vessels of an average length of 
only 205 feet, and the improved plan only showed them averaging 225 feet, and that nothing less is 
suitable for the present time than accomniodation for vessels of (say) from 250 to 350 feet long; also, that 
the iron wharfs have the objection so forcibly urged by Mr. Moriarty last Session against the jetty plans, 
that all the goods have to be trammed off," for when goods are once put on a tramway it makes little 
difference whether they have to be wheeled 30 feet or 300; also, that the difficulty of removing the vessels 
is very great in case of fire or proceeding to sea, besides the chafing of moorings, &c. 

And, 
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N. Selfe, Esq. And, having no interests to serve but to forward my desire of seeing Sydney the first port in the 
---- Australias, having no prejudices to contend with or preconceived notions to support, I have devoted a deal 

24 June, 1874. of time and attention to the consideration of this question; and from having been the designer of successful 
engineering works over a period of fifteen years or more, I can with confidence recommend to the Com-
mittee the result of my labours, as with all humility I am certain no project at present has been brought 
forward so worthy of their consideration; and apart from the accommodation afforded to shipping, there is 
no doubt but that noble quay walls of masonry of regular outline, with increased space where the wharf 
is so contracted and inconvenient at present, and sheds with some pretention to shape and architecture, 
will be a great improvement to the city in such a prominent situation, and far before any temporary 
structures whether wood or iron. 

WHAnr Dock or Pier Wall referred to in considering the proposed Improvements at Circular Quay, Sydney. 

Particulars of wall, 
Materials of 
which 

Constructed. 

Thickness of 
face. 

I Thickness of 
I filling, 

I 
Thickness 
of back, 

I Proportion 
Total thieknesoI of base 
of wall, face wall to 

 h e i g h t .  

Proportion 
of total base 
to height. 

Remarks. 

ft. in. ft.. in. ft. in. ft. in. 
This wall hao a batte, 

F 

half.inrh to the foot, an 
West India Docks. Brick, with con- 3 4 top 5 top i stop ii 6 top in tote a length ,lsppo 

forward, and 'in ibm 20 
34 ft. high, on soft crete filling in 3 41 bottom 7il bottom i 6 bottom 03 o bottom i 7 I 2 51 yordo more yielded free 
bottom. (Mr. Jlamk- centre, the greas)- nature of oh 
shaw, Engineer.) . clay, ac., andre the Coon 

dationo. 

Chartered Gas Corny. Concrete bottom 18 top and 5 o  top 
lloekton. River lOft, up, brick bottom xi 3 bottom i 24 I 3 2 
Tloa,njes. (Mr4Evano face and con- 
Engineer.) 36 ft. to crate for the 
bottom, 2410 bottom remainder. 
of brickwork. 

Pier-head, Kingotown Masonry face, 5 o top 6 ooff-set 04 0 tO1) 
Dublin. (Board of dry rubble 8 o ottoet 9 o bottom 23 o bottom 2 : 4 1 : 2 : 39 Rise and fall of lid' 
Works.) 55  ft. high. backing,hand. 14 o bottom to ft. 

set. 

River wall, Bristol Rubble mason 6 top . 6 o top 2 0 top so 6 top 
Docks. (Mr. Idruu- ry face and or o bottom 6 o bottom 5  o bottom 22 o bottom 5? I 2 8 
boo. Engineer.) 62 ft back, concrete 
high. core. Through 

counterforts 
1.ondon Docks, curved Brickwork uni. 6 o top and Counterforts 6 o I 4 65 I 3 Considerable difficult: 
wall, with counter- form thick. bottom 3 4 in getting feunda 
forts, 28 ft. high. ness, footings ti005 at the Londor 

spread behind Docks, 
3 ft. 

London Docks wall, Brickwork step. 4 tof top I : 2 : 8 
39 ft. 6 ill, on 3 ft. ped at each in 14 o bottom 
6 in. of concrete, or offsets. 
43 ft. total depth. 

St. Catherine's Docks, Brickwork with 5 3 top 5 3 top I : 3 : 33 
London, quay wall, conute,forts, 00 0 bottom so o bottom 
33 ft.. high, curved 18 ft. apart. 
face, puddled back. 

Dill Wall Docks, river Brick face for o4 top 7 0 top i : 2 125 This wall built in clay 
wall, 34  feet high. 22 ft. set-off at 3  ft. at so ft. IS o bottom peat, running sand, 

intervals, the and soft clay. 
reinaindex' Backing 
concrete. atone. 

Walls tendered') 42 ft. Manoury wall, ix bottom 22 I 3 8 I I : 9 To be founded on 
for at Circu- çhigh . solid rock. 
larQuay, Syd- 52 ft. Rubble back. 54 ,, 30 1 3 7 0 I 4 
lacy. j high 

I have understood that certain witnesses have stated that the walls proposed by me would fall down. I 
hand in to the Committee a drawing showing six walls, with all of which my walls bear favourable compa-
rison, to show that it is not necessary to make a wall one-half the thickness, at the base, of its height. 
(Drawing handed in. See Separate .Appendi.v.) There is a quay wall, built on a rubble foundation, on the 
river Mersey, at Liverpool, 40 feet high, 12 feet thick at the bottom; a quay wall at the London Docks, 
28 feet high, 6 feet thick at the base; river wall at Bristol Docks, 62 feet high, 11 feet masonry, 6 feet 
concrete, 5 feet backing. - 

.211r. IIos'lcins.] What is the foundation? The foundation is on conglomerate. None of these walls 
are on rock. Wall at Chatham, 29 feet high, 6 feet thick, parallel, with a curved face, counterforts 16 feet 
apart; a concrete wall at Beekton, River Thames, 36 feet high, 11 feet broad at the base; pier head, 
Kingston, Dublin, 55 feet high, 14 feet thick at the base, of masonry, and 9 feet backing of hand-packed 
rubble. I will call the Committee's attenion to this wall in comparison with mine. It is the same thick-
ness at bottom as my wall 52 feet high, but it has 9 feet of dry rubble backing where I have 30 feet. 
None of the walls I have mentioned are as strong as mine. I may add that I have for many years not 
only designed but superintended engineering works of many kinds—that I have no object to serve but to 
get the best possible wharf for the Colony, and that the results of my experience and special researches 
on this question are embodied in the plans I have put before the Committee. 

What works have you had charge of? I was apprenticed first to a mechanical engineer, and was 
afterwards employed in designing various works. I designed some of the extensive works of the Sydney 
Gas Company and the Western Kerosene Company's 'Works, including their tramway and railway at 
Mount Victoria. I was also engineer-in-charge of the Mineral Oil Company's Works, and erected the 
whole of the Gas Company's plant, and designed several of the most important buildings, and I also put 
in the concrete foundations and erected the hoisting machinery by which they land their coal. I now 
design the machinery for Mort's Dock and Engineering Company, and I am their scientific referee for any 
matter requiring technical knowledge. Therefore, a. matter like this is a very simple affair to me; it is 
nothing to my evei'y-da.y work. I am able to come to the consideration of a matter like this with a mind 
thoroughly prepared; and I am perfectly certain these works as designed by me would felfil all the objects 
required of them. I am actuated by a sincere desire to make Sydney the first port in the southern 
hemisphere, and I am not prejudiced in favour of any plan whatever. 
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It has been stated in evidence that in your plan the walls were to be erected on ballast or rubble, N. Selfe, Esq. 
and that you did not provide that, at the base of the wharf wall the rock'should be levelled, or that the r-
wall should be built on the solid rock? In answer to that, I will simply refer you to the two first clauses 24 June, 1874. 
of my specification, which has been printed and handed into the Committee. 

Are you of opinion that the retaining wall on this plan of yours should be half,the height of the 
wall in width at the base? It is most decidedly not necessary. If part of the wall were built of concrete 
instead of solid masonry it would come to about £1 a yard, as against masonry at £3 lOs., and we could 
then easily afford to make the thickness greater. 

What thickness at the base do you consider sufficient? I have provided walls 14 feet thick for the 
whole of the pier-heads. 

What is the average height? The extreme height is 52 feet, and the minimum height about 40 feet; 
but the maximum quantity of material is provided for in the estimate for the whole of these pier-heads, so 
that when the work is actually carried out, the walls will be very much thicker than would appear from a 
cursory examination of the specification. 

By your plan, is the proposed width of wall at the base quite as much, having regard to the height of 
the wall, as the width at the base of dock walls in England P It is. It is more than in many works in 
similar places. 

Would you consider that Sydney Cove is a very favourable place for the erection of wharf walls? 
Most decidedly; you could not possibly have a better place. 

The rise and fall of the tide not being more than 4 or 5 feet? Yes ; that would make the walls 
almost in equilibrium. 

Supposing it were advisable to make these improvements of less expensive material than stone, 
which would you prefer, iron or wood? Most decidedly wood. 

Why P Because in the proposed wharfs of iron, on the echelon plan of Mr. Moriarty, there are 209 
transverse girders 36 feet long, 3 feet 6 inches deep, half of which is only one-fourth of an inch thick, 
and the other half five-sixteenths of an inch thick; and I am of opinion that these girders will tumble 
into the water in less than thirty years, judging from my experience of iron in similar positions. 

Are you quite sure you are correct as to the thickness of the iron? Yes; I can only refer the 
Committee to plan No. 5 of Mr. Moriarty. 

Which do you think the most durable material, timber or iron? For the reasons I have stated, 
timber most decidedly. I have had a good deal of experience about the wharfs round Darling Harbour, 
and have served my time as a worker in both materials, and I have no hesitation in giving a preference to 
the hardwood timber of this Colony over iron for works of this kind used in the manner proposed. 

Which would be the most economical? Timber. 
Which could be erected most expeditiously? Timber most decidedly. 
Can you say whether there would be any difficulty in getting timber of sufficient length for piles? I 

do not anticipate the slightest difficulty. 
Can you say whether any difficulty would be experienced in getting piles 50 feet or 60 feet long? 

None whatever that Lam aware of. 
In the event of accident to the wharf, which could be most expeditiously and cheaply repaired, iron or 

timber? Timber. One of the A.S.N. Company's steamers some time ago ran into their wharf and cut 
many feet into it, and it was repaired at a few pounds expense; but if she had gone in a similar manner into 
the Darling Harbour Wharf. 1,800 superficial feet of it would have been let down into the water, that is to 
say if the main girder had been cut through, and goodness knows what it would have cost to repair. 
Darling Harbour Wharf consists of iron girders 60 feet long resting on piers, and if you cut the girder 
the whole of that part of the wharf must tumble down into the water. 
.930. Could this iron girder be readily repaired? If it were cut into and tumbled down, it would twist 
all to pieces, and would have te be rebuilt altogether. If merely a lattice bar was displaced that could 
easily be repaired; but if the central girder were cut into, it would necessitate taking the whole thing to 
pieces. 

Are you prepared to assert that as the result of your experience? I simply state that from my 
every-day experience, as I am concerned in the construction of iron works of various kinds. 

Do you think the iron cylinders, on which it is proposed to support the iron girders at the Circular 
Quay, could be readily repaired in the event of their being damaged? For my own part I do not see so 
much objection to the use of cast-iron cylinders. 

Could they be easily repaired? If one of them wanted repair you would have to shore up the wharf 
temporarily—that would be the only way to do it. 

Could it be easily done? No; it would cost a good deal of money, and would be a very ugly job to 
do. The cylinders would be filled up with concrete, and you would have to cut into them and take out 
the concrete to get at the bolts. 

Supposing the wharf were constructed of timber piles, and one or two of the piles were damaged, 
could they be replaced expeditiously? Piles 10 feet apart could be replaced at any time by making a hole 
in the floor of the wharf and springing the headstocks apart, the damaged pile could then be drawn out 
and a new one put in its place, and the headstocks put on again, or the new pile driven alongside the old 
one. 

Mr. Clarke.] Are you aware that timber piles in the water, between high and low water mark, are 
liable to injury from the cobra worm? I am. 

Is it the fact that in some parts of the harbour of Port Jackson wooden piles are not so much liable to 
be destroyed by the worm as in other places? It is. I believe, from my own observation and the experience of 
other people, that where the tide runs the cobra still exist. I know there are cobra in the new wharf at 
Darling-street, Balmain, but up at the heads of the bays it is not so. The coal wharf which th& European 
Mail Company put up at Waterview Bay is standing now, but nobody ever dreams of looking at it to see 
whether it wants repairs. That will be twenty years old now. Wherever there is rotten mud the cobra 
will not live. 

What is your opinion of the comparative duration of iron and timber for a wharf—which would last 
the longest? No doubt you can make the iron thick enough to last the longest, but in proportion to the 
money expended the timber would last the longest. I think one of the iron cylinders used in the Darling 
Harbour Wharf would cost as much as fifty piles at least. 
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N. Selfe, IEsq. 939. Would you recommend the coppering of timber piles? Most decidedly not; I would char them and 
tar them. In the representations I made to the Government some moths ago I made a calculation, 

24 June, 1874. which was handed to the Minister for Works, showing that the interest on the cost of coppering would 
replace the piles twice as often as they would be worn out. I think I showed that it would replace them 
every fifteen years.*' 

M. Macintosh.] With regard to the timber wharfs at Darling Harbour, I presume there are none of 
them that have not been repaired or extended within the last twenty years—none of them are now as they 
were twenty years ago? I suppose there are always little matters which require to be done but that 
shows the advantage of timber, that they can be repaired so easily without stopping the work of the 
wharf. 

Have not nearly all of the Darling Harbour wharfs been lengthened and the ground filled in since 
they were first built? Probably many of them have. 

So that there are few (if any) of them in the same state now as they were in twenty years ago? They 
may not be in the same outward form, but the same piles are underneath many of them. 

Are not the A. S. N. Company's sheds now built on the spot where the ships used to land goods? I 
believe they are; but it was much more than twenty years ago. 

As a colonist, of what material would you advise this wharf to be built in Sydney Cove, suitable to 
the requirements of the Country? As a public wharf, under the control of the Government, in the central 
portion of the city, I would advise stone ; but as a private individual, if I were doing the work for my own 
benefit and advantage, I should perhaps construct it of timber. 

Would yOu build the wharf with plain straight sides, or on the &heZon plan? I would recommend 
the adoption of what I have handed in as my improved plan. No doubt a wharf with straight line of 
front would be the best in some respects, but in order to economize space it is necessary to construct it on 
a plan by which ships could in some degree overlap, so that vessels could be berthed without takingin 
their jib-booms. That is the reason why I have devised this plan of mine. But as it might for some reasons 
be considered advisable to have long wharfs, I have designed this arrangement which I call the continuous 
quay plan, and which shows a stone wall from the Tank Stream right round to Fort Macquarie, with an 
average depth of water of 30 feet at low tide. The soundings, the section of the wall which is after one 
at Bristol by Brunlees, and the cost both in stone and brick, are marked upon it. (Witness handed in the 

drawinq. See Separate Appe'mdi.n) 
Do you believe it is necessary to be so careful in economizing space when there are some 20 miles of 

water-frontage in Sydney Harbour? I think the Government should provide accommodation for ten or 
twelve large ships in Sydney Cove, besides the accommodation already existing on the western side of the 
cove, where there are now deepwater berths. Other vessels would find accommodation at the different 
private wharfs round the harbour. 

What do you consider a safe load, per superficial foot, that a wharf built on your plan would bear? 
If the walls were constructed in accordance with the specification, they might be safely loaded to a ton 
per superficial foot, equal to 100 tons per square. But the provisions of the specification might be modi-
fied by substituting concrete, which I would recommend. I may explain that my reason for not putting 
concrete in the specification was that I was not aware until lately that we had any lime here with good 
hydraulic properties. I have since learned from two persons that we have lime possessing these qualities; 
and in carrying out this work I should feel justified in so far modifying the sections of the walls as to 
make them hollow perhaps, and to use concrete backing instead of rubble, and possibly by putting a few 
shots in the bottom of the cove, to make a number of holes, to prevent the backing and filling from slipping 
forward. I know from soundings that the rock is not a smooth surface; we know that in some places it 
may be deeper at 20 feet from the shore than it is at 25 feet. It would be easy by putting in a shot 
to blow out a hole to form a key to the wall from slipping forward. 

.Mi. Hosicins.] In your reading as an engineer, have you ever read of any wharfs or quays being 
built of iron? I do not believe there is at the present time a commercial wharf built of iron except the 
unfinished one at Darling Harbour. That called the Brunswick Wharf at Blackwall, built many years 
ago, was only iron sheet piling to hold up the backing. The Gravesend piers and hundreds of jetties all 
over the world, built of iron, are only for landing passengers from steamers, &c., and do not bear any 
relation to a commercial wharf. If iron wharfs had any advantages, no doubt they would be used at 
Glasgow, where iron is cheap and stone dear. 

Mr. Macintosh.] Would not a stone wall be liable to be fractured by being run into by a ship, in the 
same way as an ircn girder would be? I believe that some years ago the Governor-General ran into 
Campbell's wharf some S or 10 feet, but of course they simply took out a few stones and put them up 
again. There would be an advantage in building the wall with counterforts, that if a ship ran into it she 
would only damage the panel. 

Are the sketches of wharf walls you have handed in this afternoon taken from existing structures at the 
places mentioned? Yes; I have taken them from the most recent work published; some of them from a 
number of Engineering. 

Are the drawings taken as the works have been executed? Yes, most decidedly. 
Uhairnian.] If you have anything further to add to your evidence, the Committee will be glad to have 

the benefit of it? A most important matter inconnection with the improvement of wharf accommodation, and 
one that, so far as I understand, has not been prominently brought before this Committee, is the machinery 
required for safely and expeditiously loading or discharging vessels, and I am strongly in favour of hydraulic 
machinery for this purpose. In the estimate for nine timber berths which 1 forwarded to the Minister for 
Works, at his request, on September 30th last year, I included a set of hydraulic machinery. I had 
previously written to Mr. J. W. Dunlop, consulting engineer, of London, formerly partner and manager 
at Messrs. P. N. Russell & Co.'s works here, to obtain particulars for me of the most wodern systems. Mr. 
Dunlop visited the docks and quays of London on purpose, and forwarded tenders for machinery from- 

Sir William Armstrong & Co., Elswick Works, Newcastle-on-Tyne, complete set of hydraulic 
machinery, cranes, &c., suitable for Sydney Cove. 
Brown Bros., London, sets of hydraulic machinery. 
Allan C. Wylie & Co., patent shears for heavy weights. 

The 

* N0Tz (on revision) :—The cost of the copper at 5 per cent, supposed to replace the piles every ten years. 
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The prices confirm the estimates previously furnished to the Government, and the whole of the papers I N. Selfe, Esq. 
8hall be happy to furnish for the information of the Committee. I ..—.' 

24 June, 1874. 
Constructing the wharf walls under water. 

In the first instance it was contemplated to build the walls by divers, as I have seen performed at the 
Admiralty works at Dover, and without cement up to L.W.M., but the tender of Mr. Young included the 
whole work set in cement; and other contractors who proposed to use coffer-dams offered to set in cement for 
Ss. additional per yard, only one contractor intending to do the work by divers. From the consideration 
I have since given to this matter, I have devised a plan of submerged caisson in the form of a large diving-
bell, furnished with a shaft and air-locks, which would permit of access to it at all times without lifting it 
out of the water. If this caisson was made large enough to accommodate (say) twenty men, and compressed 
gas was supplied to it, the work could be carried on both night and day, and the whole of the building 
would be constructed in the dry, the bottom could be levelled, the concrete put in, and the stones set with 
almost as much facility as if it were above water. Simple arrangements of•  balance chambers, and pro-
visions to meet the irregular surface of the bottom, would make the caisson perfectly manageable; it could 
be easily shifted as the work proceeded, and the expense and risk would not be nearly so great as would 
be attendant on a coffer-dam up to high-water-mark, and which would have to be strong enough to resist 
the pressure of the water for the whole depth. This would of course materially reduce the cost of the 
whole work. 

574—H 
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WHARF ACCOMMODATION. 

APPENDIX. 

[To the Evidence of E. 0. Moriart!!,  .Esq., S May, 1874.] 

AA 1. 

SYDNEY COVE WnAnr—SPEcLFIcATI0N FOR Inonwonx. 

TENDER for Wrought and Cast Ironwork for Wharf at Sydney Cove. 

WE hereby undertake to supply the wrought and cast ironwork for the above wharf, with all consequent and incidental work 
connected therewith, in strict accordance with the terms and conditions of specification, and to the satisfaction of Mr. -, 
on terms as follows 

Delivered in Sydney free Delivered free on board
in London, 

of all charges. Liverpool, or Glasgow. 

£ a. d. 
For the longitudinal and cross girders, including all the wrought-iron as 
shown and described; also all bolts, nuts, rivets, and fastenings for the 
entire work, complete in all respects, at per ton ................................. 

Cast-iron in bed-plates, cylinders, columns, bollards, &c., complete in all 
respects as per drawing and specification, including caps and ornamental 
mountings................................................................................. 

Open sheds, at per 100 feet superficial................................................... 

Enclosed sheds, at per 100 feet superficial ............................................. 

Delivery to commence in six months, and to be continued so as to complete the whole in eighteen months from date of 
acceptance of tender. 

To 

INOTE—Tenders to be addressed either to the Secretary/or Public Worics in Sydney, or to the Colonial Agent in London, 

Srneay COVE WHARE—SYDNEY. 

SrEcrrIcATIose of wrought and cast ironwork for a Wharf at Sydney, New South Wales. 

THE work to be executed will be the manufacture of girders and cylinders for an iron wharf of the kind shown on the 
general and detailed plans or tracings, and in the manner hereinafter more particularly described in this specification. 

The length will be about 1,935 ft., as marked from A to B on plans Nos. 1 and 2. The height of the deck, when 
finished, will be 13 ft. 6 in. above low-water mark of spring tides. 

The superstructure will consist of a series of 'continuous longitudinal plate.girders, bolted on the piers, with transverse 
girders between the front and back row, and iron joists of the pattern shown for supporting the platform or deck. The girders 
to be supported on cylinders or piers of cast-iron. 

The distances apart from centre to centre of the cylinders on the front or outer line of the wharf shall be 30 feet, but 
on the berth marked No, 5 the distances shall be 33 ft. 9 in. 

Drawings. 

No. 1 is a plan of the Sydney Cove, showing the position of the proposed works. 
Nos. 2 and 3, general plans and elevations, showing the distances between the centres of the cast-iron cylinders or piers 

and lengths of cross-girders. 
No. 4, general plan of sheds. 
No. 5, details of 'iron plate-girders, cross-girders, and details of sheds and gates. 
Any further details or woe-king drawings beyond those alreafiy prepared must be made at the contractor's expense. 

Piers. 

The cylinders shall be 11  in. thick, to be cast in lengths of 7 ft. except where required or shown to be otherwise. The 
outside diameter from about 12-in, below the low-water level to the rock bottom will be 3-ft. 6-h's., above that level 3-ft., 
tapering cylinders 6-ft. long being used to meet the difference of diameters as shown. The horizontal joints shall be accurately 
faced up, and bolted with 1-in, bolts; the holes, 1*-in,  diameter, may be cast in, provided they can be made with sufficient 
accuracy to ensure a perfect fit between any two cylinders; but if not, they are to be drilled to a template. The cylinders 
must be cast upright with a good head of metal, and from the best hot-blast grey iron; they shall be perfectly straight and 
exact to the shape and dimensions shown in the drawings; the metal throughout shall be of uniform thickness, to ensure which 
the greatest care must be taken, as all cylinders of unequal thickness of metal will be at once rejected; each cylinder shall be 
cast with a number on it, and shall be thoroughly examined by the Engineer before it shall have been painted or otherwise 
protected, the contractor being held liable for all fractures or other defects at every stage of the work. The castings shall be 
sound and entirely free from air-holes, sand cracks, and flaws or defects of every description. Each front pier to be supplied 
and fitted with two fender brackets as detailed, to bolt on with four 15-in, bolts in each. 

3ed-plates. 

The cast-iron bed-plates or top length of cylinders on which the girders rest shall be planed perfectly fair on the bearing 
and aide surfaces; they shall be cast from a mixture of metal specially selected for hardness and strength. 

Caps. 

The cylinders to be mounted with cast-iron caps. Great care must be taken in the execution and finishing of these 
castings; the arrises shall be left sharp. 

Girders. 

The girders, which will be continuous, shall consist of top and bottom booms and single webs, stiffened with T.iron 
stiffeners as hereafter specified. 

The plates to be perfectly true and uniform in thickness; the boom-plates, 15-in, wide; the plates to be of the exact 
lengths and thicknesses dimensioned on the plans. 

Great 
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Great care shall be taken to have no joints of the angle-irons near the centres of the girders; and all butts shall break 
joint sufficiently, and be well fitted and covered with angle-iron wrappers 4-in, thick and 28-in, long. 

The angle-irons shall be of equal section throughout. 
The butts of all plates in the main girders and throughout the whole of the iron-plate work are to be planed and 

accurately fitted before being riveted, and the rivet holes shall be carefully punched or drilled to suit the respective sizes of the 
rivets as dimensioned, except where specified or shown to be drilled, so that the riveting may bring each piece into its proper 
position, and into perfect and accurate contact with the adjoining pieces. Should the slightest insceuracy occur, so that any of 
the holes, either in the jointing-pieces, angle-irons, covers, or plates, 8cc., should not come fair with one another, the holes shall be 
carefully broached or rithered, and care taken that the rivets fill them, but no drifting will be allowed; all loose rivets shall be 
cut out and replaced with others of sufficient size and of the kind specified. 

Rivets. 

All the rivets shall be of the diameters figured on the detailed drawings they are to be cup-headed, except where 
required to be countersunk; and shall perfectly fill the holes, but no riveting to be done until the work is fitted together, put 
up complete in the manufacturer's yard, and the position of the parts carefully examined and found correct. 

The pitch of the riveting shall be 4-in., or other, as may be required. 
No portion of the work shall be painted or otherwise coated before it has been thoroughly cleaned from dirt and rusb 

and inspected and passed by the Engineer. 

Plate-covers. 

The joints of the plates are to be covered with plate-covers of the various dimensions shown on the drawings, which, 
shall be perfectly flush with the edges of the plating. 

Camber. 

Each girder shall have a camber of 4 inch when erected in the contractor's yard; and, to insure perfect curvature 
throughout, a template must be laid down for making up the various lengths and putting them together; and the whole work, 
main-girders and cross-girders, must be erected and fitted together into place complete before being finally inspected by the 
Engineer. After being passed, it must be painted as hereafter directed, taken down, the pieces marked and numbered, stiffened 
and strutted at the ends, weighed, and forwarded for shipment. 

Longitudinal iron rolled girders. 

The longitudinal iron rolled girders, of the given section, viz. —12 in. deep, 54 in. 'wide, and 4 in. thick, to be of 
sufficient length to reach over two cross-girders at least, or about 20 ft. long. They shall be rolled as near to the form shown 
as possible ; the bottom flanges shall be punched for riveting to the top booms of cross-girders, and the top ones with A  holes 
4 in. apart diagonally, for the bolts for the planking. 

Diagonal bracing. 

The girders shall be braced with diagonal tie-plate bracing, riveted on the lower gusset-plates over the piers as shown. 
The plates shall be 12 in. wide, and shall be stiffened with bars of channel-iron, 4 in. x 24 in. x 4 in.; and where the bracing is 
attached to the cross-girders, each plate shall be riveted to the angle-irons and plating of the cross-girders, and the joints 
strengthened with a 4-in, cover-plate 3 ft. 6 in. long, riveted through all. 

Cross-girders. 

The cross-girders between the baclb longitudinal girders and the masonry wall will vary in length and also in depth, as 
marked on drawing No. 4. The shore ends of the girders shall be fitted on strong cast-iron bed-plates, and secured thereto with 
four 4-in, bolts; four 4-in. lewis bolts to be supplied with each cast-iron bed-plate. 

The whole of the work in the cross-girders is to be of a similar character to that specified for the main-girders; the butts 
of plating and angle-irons to be well fitted, the latter to breakjoint and be covered with angle-iron wrappers, 4  in. thick and 28 
in. long. 

The plate cross-girders generally shall be 3 ft. 6 in. deep from outside to outside of boom angle-irons ; the joints of the 
'web-plates shall be covered with 4-in, cover-plates and T-irons, one plate and one T-iron on either side, and shall be likewise 
constructed with a camber of 4 inch. 

sheds. 
The whole length of the wharf shall be covered with iron sheds of the kind and description shown on the drawings. The 

distance between the columns transversely will be 32 ft., except in the case of Berth No. 8, which will be 27 ft., and the distance 
longitudinally will be 30 ft., except in a few instances where the echelons meet the projection or Berth No. 5; and generally 
the columns shall be bolted with four 1-in, screw-bolts on the girders, except where they are shown specially to rest on masonry 
foundations, but in both cases they will be about 15 ft. in length over all. 

On the street side of the wharf the roofing will extend 10 ft. 6 in. beyond the inner line of columns, carried by wrought-
iron cantilever brackets as fully detailed. The various lengths of this part of the roofing are shown on the drawings by red 
lines, but the following gives the lengths for each Berth 

No. 1 Berth—Length of projecting roof...........................180 ft. 
2 ' ...........................160,, 
3 ,, ...........................160 
4  ...........................160 
S ...........................135 
6  ...........................160 
7 ,, ...........................160 
8 ,, ...........................180 
9 ,, including returns ....................................182 
10 ,, length of projecting roof ...........................180 
11 ,, ,, ...........................180,, 

Total length.......................................1,657 ft. 

Principals. 
The principals shall be 6 ft. apart, and shall be truly bent to a radius of 19 ft. 8 in., constructed of T-iron 24 x 24 x 4. 

The springings to be forged as shown, and riveted to the arched plate-girders with two 4-in, rivets in each, and additionally 
secured with straps riveted to the principals and girders as detailed. The struts to be of T-iron of si?nilar scantling. 

Pwrlins. 
Purlins shall be of light T-iron, 2 x 14- x 4, riveted on the principals with small pieces of angle-iron riveted with 4-in. 

rivets. 

Galvanized corrugated iron. 

The roof and louvres of the closed or bonded sheds and sides of the same shall be covered with good stout galvanized 
corrugated iron of approved brands, No. 24 gauge; the butts shall be well and neatly lapped, and the sheets for the roof truly 
curved and fastened to the purlins with galvanized bolts in the most perfect and workmanlike manner. 

.Flczslsings. 

The ilashings shall be of 4 lbs. sheet lead neatly made and truly bent to the corrugations of the sheets. 

Gutters. 

Galvanized iron gut.ters of the shape and dimensions shown, to be supplied, provided with all necessary joint pieces, &c., 
&c.; four 4-in, down pipes and two 3-in, do. to be provided for each berth, of sufficient length to clear the bottom of the cross-
girders. 

Plate 
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Plate arched girders. 

The girders shall be constructed of I plate with 21 x 21 angle-irons; the bottom plate of -  in. thick, to be 12 in. 
at the base, and taper to the centre to 6 in.; the top plates to be I in. thick, and 8 in. wide; the girders shall be jointed in the 
centre with I-in, plates, one on each side as shown, and shall be bolted at the springings to the heads of columns with 81-in. 
screw-bolts, as fully detailed—great care must be taken to make the curves uniform. At each alternate row of columns plated 
girders of similar construction as detailed on No. 5 drawing shall be riveted to the longitudinal girders. 

Louvre roofs. 

On each bonded or closed shed or store a louvre roof shall be constructed, the louvres to be of - wrought-iron plates 
pressed to the given shapes, fitted and riveted between the vertical angle-irons. In Berth No. 5 two neat and ornamental 
towers shall be constructed, fitted on the sides with louvres as shown. 

Wrought-iron sliding gates. 

The back of the wharf from the commencement of the bonded sheds to the next contiguous bond shall be enclosed with 
a strong wrought-iron sliding railing, fitted as panels between cast-iron columns. 

The columns shall be bolted on the cross-girders and to the longitudinal timber at the back of the wharf, and they shall 
be provided with wrought-iron guide rollers and pins grooved and fitted in lugs as detailed, the rollers, sheaves, and pins to be 
bored and turned, the top rollers to act also as sheaves for the copper ropes in connection with -e  in. chains leading below to the 
balance weight; two sheaves to be fitted at the base of columns, and also two sheaves with cast-iron frames to be fitted on the 
cross-girders. 

Panels. 

The sliding panels to be neatly constructed of wrought-iron, the side bars to be of channel-iron 31  x 11 x 1,  the top, 
middle, and lower bars to be of fiat iron 31  x , the cross bracing of similar seantling, to be welded up and riveted to the channel-
irons and cross-bar as detailed with I-in, rivets; the vertical bars to be of 1-in. round iron, with ornamental wrought pressed 
heads ; the whole to be provided with all necessary bolts, pins, sheaves, rollers, copper ropes, and weights, and -j chain. The 
sliding panels and rollers to be made in the most workmanlike manner, 

In Berths Nos. 1, 5, 8, 10, and 11, the columns for the panel rollers and sheaves will be placed (say) 15 in. back, to allow 
the panels to slide up clear of the plate arched girders supporting the principals of the roof, but on this point more detail will 
be furnished before the contract is entered upon. In Berth No. 5, it will be observed the cross-girders are 113 from centre to 
centre, consequently the panels will be longer here than in the other berths. 

Each panel shall be provided with a strong brass padlock, with all necessary straps, bolts, and connections to deck 
planking. 

Wrought-iron swing gates. 
The spaces between the end columns o panels and the end roof column of the bonded store in the echelon berths to be 

supplied with fixed railings, similar in all respects as to dimensions, &c., to the other portions of the railing, and in each a 
strong gate 4 ft. clear opening, to be fitted with brass bearings, pivots, and locks of the most approved kind. 

Bonded stores. 

The bonded stores shall be enclosed with No. 24 galvanized corrugated iron, fastened with galvanized screw.bolts to the 
channel and angle irons; the channel-irons to be stiffened laterally with plate 6 in. at top and 12 in. at bottom. Window and 
door frames and sashes to be of cast-iron of approved pattern, each window to be made with a ventilating pivot sash, with 
fastenings and gratings complete. Doors to be of * plate strongly hinged with brass hinges and stiffened with bead iron, the 
whole to be supplied with sliding bolts, locks, rollers, and all requisite appliances for such purposes. 

Character of the snateri,als.— Wi-ought iron. 

The whole of the wrought-iron used in the work is to be of the quality known as Beale's P. G. Crown, or Monk Bridge 
Crown plates, guaranteed, or of such other iron of at least equal quality as the Engineer may approve. They must be perfectly 
free from any defects, and of the uniform dimensions and forms herein described and shown on the drawings. The power is 
reserved of testing and rejecting, from time to time, any portion of the wrought-iron used in the construction of the girders; 
and it must be distinctly understood that the whole of the work is to be executed of the quality of first-class girder work. 

The tests will be applied in the following manner, viz. 
A piece of iron 2-in, wide, and I-in, thick, or such width and thickness as to form one square inch, and of sufficient 

length to have I in. under actual tension, shall be cut, as directed by the Engineer, from any plate about to be used in the 
work, and the following tensile strains shall then be applied, and if the extension of the iron experimented upon exceeds the 
lengths given opposite each strain, the plate from which the piece of iron has been cut, and all other plates of similar manufac-
ture shall be absolutely rejected. 

18 tons strain must be borne without a greater extension than a * of an inch. 
20 tons strain * of an inch. 
And all bars must bear a tensile strain of 22 tons per square inch before fracture. 
Angle-iron to bear 23 tons per in. 
The rivets to be made of iron of the toughest quality, the rods from which such rivets are made being capable of sus-

taining a load of 25 tons per sectional inch before fracture. 
All costs and expenses attending the testing to be borne by the contractor. 
The Engineer shall have the power of rejecting any part of the work which in his opinion does not satisfactorily bear 

the tests applied or which may be otherwise unsuited for the purpose, whether arising from imperfect workmanship or defective 
materials. - 

Bolts and nuts. 

The bolts and nuts shall be neatly forged, of the best Staffordshire crown iron; the threads of all screws and nuts to be 
accurately and cleanly cut. 

Cast iron. 

The cast iron shall be of the best hot-blast grey metal, of such mixtures as the Engineer shall approve. 
Test bars, cast in the presence of the Inspector, from the same metal as the cylinders, shall be tested to withstand & 

compressive strain of 40 tons per square in., without injury; and a bar 2 x 1 on a bearing 30 apart shall bear a weight of 30. 
cwt. suspended from the centre without fracture; such tests to be at the contractor's sole cost. 

Bohlards of the kind shown on the drawing to be provided. 

Painting and protecting. 

All plates, angle-irons, &c., are to be dipped in oil before they are delivered from the maker's yard; and after the girders 
are erected, complete and passed, the whole of the iron-work must receive two coats of Ellam and Jones' best metallic oxide 
paint, of different colours, to be approved by the Engineer; and after they are taken down, the exposed parts are to receive 
one coat of the last colour. 

General conditions. 
- The principal features of the work to be executed are stated in this specification, or shown on the drawings, but all the 

work, although parts only of the same may be shown on the drawings, or referred to in this specification, is to be considered 
as included in the contract as much as if it had been particularly set forth and described. Also, any work that may be men-
tioned in the specification only, without being shown on the drawings, or which may be shownon the drawings only without 
being alluded to in the specification, is to be included in the contract the same as if it had been particularly set forth and shown 
on both the drawings and the specification. 

Whatever dimensions are written or figured upon the drawings they are to be considered as correcl, although they may 
not correspond with the dimensions measured by the scale. All details which are drawn to enlarged scales are to be taken as 
more correct than those of smaller scales; but if any discrepancy appears, or doubt arises, reference must be made to the 
Engineer for his decision. 

The 
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The work is to be executed under the directions and superintendence of Mr. called the Enginees 
in this specification, or his assistants and inspectors, and must be constructed to his satisfaction and, his judgment, both as 
regards the quality of the materials or. the workmanship, shall be absolute and without any appeal; and in case of any differ- 
ence arising as to the terms of the specification, or compliance therewith, the decision of Mr. shall be final 
and conclusive. 

The Engineer shall have the power of making any alteration in the dimensions, by either increasing or diminishing the 
thickness of the plates, or other parts of the works, and shall be at liberty to alter or very the design in any manner he may 
think fits and the contractor shall from time to time execute the work according to such altered design, without being entitled 
to make any claim for an extra amount in addition to the contract. 

The method to be adopted for weighing the work is as follows :- 
The weighing machine to be tested by a known weight in the presence of the inspector on each separate occasion before 

it is employed for weighing the work. 
All the work to be weighed in trucks on this machine in the presence of the inspector, the tare of the truck being taken 

immediately before loading and weighing, the net weight being obtained by deducting the tare of the truck from the gross 
weight; or the weights may be obtained by any other method required by the Engineer. 

The girders are to be riveted up in the yard after erection, in lengths as directed for shipment; and the contractor must 
use the greatest care that all the parts are made in such a manner that they may be erected with ease when in the Colony, dis. 
tinctly and legibly marking every part with suitable figures or letters, and foswarding a complete schedule fully describing 
those parts so marked, with a description of the mode of putting them together again ; at the same time, he must have due 
regard to the disposition of the various pieces, that they may be neither difficult of shipment nor liable to injury, and in all 
cases he is to supply either iron or wood to strengthen the weaker parts, so as to effectually prevent injury during the trans-
port ; all bolts and fastenings to be provided, and 10 per cent, excess rivets to be sent out. 

The tender to be at a price per ton, delivered free on board, in the ports of London, Liverpool, or Glasgow, including 
all cost of packing and protection from injury and all necessary strong iron-bound cases; or the contractors may tender to deliver 
the iron-work on the Circular Wharf in Sydney, all charges being paid by them, and payments will be made on the full value 
of the iron-work so delivered ; they may also tender for the supply of the iron-work of the wharf, sheds, &c., in Sydney, and 
its erection complete in all respects; to be made on the accompanying blank form; the weight to be ascertained as previously 
set, forth, but at the expense of the contractor. 

Drawings can be seen, on and after the , at the office of the Engineer-in-Chief for Rarbours 
and Rivers, Sydney, or that of the Colonial Agent, in London, and tenders must be delivered, at their offices on or before 12 
o'clock on 

E. 0. MORIARTY, 
Engineer-in-Chief 
for Harbours and Rivers. 

Sydney, November 1st, 1873. 

AA2. 

ESTmxs,TE of Proposed Iron 'Wharf at the Circular Quay. 

Inelusive of Sheds, Bonds, and Gates. Exclusive of Sheds, Bonds, and Gates. 

Description of Materials. Quantity. Rats. Quantity. Rate. 

£ s.d. £,s. d. 

Cast iron. Lowest tender- 1,098 tons ... 11,718 5 0 Do. do. , 812 tons ... 8,572 0 0 
Lloyds, Foster, & Co. 
Wrought iron, do. - 1,834  ... 34,983 5 0 Do. do 1,300 ,, ... 24,456 10 0 
Matthew T. Shaw & Co. 
Freight, &c. ..................... .2,932 , 30/- 4,398 0 0 Do. do. 2,112  30/- 3,168 0 0 

Erection of cylinders 735 ,, 7/-f- 5,145 0 0 Do. do. ... 735 ,, 7/-f. 5,145 0 0 

Do. of columns, bollards, 363 ,, 3/-f- 1,089 0 0 Do. do. . 77 ,, 3f-/- 231 0 0 
caps, &c. 
Do. of wrought ironwork 1,834 ,, 3/-/- 5,502 0 0 Do. do. ... 1,300 ,, 3/-f- 3,900 0 0 

CDncrete ........................... yds. 35/- 1,624 0 0 Do. do. ... 928 yds. 35/- 1,624 0 0 

Galvanized corrugated iron 1,249 sqrs. 3/10/- 4,683 0 0 
roofing, guttering, &c. 

...928 

Planking ............................871 ,, 7/8/- 6,445 8 0 Do. do. ... 871 eqrs. 7/8f- 6,445 8 0 

a Painting........................... Gd. 2,810 0 0 Do. do. ... 84,000 yds. Gd. 2,100 0 0 

Timber stringer on back wall 2,000 ft 5/- 500 0 0 Do. do. ... 2,000 ft. 5/- 500 0 0 

b Masonry in retaining walls ... 

112.,500 yds. 

1,110 yds. 3/10/- 3,885 0 0 Do. do. ... 1,110 cub. yds. 3/10/- 3,885 0 0 

Brickwork in walls, &c. ...... . 2,400 ,, 2/-f- 4800 0 0 Do. do. ... 2,400 ,, 2/-f- 4,800 0 0 

... 875 0 0 Do. do - --- - . . - 875 0 0 Filling ballast, &c........................... 

Total ............................. ... £ Total 

---------------- 

....................... - ... £ 88,458 13 0 65,701 18 0 

a Area of.wharf, as ehewn in original design submitted to the Select Committee, was 67,140 square ft. 
Do. do. as now proposed to be carried out ,, ,, 103,128 ,, 

b The width of roadway between line of wool stores and back of wharf, as originally designed, was 25 ft. 
Do. do, do. do. as now proposed is 75 ft. 

This necessitates the construction of a sea-wall, as above estimated. 

AA 3. 



AA3. 

QUANTITIRS of WEouar and CAST IRoN in proposed Wharf, Circular Quay. 

- 
.., 
0  

d 

Front girders, 
219 

weight T - 
3 6 

Back girders, 
310 

weight T - 
3 19 

Cross girders, 
2 13 3 

weight T -- 
2 7 0 

Diagonal 
bracing, 
costs. 171 

Rolled joists, 
'weight P. ft. 
26 lbs. 

Serew 
bolts, 

Quantity of 
wrought 
iron 
without 
sheds and 
bonds. 

Wrought 
iron in roof, 

Wrought 
iron in 
bonds, 
doors, &c. 

Wrought 
iron in 
sliding 
gates, 

Quantity of 
wrought 
iron in 
sheds and 
bonds, &e. 

Total 
quantity of 
wrought 
iron in one 
berth. 

Area of 
corrugated 
iron in 
roofs, 

Area of 
corrugated 
iron in sides 
of bonds.. 

Total arefto 
corrugated 
iron in roofs 
and bonds. 

No. T. cwt. qrs. No. T. cwt. qrs. No. T. ewt. qrs. No. T. cwt. qrs. No. P. cwt. qrs. T. cwt. qrs. T. cwt. qrs. P. cwt. qrs. P. cwt. qrs. P. cwt. qrs. P. cwt. qrs. P. ewt. qrs. Squares. 

1 6 17 14 0 19 50 7 0 6 5 3 2 26 6 2 0 9 0 100 0 0 30 S 1 1116 2 5 13 3 47 18 2 147 18 2 T. cwt. qrs 2 6 17 14 0 53 69 7 0 6 5 3 2 '38 6 2 012 0 149 7 0 30 8 1 II 16 2 513 3 47 18 2 197 5 2 Total quantity of 3 6 17 14 0 4 14 0 0 54 11 3 6 5 3 2 31 3 0 0 11 0 323 3 1 30 8 1 11 16 2 5 13 3 47 18 2 171 1 3 wrought iron without 4 6 17 14 0 2 

............ 
18 4 0.

. 

9 6 2 4718 3 6 .5 3 2 58 8 2 0 10 0 109 1 1 30 8 1 It 16 2 5 13 3 47 18 2 156 19 5 sheds ... ... ... 1,300 1 3 5 4 13 4 0 4 1.5 16 0 43 0 1 4 3 9 0 28 3 2 0 10 0 104 2 3 45 0 0 11 16 2 2 17 0 59 13 2 163 18 1 Total quantity of 6  6 17 14 0 4 14 0 0 50 1 3 5 4 6 1 

...... 

...... 12 15 2 0 12 0 nO 9 2 30 8 1 11 16 2 5 13 3 47 18 2 167 8 0 751, x 11 = 381 SOS. wrought iron in sheds 533 9 3 7 6 17 14 0 6 21 0 0 67 7 0 6 5 3 2 37 6 2 0 18 0 149 9 0 30 8 1 1116 2 .5 13 3 47 18 2 197 7 2 858* eqs. - -  8 6 17 34 0 44 13 0 6 5 3 2 23 8 0 0 9 0 51 7 2 26 1 0 10 15 0 5 13 3 42 9 3 133 17 1 . Total ......1,833 11 2 9 6 17 14 0 5 17 10 0 70 13 2 6 5 8 2 '38 16 0 3 1 0 150 18 0 30 8 1 11 16 2 5 13 3 47.16 2 398 16 2 10 6 1714 0 5113 3 6 5 3 2 26 6 2 010 0 101 7 3 30 8 1 11 16 2 5 13 3 4718 2 149 6 1 11 6 1714 0 

........... 

............. 
5113 3 6 5 .3 2 

...... 

26 6 2 018 0 101 15 3 30 8 1 11 16 2 5 13 3 4718 2 149 14 1 

601 7 2 190 4 0 

............. 

109 16 2 54 6 3 337 7 0 7 0 0 1,300 1 3 344 15 1 129 0 0 59 14 2 533 9 3 1,833 11 2 868* 341 1,243* 

CAST. 

0 

0  

Caps ornamented, 
weight 650 lbs. 

Top castings, 
weight 1,419 lbs. 

3' 0' cylinder. 
7' long = 3,058 lbs. Conical piece, 

weight 2,872 lbs. 

3' 6' cylinder, 
weight p.  ft. = 509 lbs. 

. Brackets for 
fenders, 80 lbs. 

I 

Bollards, 
weight 

13 cat. 2 qrs. 

I
Quantity 

Bed plates 
under cross 
girders, 2SOlbe. 

of cast 
iron 
without 
sheds and 
bonds, &c. 

. Roof 
columns, 
weight 
16 ot. 2 . 

Cast iron 
in bonds, 
doors, &e. 

Cast iron 
in sliding 
gates 
column, 
19 ct. 2 q. 

Quantity 
of cast 
iron in 
sheds, 
bonds, &c 

Total 
quantity of 
cast iron 
in one berth. 

Remarks. 

No.' lbs. No. lbs. No. lbs. No. lbs. No. lbs. T.c.q.No. T.c.q.No. T.c.q.No. T.c.q. T.c.q. Tc.q. T. c. T.c.q. T.c.q. Tc.q. P. cwt qrs. 

1 7 4,550 7 9,933 7 21,406 7 20,104 
ft. 
88 43,774 44 10 3 12 0 8 2 4 2 14 0 19 2 7 2 50 3 .0 ii 11 0 2 8 0 12 13 2 26 12 2 76 13 1 

Total quantity of 
cast iron without 

2 
3 
7 
7 

4,510 
.4,550 

11 
10 

15,609 11 13,638 11 51,592 156 79,404 73 11 2 12 0 8 2 4 2 14 0 19 2 7 2 79 1 2 31 11 0 2 8 0 12 13 2 26 12 2 105 14 0 sheds, &e.... ... 811 13 1 
4 7 4,550 9 

14,190 10 
9 

30,580 10 28,720 344 73,296 57 11 1 12 0 8 2 4 2 14 0 19 2 7 2 73 1 1 Il 11 0 2 8 0 12 13 2 26 12 2 99 13 3 Total quantity of 

5 6 3,900 9 
12,771 
12,771 9 

27,522 9 25,818 136 69,224 62 9 1 12 0 8 2 4 2 14 0 19 2 7 2 67 19 1 31 11 0 2 8 0 12 13 2 26 122 94 11 3 cast iron in 

6 6 3,900 10 14,100 10 
27,522 9 25,848 131 66,679 61 0 3 10 0 7 0 4 2 14 0 12 1 10 0 65 31 3 10 14 2 2 8 0 6 16 2 19 19 0 85 10 3 sheds, &c ... ...286 4 0 

7 7 4,550 32 17,028 12 
30,580 
56,606 

10 
12 

' 28,720 159 80,931 70 13 2 12 0 8 2 . 4 2 14 0 33 2 7 2 76 3 2 11 Il 0 2 8 0 12 13 2 26 12 '2 102 15 0 
8 6 3,900 6 0,514 6 18,348 6 

34,464 206 104,854 88 4 1 12 0 S 2 4 2 14 0 19 2 7 2 93 14 1 11 11 0 2 8 0 12 13 2 25 12 2 120 6 3 Tom ......1,097 17 1 
S 5,200 39 17,028 12 30,696 12 

17,232 116 59,044 47 15 3 12 0 8 2 4 2 14 0 10 2 7 2 53 5 3 11 11 0 2 8 0 12 13 2 26 12 2 79 18 I Total quantity of 

10 8 3,900 6 8,514 8 18,318 6 
34,468 278 

113 
141,502 104 17 1 12 0 8 2 4 2 14 0 19 2 7 2 110 7 1 11 ii 0 2 8 0 12 13 2 26 12 2 136 19 3 wrought and cast 

11 7 4,550 7 9,933 7 21,406 7 
17,232 

261 
57,517 47 2 0 12 0 8 2 4 2 14 0 19 2 7 2 52 12 0 11 11 0 2 8 0 12 13 2 26 12 2 79 4 s iron withoutoheds 2,111 15 0 20,100 132,819 8460 12 082 4 2240 19 272 89160 11110 280 12132 26322 13682 - Totalquantity of - 

wrought and cast 
iron in sheds ... 819 11 3 

48,100 140,481 302,742 
- 

284,328 909,074 
________ 
152 2 1 

. 
4120 29 14 0 

- _______ 
25 5 0 811 13 1 

_______ 

126 4 2 

- 
268 0 133 11 2 286 4 0 

- 
1,09717 1 

T. c. q.lbs. F. c. q.lbs. P. o. q.lbs. T. c. q.lbo. P. c. q.lbs. Total quantity of Totals 21 9 1 24 62 14 1 5 135 3 0 6 126 18 2 6 405 16 2 26 iron in llshipping 
berths ........2,931 8 3 Cl 

Co 
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AA 

[To the .Eviclence of 

ABSTBACT of TernlerB for proposea Iron 

COLONIAL 

Names of Tenderers. 

Wrought-iron in 
longitudinal and cross 
girders, bolts, nuts, 

rivets &c. 

1,833 tons. 

Cast-iron in bed-plates, 
cylinders, columns, 
bollards, &c. 

1,098 tons. 

Galvanized corrugated 
- iron Sheds, 

868 squares. 

Galvanized iron in 
sides of Bonds. 

381 squares. 

R. £ s. d. R. £ s. d. R. £ s. d. R. £ s. d. 

317-7- 56,823 0 0 31f-/- 34,038 0 0 6/..,'- 5,108 0 0 6/-i- 2,286 0 0 Gother K. Mann ....................................................................... 

Charles Fowler ................................................ . ...................... - 

Enclosed sheds. 

.............................. 

1,359 tons. 

.................... 

945 tons. 211 squares. 
S. John Muoson & Co. .................................................................. 24/9-7- 33,227 11 0 15/-f- 14,173 0 0 32/-f- 6,792 0 0.  

Open sheds, 
657 squares. 

. 

27/10/- 18,067 10 0 

ENGLISR 

Cast Iron-work. 

Names of !fenderers. 
Cylinders 
755 tons. 

Caps, bollards, &c., Bed plates, Schedule sum. 
,d 

Price per ton delivered at- 337 tons. 25 tons. 

London. Liverpool. London. Liverpool. London. Liverpool. London. Liverpool. 
El 

is d. £ is d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ 5. d. £ 5. d. £ e. U. 

The Horoely Company 11/-!- 8,085 0 0 11/-f- 8,085 0 0 11/-f-. 3,707 0 0 11/-f- 3,707 0 0 11/-f- 275 0 0 11/-f- 275 0 0 12,067 0 0 12,067 0 0 

Lloyds, Poster, & Co. ... .10/15/- 7,901 5 0 10/10/- 7,717 10 0 11/5/- 3,791 5 0 11/.!- 3,707 0 0 12/-!- 300 0 0 11/15/- 293 15 0 11,992 10 0 11,718 5 0 6 to9 

Newport. N wport. Newport. Newport. 
Kennard & Co. ............ 12/2/6 8,911 17 6 12/12/6 9,279 7 6 13/-f- 4,381 0 0 13/10/- 4,549 10 0 33/-f- 325 0 0 13/10/- 337 10 0 13,617 17 6 14,166 7 6 

Fairbairn's Engineering 

. 

14/10/- 10,657 30 0 ... 14/10/- 4,886 10 0 ... 11/10/- 287 10 0 . ............ 15,931 10 0 7 
Company. 

De Bergue & Co. ......... . ... ............ No tender. ... 

.. 

Canada Worko, Birken- ... 

. . . . . . . .   

15/-f- 11,025 0 0 15/-f. 5,055 0 0 ... 15/-/- 375 0 0 ............ 16,455 0 0 9 
head. 

Cochraue & Co. ............ .12/10/- 9,187 30 0 13/7/6 9,095 12 6 14/-/- 4,718 0 0 15/17/6 4,675 17 6 14/-/_ 550 0 0 13/17/6346 17 6 14,255 10 0 14,118 7 6 

Campbell, Johnotone, & 13/-f- 9,555 0 0 13/-f- 

. . . . . . .  

4,381 0 0 ... 15/-f- 325 0 0 14,261 0 0 9 

. . . . . .  .. 

Matthew P. Shaw & Co No 

.  ........... 

tender.  ... 

. .   

For all cast at Newcastle works. 
Sir W. G. Armstrong & 11/-!- 8,055 0 0 11/-/- 3,707 0 0 ... 11/-f- 275 0 0 12,067 0 0 150 
Co. 

.................. 

loni per 
month. 

Bridge & Roofing Corn- 11/12/6 8,544 7 6 11/12/6 

.................. 

8,544 7 6 11/12/6 5,917 12 6 33/12/6 3,917 12 6 11/12/6 250 12 6 11/12/6 290 12 6 12,752 12 6 12,752 12 6 
pany, Darlaston. 

Carter, Ford, & Co. ...... .12/-f- 8,820 0 0 12/-,'- 8,820 0 0 12,1.7 4,004 0 0 12/-f. 4,044 0 0 12/-1 500 0 0 12/.!. 300 0 0 13,164 0 0 13,164 0 0 

Lloyds, Foster, & Co., lowest tender for cast.irors ... ... ... ... 11,718 5 0 

Matthew P. Shaw & Co., lowest tender for wrought iron 34,983 5 0 

Totalo, inclusive of sheds, bonds, and gates ... ... £46,701 10 0 
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4. 

.Mr. Moriart,.] 

Wharf at the Circular Quay, Sy/Iney Cove. 

TENDERS. 

Concrete, 

929 cub. yards. 

S'ainting, 

112,500 s. yds. 
Schedule Sum. Lump Sum. Remarks. 

a. £ s. U. n. £ 5. U.. £ P. a. £ a. U. 
2/13/- 2,459 4 0 7d. 3,281 .5 0 104,095 9 0 .. ..... ............ .Fixed in place-complete. 

89,898 0 0 Fixed in place complete. 

/ 
72.222 1 0 .............. .Au alternative tender for caotiron supplied and manufactured in the Colony, fixed .... 

in place, at £22 lOs. 

TENDERS. 

Wrought Iren.work. 

Longitudinal and cross girders, &c. Rolled girders. Bolts, nuts, &. Totals, as per Schedules. 
Schedule Sums. 

1,459 tons. 331 tons. 11 tons. 
Time. 

London. Liverpool. London. Liverpool. London, Liverpool. London. Liverpool. London. Liverpool. 

LoU. £s.d.  £s.d. Lo.d. £s,d. £s.d. £ s.d. Lad £s.d. Le d. 

22/-/-52,758 0022/./- 32,7580020/.!- 6,7400020,f_/. 6,7400035/./-3850 035,'-,/-3S50039,8830 039,883 SO . ...... . 51,950 0051,9500 0 
20/10/- 10,524 10 0 20/5/. 30,152 5 0 19/10/- 6,571 10 0 19,5/- 6,487 5 0 35/./. 185 0 0 84/15/. 382 5 0 37,481 0 0 57,021 15 0 6 to 9 49,473 10 0 

. 
48,740 0 0 

Newport. Newport. Newport. Newport. Newport. 
22/10/- 33,502 10 0 23/.;. 34,247 0 0 2315/1 8,001 15 0 24/5/. 8,172 5 0 45/./. 495 0 0 45/10,'- 500 10 0 45,001 5 0 42,919 15 0 ......15,639 2 6 57,086 2 0 

23/10/. 34,991 30 0 21,10/. 7,919 50 0 ...... 37/-,'- 407 0 0 ............ ..43,318 0 0 11 59,14910 0 

20/7/6 00,338 7 6 20,2/6  29,965 2 6 18/.;. 6,066 0 0 181.,1- 6,666 0 0 

.  
10/.!. 330 0 0 30/.,'. 530 0 0 36,714 7 6 16,862 2 6 

.  
. ...... .... 

24/1.35,73600 24'./.S,OS,SOO 

.  
24j-/.26400 . . .......44,08800 9 

.........- 

60,54300 

24/-,'- 35,736 0 0 23/17/6 35.549 17 6 24/./- 8,088 0 0 21,1776 8,045 17 6 35/.,. 385 0 0 14/17/6 983 12 6 44 

.. 

0 ,109 0 437079 7 6 . ...... .58,464 10 0 58,097 15 0 

22/_f. 32,75800 .. 
. . .  

3'./.36300 3 . .19,86100 9 54,12200 

19/15/- 29,407 1$ 0 20,'.,!- ,780 0 0 29

.......29/_/-6,74000 

35/10/. 5,223 10 0 15/15!. 5,707 15 0 32/./. 352 0 - 9 32/5/. 354 15 0 34,983 5 0 35,442 10 0 ...................... ... 

No tender. 

.............J41,562 

J41,562 

.... 

22/12/6 13,688 12 6 22,'12,'6 33,688 12 6 22,12/0 7,624 12 6 2-2/12/6 7,624 126 22/12/0 248 17 6 22/12,/6 248 17  2 2 6 . ...... .54,144 15 0 54,314 35 0 

20/./. 29,780 0 0 20/-j. 20,780 0 0 17/./. 5,729 0 0 17/.!- 5,729 0 0 25/./. 27$ 0 0 2 75 0 Oj 35,784 0 0135,784 0 0 ... .... .48,048 0 0 48,948 0 0 

Exclusive of sheds, bonds, and gates ...............8,572 0 0 

Do. do. do ... ... ... ... ... 24,456 10 0 

Do. do. do. ...... ... ... ... £33,028 10 0 
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The Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers to The Under Secretary for Public Works. 

MINUTJt respecting Tenders for Ships' Berths at Circular Quay, Sydney. 
The tenders for the proposed new iron wharf in Sydney Cove are now submitted for the consideration of the Honorable 

the Secretary for Public Works. 

£72 222. There are two sets of tenders—two for the supply and erection complete of the iron-work for eleven ships' berths, 
VideAppendix4. incindiny bonded stores and open shed, on each berth, and one for the supply only—that of Mr. Musson—for the sum of 
£89,898. £72,222, according to his schedule rates; the next, that of Mr. Fowler, with whom is associated Mr. Williams, for89,898Appendix 4.  

and third, that of Captain Mann, with Messrs. Montefiore, Joseph, & Co. as sureties, for £104,095 9s., according to his 
Appendix 4. schedule rates. 

Besides these last named, other tenders were invited in England by the Colonial Agent, for the supply and delivery, 
FOB., of the iron-work (cast and wrought) for eleven berths, as per plan and specification, of which tracings and copies were 
forwarded to Sir Charles Cowper. 

Twelve tenders were received in reply to his invitation, the lowest being that of Messrs. Lloyds, Foster, Si Co., for 
£48,740. £48,740. (This firm supplied the iron-work of the West Maitland and Pitnacree Bridges, constructed under this Department.) 
Appendix 4. But if, as has been pointed out by Mr. Shields, the tender of Messrs. Lloyds, Foster, Si Co. (which is the lowest) be taken for the 

cast iron-work, and that of Messrs. Matthew Shaw & Co., the lowest for the wrought iron, it would reduce the cost of the materials 
£48,701 lOs. for the wharfs, delivered FOB., to £46,701 lOs., which is a very reasonable figure, and is below my estimate. Appendix 4. 

The three Colonial tenders were received during the strike of the iron-workers, and probably were not based on the late 
quotations of prices which our English tenders give, so that I cannot but think that these circumstances have had their influence 
on the very high prices allowed for the supply and erection of the iron-work in the Colony, as in no other way can I account 
for the great difference in price which seems to exist between the cost of the iron in England and that of the finished, work 
here, and as compared with what we know to have been the actual cost of erecting the Darling Harbour Wharf. 

I would recommend therefore that the three Colonial tenders be declined, and that the tender of Messrs. Lloyds, Foster, 
and Co. for the cast iron work FOB., at Liverpool, be accepted, and that of Messrs. Matthew Shaw Si Co., for the wrought iron 
work FOB., at London, or that if it should appear to Sir Charles Cowper or the Inspecting Engineer in England, that in order 
to facilitate the fitting of the different kinds of work it would be advantageous to entrust the whole to one firm, that the tender 

Appendix 4. of Messrs. Lloyds, Foster, Si Co. be accepted for the whole, delivered F.O.B. at Liverpool, for £48,740. 
A schedule of all the tenders, with the list of quantities and a detailed, estimate of the work, as now proposed, are 

submitted herewith. 
It will be observed, on comparing the preliminary sketch plan I had the honor to submit to the Select Committee, with 

the finished detailed working drawings, on which the above tenders have been received, that there are considerable modifications 
and improvements in the latter. - 

:

67,140 superficial On the first sketch the aggregate area of the eleven berths is shown as being 67,140 superficialfeet; but the finished fe 
e-on Appendix design for the work, as I now propose to carry it out, gives an aggregate area for the eleven berths of 103,128 snperflcial feet, 
2, note a. or about one-third more superficial area of eehaf than was first proposed. My former sketch did not contemplate any altera- 
03,128 super- tion of the present width of the roadway opposite Mr. Flood's stores (its narrowest part), but by the present plan I propose to ficial feet. 
See widen the roadway from 55 feet to 75 feet,*  thus greatly improving the approaches to the other wharfs, and giving room for a 
Appendix 2. double line of railway at the back of the wharfs, without encroaching on the present available width of the roadway. 
*See note 8 on The widths of the iron wharfs are also increased from 30 to 36 feet, and of the two central projecting berths, which pendix 2. 
tSFerian-  were shown on the original plan as 60 feet in width—one has been increased to 140 feet and the other to 180 feet.t All the 

berths are thus more roomy and capacious, as are also the sheds and bonded stores (in a similar ratio) than was at first 
proposed. 

The increased area given to the wharfs has caused a corresponding increase in the quantity of iron, as well as planking, 
in the proposed work, and the suggested increase in the width of the roadway has caused the appearance on the present esti-

See note 8 on mate of the items for masonry, filling, Sie. But even with these alterations and improvements, I am happy to find that the 
Appendix 2. vote will not be much, if at all exceeded, if the proposed plan be carried out. 

When the iron is ready for shipment, I would recommend that tenders be called for its erection. I observe that some 
persons who have not given much consideration to the subject dread that the iron-work in the wharfs would corrode rapidly; 

Seeost (A but that this apprehension is unfounded will be apparent on perusal of the following list, which enumerates a few of the works 
d YA wherein iron has been used in salt water. 

In fact since the experiments of the British Association on the rates of corrosion of iron under different circumstances, 
recorded in the report of their transactions for 1843, iron and concrete combined, or singly, -have come to be regarded by 
engineers as the best materials for bridges, wharfs, and other structures where economy and permanency are required. 

B. 0. MORIARTY. 
8/4/74. 

AA-5. 

CoNsr1ecTIoNs in which cast-iron is exposed to the action of sea-water. 

Victoria Docks, London, quay walls and jetties constructed of cast-iron, in sheet piling and round piles. 
Thames and other graving docks, hydraulic lifts cylinders of cast-iron. 
Great Grimsby, Yorkshire, iron bridge with cylinder foundations. 
"eVestminster Bridge, cast-iron sheet piling and concrete. 
Chelsea Suspension Bridge, cast-iron cylinders and concrete. 
Albert Bridge, Chelsea, do do do 
Lambeth Bridge, do do do 
Charing Cross Bridge, do do do 
London, Chatham, and Dover Bridge, do do 
Cannon St., London, do do do 
Brunswick Wharf, Blaekwall, do do rIo 
Wharf, Gravesend, do do do 
Southend Pier (Extension) 1844. The piles were cast square, the angles, when examined in 1862, were found as sharp as 

when they left the mould. 
Herne Bay. Pier, constructed in 1838, examined in 1862. The piles were found as sound as when the castings left the 

foundry. 
Margate Jetty, cast-iron piles have stood the action of salt water thirty years without deterioration. - 
Dock Gates, Sheerness, built in 1821 of cast-iron, examined in 1862, condition then perfect. 
Lowestoft Harbour, 1832. After twenty-eight years the cast-iron piles were found perfectly sound. 
Wellington Pier, New Zealand, cast-iron piles. - 
Kent Railway Viaduct. Across the Lancaster Sands, Moreombe Bay, cast-iron piles. 
Leven Railway Viaduct, cast-iron piles. 
Fleetwood Harbour Works, cast-iron piles, Sic. 
Landing Stages at Seacombe and Egremont, Mereey. cast-iron. 
Jetties at New Brighton and New Ferry, cast-iron piles. 
Jetty at Blackpool, Lancashire Coast, cast-iron piles. - 
Jetty at Southport, Lancashire Coast, cast-iron piles. 
Cast-iron Dykes at New Jersey, U.S., used for reclaiming land from the sea. 
Solway Firth Railway 'Viaduct, cast-iron piles. 
Severn Railway Viaduct, cast-iron piles. 
Pier at Poti, Railway pier in the Black -Sea, iron piers imported from England. 
Kuddlehoondy Bridge, Madras, cast-iron cylinders. 
Harlem Bridge, U.S., cast-iron cylinders, and several other similar constructions in New York. 
Wharf, Woolwich Dockyard, cast-iron piers. 

- Light-houses 
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Light-houses on the Goodwin Sands and the Nore, cast-iron screw piles. 
Private Wharfs. Many private wharfs on the Thames, built on cast-iron piles. 
Chatham Bridge, cast-iron cylinders. 
And hundreds of others, including new cast-iron Tunnel under the Thames. 

E.O.M., 814174. 

I attach herewith an extract from the Report of Mr. E. Webb, Member of the Institution of Civil Engineers, London, 
in reference to the corrosion of iron, as published in the Civil Engineer's and Architect's Journal, for August, 1862. And the 
conclusions therein arrived at have been since further supported, as is evidenced by the large number of important works 
recently constructed in iron. 

EXTRACT from Report of Mr. F. Webb, published in the Civil Engineer's and Architect's ,Towrnal, for August, 1862. 

"Durability of cast-iron in sea-water. 

The oxydation of cast-iron in sea-water does not proceed rapidly, even when its surface is unprotected and its quality 
that most favourable for a union with oxygen. An idea of the rate of oxydation may be formed from the following statement 
by Mr. R. Mallet (as the result of numerous experiments), that 'cast-irou freely exposed to the weather at Dublin, and 
to all its atmospheric precipitations, was corroded nearly as fast as if in clear sea-water, when the specimens in both cases were 
wholly unprotected.' 

"It has been stated that the oxydation of iron surfaces continually covered with water goes on more slowly than when 
metal is exposed alternately to air and water. In addition to this circumstance, favourable to the easy protection of iron-work 
standing in the sea, it will be found that in the majority of localities the sea itself provides, in the shape of mollusks, an 
excellent protection to the submerged portions. 

"Doe/c Gates, sheerness. 

"There are several pairs of cast-iron dock-gates at Her Majesty's Dockyard., Sheerness. They were designed by the late 
Mr. Rennie. The heel-posts, mitre-posts, and ribs, are of cast-iron. The gates are sheeted from top to bottom with cast-iron 
plates, perfectly water-tight. Three pairs of gates have been exposed to the action of sea-water since 1821, and afourth 
pair since 1827. 

"The writer examined these gates in January of this year, 1862, and he found that the framing and plates were 
in perfect condition. From the dock-yard officials he learnt that no portion of the cast-iron had ever been replaced in conse-
quence of deterioration of the metal, and that no plate had given way, although there is a head of water equal to 26 feet at 
spring tides. Three pairs of these gates have therefore resisted the action of sea-water, uninjured, for fulls,' forty years, and a 
fourth pair for thirty-five years. 

"The writer observed, however, that the cast-iron sector plates, against which the gates shut, are softened in places to 
some little extent, but only where the iron is in contact with a mass of lead, which has been used to form a watertight joint; 
the galvanic action created by the contact of the two metals having doubtless caused the softening of the iron. 

At Chatham, the writer saw a number of iron castings which had been removed thither from a dock at Pembroke, 
where a caisson has replaced the gates. After an immersion in sea-water at Pembroke for many years, these castings are found 
to be in so perfect a state that they will shortly be put in use at the new entrance to No. 1 dock at Chatham, there again to 
be exposed to the action of sea-water. 

"Lowestoft Harbour—Basin entrance. 

The late Sir W. Cubitt having witnessed the rapid destruction of timber in the sea at Lowestoft, and being satisfied 
as to the durability of cast-iron in sea-water, determined upon casing the entrance of the Lowestoft basin with cast-iron piles. 
The work was commenced. in 1832, under Mr. George Edwards. The writer examined these piles last year, and he found 
them uninjured. Thesj are, for all practical purposes, as sound and as perfect as when they were driven—upwards of twenty-
eight years ago. 

Southend Pier—Extension. 

Mr. James Simpson (Past President of the Institution of Civil Engineers), in designing the extension of this pier, 
after careful consideration of the durability of cast-iron in sea-water, selected that metal for his piles. The extension was 
executed in 1844. In February, last year, the writer examined these piles; he found them in a most perfect state. They are 
square, and the angles are as sharp as when they left the foundry. Mr. Simpson specified the quality of the iron from which 
these piles were to be cast, because he found, from examination of specimens of cast-iron which had been exposed to the action 
of sea-water, that the durability depended upon the quality. These piles, after having been exposed to sea-water during 
seventeen years, are perfectly uninjured. 

" Herne Bay Pier 

The pier at Herne Bay, nearly three-quarters of a mile in length, was designed by the late Mr. Telford. It was built 
of timber, in 1831. After standing for about seven years, the piles were generally so far destroyed by the worm that it was 
decid.ed to use cast-iron to a great extent in the repairs. 

Accordingly, in 1838, a gi-eat number of cast-iron square piles were driven. Very recently the writer examined this 
pier. He found the cast-iron in a most perfect state. The angles of the piles were sharp, and the surface as smooth and as 
sound as when the castings left the foundry. The piles as usual are covered with shell-fish, which keep the surfaces moist 
during ebb tide. Not more than one-half of the - wholy piles in the pier are of iron ; those of wood are either cut through by 
the worm, or are under that process of destruction. The timber piles haverequired. constant repairs and renewals. Upon the 
cast-iron not a shilling has been expended. The pier, in consequence of the destruction of the timber, which is immersed in 
the sea, is in a most dangerous condition. 

Had Mr. Telford, in the first instance, selected cast-iron for the piles of his pier, the substructure would have been 
as sound to-day as when put down in 1831. With the exception of the cast-iron piling, which has been under the action of 
sea-water twenty-three years uninjured, this pier may now be termed a ruin. 

"Margate Jelly. 

" A jetty erected. at Margate, in 1831, rested on timber supports fitted into cast-iron piles. These piles did not stand 
sufficiently high from the bed of the sea, and the lower portion of the timber, exposed to sea-water, was destroyed by the 
worm.- In 1853, nearly all of them were taken up and sold for old metal at the p1-ice of pig-iron;-and in the same year, a new 
iron pier, resting on cast-iron piles, was erected by Messrs. J. B. and E. Birch. A number of the old piles, after having been 
immersed in the sea-water for upwards of twenty years, were last year to be seen on the pier at Margate. The writer has 
carefully examined them ; they are as sound as when they left the foundry; in no instance can any softening of the metal be 
detected. A still stronger proof, however, is to be found in some of the cast-iron piles of the old jetty, which are still in situ 
at the head of the present jetty. In these piles no deterioration whatever can be discovered. The shell-fish with which they are 
covered form a perfect protection against oxydation. These piles have stood in the sea during thirty years, and are perfectly 
uninjured. 

"At a meeting of the Institution of Civil Engineers (February 13, 1844), Mr. J. Simpson stated that, with good grey 
cast-iron, having a good surface, little injurious effect from the sea-water was to be dreaded. He also stated that he was then 
about to use cast-iron extensively for piles; and that he had examined cast-iron piles which had been in sea-water for sixteen 
years without any detrimental effect being produced. 

From a careful investigation of the subject, the sen/er has arrived at the conclusion that a strong description of 
cast-iron may be employed, capable of enduring the action of sea-water for an indefinite length of time. 

" In cases where, from the use of an unsuitable quality of iron, or from contact with some other metal (such as lead or 
copper), softening of the iron has taken place, it will generally be found that the glazed skin produced by the sand of the mould 
in the process of casting has been removed by tools, accident, or wear." 

[To 
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[To tho .Evidence of Mr. Moriarty, 9 June, 1874.] 

AA 6. 
Mr. W. Wakcford to The Engineer-in-Chief, Harbours and Rivers Department.. 

Murrurundi, 6 June, 1874. 
Dear Sir, 

In answer to your letter of the 5th instant, asking for information on the dock walls constructed at the Victorul 
London Docks, and for which I was General Manager for the firm of Peto, Brassey & Betts,—I will now, as far as my memory 
serves me, give you such information. 

The Engineer for the docks was G. P. Bidden, Esq., who, I believe, was also one of the proprietors, and I know was 
most anxious to have the works of construction made light to reduce the quantities of each description, and, with this view, 
decided to have the walls of the river front and lock-pit constructed of cast-iron sheet piling, with concrete backing. It being 
decided to have the piles driven some 10 ft. into a bed of gravel, which was found to underlay the peat and silt, after the piles 
were driven, the excavation at the back of piles was taken out for a width of about 13 ft. at the level of gravel, which was 
found to average about 28 to 30 ft. below top of wall; the concrete was then started on top of gravel, being 13 ft. thick at 
bottom, and 6 ft. at top; the back being perpendicular, with two steps or benchings, and the front at a batter of 1 in 12, this 
being the batter the piles were driven to. The securing of the piles to concrete was done by means of strong bolts passing 
through the concrete to timber sills at the back, for which see sketch. This plan was carried out for walls in river front. But 
on excavating for the abutments of lock-gates it was found that the gravel was at a much higher level, and that the blue 
London clay was within from 4 to 5 ft. of the points of the piles. This being the case, the engineer decided to take advantage of 
this, and, to prevent any leakage, gave instructions for the gravel to be taken out and puddle-clay to be put in, excepting at 
the walls. It only then remained to provide a footing for the piles or procure longer ones. It was decided to have a concrete 
footing in front of the piles for a distance of 6 ft. and a depth of 9 ft. The piles were secured to a stage until the concrete 
was set, after this the concrete was carried up at the back, as in the case of the river wall, it being, in this case, 14 ft. thick at 
the bottom with the addition of the 6 ft. in front. After these walls were completed and the backing finished they began to 
show signs of weakness (the total depth of wall from point of pile to top of wall was about 40 ft.), and in one month they 
both had to be taken out, and on this occasion the piles were driven 5 ft. into the blue clay, the concrete backing increased to 
20 ft. thick at the bottom, and finished at the top of piling to 8 ft., on this was placed a brick wall 5 ft. thick at bottom, and 
3 ft. 6 in. at top, with counterforts every 20 ft., the depth of the wall being from 9 to 10 ft. On its completion it was found 
to stand well. The securing of the piles to concrete was as the same to river wall. 

I may state that had the piles been long enough to allow of them being driven into the blue clay in the first instance 
the wall would have been strong enough, as a pile front adds greatly to the strength of a wall, providing you have a good 
material to drive in. 

I remain, &c., 
W. WAKEFORD. 

P.S.—I have written my brother to see if he can find a letter I received from the firm of Pete, Brassey, & Betts, and to 
send it you. You can then see the position I hed. I am sorry to say I could not make it convenient to be in Sydney this 
coming week, as it is my pay week. 

KNoWING that Mr. Wakeford had been employed under Messrs. Peto, Brassey, & Belts in the construction of the Victoria 
London Docks, portion of the wharf works of which failed, I have requested him to furnish me with some information on 
the subject, which in the within letter he has kindly done. It will be interesting to the Honorable the Select Committee on 
Wharf Accommodation, as showing the proportion of width of wall at base to height finally adopted, which it will be 
observed tallies exactly with the proportions of the various wharf and dock walls which I had the honor to mention to the 
Committee.—E.O.M., 9/6/74. 

[To Evidence of Norman Se/fr, .Esq., 7 May, 1874.] 

BB 1. 

CIBcux&s QUAY IMPROVEMENTS.—SEPARATE BERTH SYSTEM. 

Plan A. 

Ss'ecIFxcATIoN of the work to be performed in the construction of a series of Retaining Walls in the Waterway of Sydney 
Cove, and the filling-in of reclaimed space; also the erection of five Pier-heads or Jetties, and all other work that may be 

- necessary to provide six new berths or wharfs for shipping, as shown on the accompanying drawing. 
Dredging bot- The foundations for the walls are to be commenced by dredging the mud or silt so as to lay bare the rock bottom the 
torn, whole width of the bottom course, with whatever clearance may be necessary to level the rock. Should the contractor require 

the use of the Government dredes, he will be charged by the Government at the rate of 8d. per cubic yard of material 
removed. 

Preparing beds. The rock to be prepared in level beds for first course of foundations, and to be so stepped that no stone has less than 
8 feet superficial on its bed, except in cases where there may be a steep angle on the bottom. 

Foundation The foundation courses to be made up to the thickness and height shown on the drawing, of approximate sections for 
courses. the different depths, and to have at least 12 inches of bond. 
Quay wall under The quay-wall is to be carried up from the foundation to low-water-mark in courses averaging 18 inches, and not less 
water, than 15 inches, to have an external batter of 2 inches to the foot, and an internal one of inch to the foot., or such other section 

as may be determined on when the work is in hand; the stones to be laid without mortar, and to be not less than 8 feet on the 
bed, to have their beds axed fair, and properly wrought joints. 

Quay wall above The wall of the quay is to be carried up to 13 feet above low-water-mark, in well-wi-ought stones with draft margin and 
water. 

picked We, and to be well bedded and jointed, stones not to average less than 8 feet on the bed except top course; the top 
course to be 2 feet thick, and the stones to be not less than 18 feet on the bed, all being 6 feet through stones; the wall to be 
set in fresh cement mixed with 21 times its bulk of clean sharp sand and well flushed into the joints; the top course to have 
large cast-iron dowels of similar size to those on present quay. The commencement of the wall at No. 1 berth is to be tied 
into the present wall, and at the termination the wall forming the commencement of No. 7 berth to be stepped back from 
bottom. The elevations of the walls, shown on the drawing, are from the soundings recently taken by the Government. Should 
any great variation be found in carrying out the work, the addition to or deduction from contract will be made at schedule 
rates. 

Present walls. The contractor will be at liberty to remove and used the stones of the present quay wall as the work proceeds and is 
filled in. 

Mooring-stones. The contractor to provide and bed four mooring-stones to every berth; such stones to contain not less than 72 cubic feet 
each, and to have a 3-inch hole drilled through them for ring-bolt or shackle. 

Tilling in. The contractor to fill in the whole of the reclaimed space. Immediately behind the wall the filling is to be sandstone 
ballast or rubble, 2 feet thick at top and sloping down at an angle of not less than 30 degrees; the ballast to be thrown in as the 
work of the wall proceeds, and to be well packed; the remainder of the space can be filled in with ordinary excavated material 
or rubbish. 

silt pits. There will be seven silt pits in the positions shown on drawing, to be either built in the reclaimed space as the filling 
proceeds and becomes well settled, or excavated in present quay; such pits to be constructed of approved brickwork in cement, 
and to be 6 feet by 10 feet internal measurement, and 8 feet deep ; the bottom to be of three courses laid fiat, and one on 

edge; 
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edge ; side walls 14 inches thick, the tops vaulted in three rings 44 inches each. Particular care is to be taken that the filling 
in is well packed and close behind skewbacks. Each pit to be provided with large cast-iron gully grating, in frame 18 x 36, 
grating in two halves ; an overflow pipe of 12-inch stoneware to be led, from each pit into the waters of the cove through the 
new wall. 

The whole of the new surface up to the present roadway is to be ballasted 12 inches thick, and mctalled with blue metal Forming and 
f ordinary gauge, 6 inches thick; the surface to be formed with a depression to each berth over the silt pits as shown on the ballasting, 
plan and in small section ; this portion to be 2 feet 9 inches to 3 feet below the level of the quay wall, and to have on its two 
high sides an 18-inch retaining wall, forming a platform against which to back drays or other carriages; the top course of this Backing walls 
wall to be 18 x 18, and clean-chiselled with a 3-inch chamfer, set in cement. These depressed portions, which form also the for drays. 
catches for the drainager will slope up gradually at the end of the retaining wall to the level of quay. 

This contract will also include the deepening of berth No. 6 for the heel of the vessel, by removing the rock in benches, 
say 16, 18, and 20 feet deep, as shown on drawing. The approximate quantity of excavation required is 40 cubic yards. The 
contractor will have also to include under this contract the construction of the five pier heads or jetties, 30 feet wide and 50 
feet long, as shown on the drawing; but as there are three different methods proposed for constructing them, each will be 
described separately, and the tender must keep them separate under their respective heads, viz., No. 1 timber, No. 2 brick, 
No. 3 stone. 

Pier Heads or Jellies, No. 1. (Tinsler.) 

The jetties to be 30 feet wide and 50 feet long, and to be built in accordance with the specification for the all-timber Timber jetty. 
wharf, plan B. The piles to be twenty in number, at about 10 feet centres, and to be not less than 20 inches in diameter at the 
head, where they are to be tenoned for cross-heads 14 x 7; jetties planked with 6-inch hardwood. There will be also four diagonal 
piles cross-ways, and two fore and aft, and four mooring or fender piles to each jetty. The planking at shore end to rest on and be 
bolted to an ironbark plate 14 x 14, securely bolted to the stonework of new quay by twelve lewis bolts 14-inch diameter. A curb 
to run round sides and ends; that on outside to be in one piece, and to project 6 feet along stone wall, with three bolts 14-  mcli 
diameter to fasten it thereto. The quality of timber, tarring of same, iron, and all details of fastenings and construdtion, 
to be in accordance with the specification for wharf to accompany plan B, and which will apply to this portion of the work. 

Pier Heads or Jellies, No. 2. (llricic.) 

The pier heads under this plan are to be constructed by levelling the bottom, and then sinking a hollow pier of brick- ueneral deserip. 
work laid in cement, such pier being then filled up with concrete, and connected to the main quay wall with timber girders tion. 
bridging the intervening space of 30 feet, and plankeil with 6-inch hardwood in the manner specified for timber jetties. 

The piers are to be 40 feet by 30 feet at the bottom, and to taper up to 30 feet by 20 feet at low.water-line ; above that 
to be carried up with vertical walls, the top finished with a coping course of stone 2 feet thick in 6 feet through stones similar 
to the main quay. The bottom of piers to be at least 8 courses thick, the outer walls 4 bricks or 3 feet thick, and the two 
cross walls each way 14 inches thick, forming a section of 9 spaces; the material to be approved hard-pressed bricks set in cement 
made with twice its bulk of sand. The interior of the pier to be filled with concrete made from sandstone rubble, &c. 

The bed of the cove is to be prepared by first dredging away the mud, and then levelling the rock by cutting off pro. Preparing bet- 
jections or filling up hollows with hard ballast well packed in; a final levelling shall be made by the divers when the pier is torn. 
within 6 feet of the bottom. 

These piers can be built on a pontoon, which is lowered as the work proceeds, and sunk when within a short distance of Method of con. 
the bottom in order to draw it away from under the pier; or they may be built on a wooden stage, and lowered by screws, as struetion. 
the section will about displace its own weight of water. They must be placed accurately in their positions, and the contractor 
must not fill them up with concrete or draw the guide piles until the inspector is satisfied that they are in place. It will be 
optional with the contractor to substitute a stone wall similar to the wall of quay from low.water-line upwards for the brick 3 
feet thick. 

An ironbark plate 30 feet long to be bolted to coping course of main quay and of the pier with 14 lewis bolts, and the Timber.work. 
intervening space of 30 feet bridged with seven ironbark girders 16 x 12, bolted to the 14 x 14 plates with 14-inch  bolts, and 
planked with 6-inch hardwood planks as specified for timber wharf; the girders to be 40 feet long, extending 5 feet on the wharf 
at each end. Two curbs of hardwood 40 feet, 12 x 12, bolted with nuts let in flush. 

Pier Heads, No. 3. (Stoise.) 

If the jetties are built of stone, the first 30 feet of return wall of the quays at the angles will be omitted, and will be 
equivalent to the 30 feet wall at end of jetty. There will thus be 100 feet run of wall, and one internal and one external angle 
additional to each head, being 500 lineal feet altogether. The average depth of walls will be a little over 35 feet below low-
water-mark, and the foundation must be 14 feet thick, tapering up to 4 feet; as for the other walls, the interior to be filled with 
ballast, packed solid for 20 feet from bottom, the remainder filled with quarry rubbish, the large stuff being packed outside, the 
top ballasted and metalled as the main quay—all above water-mark as described for the main work. 

- General Coisdilions. 

The contractor shall h'e at liberty to obtain the whole of the stone he may require for this work from the Government Quarrying stone'  
quarries at the north-east end of the quay, within bounds to be laid down. Any further information that contractors may 
require will be furnished on application. 

The whole of the work under this contract is to be carried out in a thoroughly first-class manner, and to the satisfac. 
tion of the Inspector appointed by the Government, who shall at all times have access to the work above or below water, and 
shall have power to reject any work that in material or workmanship is not performed to the intent or meaning of this speei- Contracters are 
fication, and is to be completed by the first day of September 1875 next, under a penalty of Ten pounds per day for each and invited to stats 
every day, &c. their own time. 

The contractor will have to furnish a schedule of prices on which his contract is based, and it shall be in the power of 
the Government or the officer acting for them to make any additions to the retaining walls or other work that may require to 
be altered, such alterations to be paid for at the schedule rates, and may include fouudationsfor cranes, countcrforts to walls, &c. 

The contractor will be required to give a price for which be will construct the quays without the pier-heads, but including 
the silt pits, drains, gratings, forming, and metalling ; also additional prices for the five piers, in timber, brick, and stone 
respectively, and attach to his tender a schedule of prices for the following portions of the work 

Stone-work under water, per cubic yard. Piles, 20-inch heads, per foot run. 
(in cement) above water, per cubic yard. Coppering piles, per foot super 22 ozs. 

Packed ballast under water, per cubic yard. Girders, ironbark, in place, per cubic foot. 
Ordinary rnbbish shot in, per cubic yard. Planking (fixed), 6-inch per square. 
Brickwork in cement silt pits, per rod. ileadstocks, 14 x 7, &c., per foot cubic, in place. 
Ballastiug surface, per cubic yard. Bolts, &c., and straps, per cwt. 
Metalling surface, per cubic yard. Tarring, per square. 

Payments will be made at the rate of 80 per cent. on the work done every fortnight, and the balance of each separate 
berth three months after satisfactory completion. 

CIRCULAR QUAY IMPEOVEMENTS.—SEPARATE BERTH Sysvzia. 

Plan B 

SrscnucATxoN of the work required in the construction of improved wharfage accommodation (being six separate berths, num-
bered 1 to 6 respectively) at the Circular Quay, Sydney Cove. 

The work included under this contract will be five timber jetties and wharfs, numbered 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6, and one stone General descrip. 
retaining wall with the necessary filling-in, numbered berth 3, as shown on the accompanying plan marked B. Gee. 

As 
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Stone wharf. As the berth No. 3 having a stone retaining wall will be in all respects similar to that berth on plan A (which is for 
wharfs all of stone), the sections and elevations on that plan A, and, the description thereof in accompanying specification, shall 
apply to the wharf under this plan B. 

Timber wharfs. The jetties and wharfs 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6 are shown on plan B, the jetties being 30 feet wide, the intervening spaces 50 
feet wide, and the new wharf for ferry steamers or lighters 60 feet by 70 (but no floating stage or landing punt is included 
under this contract). The whole is to be built oil piles, and on plates bolted to the present quay walls, as hereafter particularly 
specified. 

Piles. The piles are to be driven in the exact position laid down on the detail drawings, and will average 10 feet from centre to 
ccntre. They must be of one of the following timbers, viz. :—Ironbark, box, mahogany, or turpentine, and are not to be less 
than 18 inches diameter at the head, nor less than 12 inches at the foot. The fender piles, as well as the diagonal or bracing 
piles, are to be not less than 22 inches at the head nor 12 inches at the toe. 

Driving pike. The piles are to be shod with a wrought iron shoe having a steel point welded on ; the shoe including spikes to be not 
less than 56 lbs. weight, and the steel point at least 1 lb. ; they are to be driven with a ram or monkey of not less than 30 
cwt., and will not be considered home until this weight falling from a height of 12 feet will only drive them 1* inch with six 
consecutive blows. All the piles that come close to the shore nhere there is less than 6 feet of mud must have a 12-inch hole 
drilled into the rock, with a boring tool made for the purpose, at least 18 inches deep, and the foot of the pile dressed to fit the 
hole. When the piles are being driven, they must have their heads protected with a ring of sufficient strength to prevent them 
splitting, and any that may become thus or otherwise damaged must be drawn and replaced by others. 

Tenon on heads The heads of the piles are to be cut to a tenon 8 inches wide by 14 inches deep, and covered with a piece of 7-lb. sheet 
of piles, lead to keep out the weather, and interposed between the pile and headstock ; the heads of the diagonal piles to be checked or 

halved under the headstocks, and also have a piece of 7 lb. lead interposed and turned over sufficiently to protect the head of 
the pile. There will be six diagonal piles to each jetty, the fastenings will be two 1*-inch  bolts through headstock, and one 1. 
inch bolt through the next vertical pile. 

There will also be twelve mooring or fender piles to each berth; they are to be driven with a batter, as shown on draw-
ing, and secured with a wrought iron strap of 4 x flat iron. and through bolts ; the piles which are carried up for moorings are 
to be neatly dressed in the customary manner, and have an iron cap similar to those on the western side of the quay; the piles 
which are only for fenders are to have their heads rounded off to the level of curb, and be protected with an iron cap. 

Wall plates. The wall plates for hcadetocks to run all round on the edge of the present quay wall will be of 14 x 14 ironbark, 
securely bolted to stone-work by 1 lewis bolts, not more than 8 feet apart, and the plates for ends of planks also of ironbark 
12 x 12, and, as the height of the surface of new wharfs will be about 13 feet above low-water-mark, the present quay being 
10 feet, there will require to be a 16-inch course of stone laid on behind the 14 x 14 plate to carry the 12 x 12 one; these 
stones to be 3 feet through stone,, and set in cement; the contractor will have also to renew wall where out of repair at the 
south-eastern corner. 

Headstocks. The headstocks are to be of sound ironbark without the heart of the log in them, they are to be 14 inches x 7 full 
measurement., and are 'to be properly fitted to the shoulders of pile heads, and through bolted with two 1* bolts, which are to 
have square heads and nuts, and a square washer of 1*-inch  plate, under each; for the projecting pier-heads the head-stocks 
are to be 30 feet in one length, and for the remainder of the wharf there is not to be more than one scarf on one pile, and no 
two scarfs are to be on adjoining piles in the same line ; the scarfs to be not less than 3 feet long, lock scarfs, and fitted 
together in a workmanlike manner; a piece of well-tarred felt to be interposed at the joint, which is to be brought together with 
two vertical bolts It diameter, with 3-inch square plate washers *-inch thick ; the 1*-inch bolts through pile head to go one 
through each half of the scarf. The ends of the headstocks resting on the wall-plates to be checked 1 inch, and secured with 
1* bolts or straps. 

Planking. The planking to be of ironbark, blackbutt, or blue gum, other timber only subject to special approval, to be 7 x 6, 8 x 6, 
or 9 x 6, and to be in such lengths as to make two planks come between the butts on the same headstock, the butts of planks 
to be kept half an inch apart; the planking is to be fastened with I blunt bolts headed in the driving, the bolts to be 12 inches 

S'sstvning  of long, the bolt holes to be bored with a 1-inch augur 3 inches deeper than the length of the bolts, and skewed or angled 3 inches 
planks, to the foot. 

The bolts are to be driven into alternate headstocks, except at the butts of the planks, where there will be one bolt in 
each. 

Curb. A curb or fender piece of sound ironbark, 12 x 12 square, with top angles chamfered 1* inch, is to be fitted all round 
the sides of wharf, and pieces 14 x 8 inches at the ends; the side pieces are to be secured to headstocks and piles by double 
anchor bolts, 1* inch in diameter, having straps of 3 xflat, iron, with holes for two 1-inch bolts ; one of these bolts to go 
through headstock and pile, and one through pile below the shoulder, the 1*-inch  nut on anchor bolt to be six-sided, and let 
flush into the curb with a circular washer, and screwed up with a box key; the anchor bolts at the end will be similar, but go 
through the outer headstock and the planking. 

The whole of the timber is to receive one coat of coal or kerosene tar laid on hot before the work is fitted in its place, 
and an additional coat after it is completed; all the iron-work, except the threads of screws, to be heated and immersed in coal 
tar, the threads to be dipped in linseed oil. 

General C'ondiions. 

The contractor shall be at liberty to obtain the whole of the stone lie may require for this work from the Government 
quarries at the N.E. end of the quay, within bounds to be laid down. Any further information that contractors may require 
will be furnished on application. 

The whole of the work under this contract is to be carried out in a.thoroughly first-class manner, and to the satisfaction 
of the Inspector appointed by the Government, who shall at all times have access to the work above or below water, and shall 
have power to reject any work that in material or workmanship is not performed to the intent or meaning of this specification, 

Contractors are and is to be completed by the Friday of September, 1875, next, under a penalty of Ten pounds per day for each and every 
invited to state day, &c. 
their own time. The contractor will have to furnish a schedule of prices on which his tender is based, and it shall be in the power of the 

Government, or the officer acting for them, to make any additions to the retaining walls or other work that may be required to 
be altered, such alterations to be paid for at the schedule rates, and may include foundations for cranes, counterforts to 
walls, &c. 

The contractor will be required to give a price for which he will construct the five timber wharfs with pier-heads, and 
the one quay of stone, including the raising stone wall of present quay for new plates, and the deepening of berth No. 6, by 
removing 40 yards of rock as described in specifications to plan A, and the forming and metalling behind wall plates, and also 
attach to his tender a schedule of prices for the following portions of the work 

Stone-work under water, per cubic yard. Coppering piles, per foot super 22 oz. 
(in cement) above water, per cubic yard. Girders, ironbark, in place, per cubic foot. 

Packed ballast under water, per cubic yard. Planking (fixed) 6-inch, per square. 
Ordinary rubbish shot in, per cubic yard. ileadetocks 14 x 7, &c., per foot cubic in place. 
Ballasting surface, per cubic yard. Bolts, &c., and straps, per cwt. 
Metalling surface, per cubic yard. Tarring, per square. 
Piles 20-inch heads, per foot run. 

Payment will be made at the rate of 80 per cent, on the work done every fortnight, and the balance of each separate 
berth three months after satisfactory completion. 

Nie Wharfs, Syduey coee.—Eos'nv of Tender. 

WE hereby offer to construct the whole of the work described in the foregoing Specifications to Plans A and B respectively, 
and to enter into the customary bonds for the due performance of the same, to the satisfaction of the Government of New 
South Wales, or their appointed Agent, on the following terms :- 

For 
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For the whole of the work described in Specification to Plan A, but without 
pier-heads ................................................................................. 

For 5 timber pier-heads (additional) ...................................................... 
For 5 brick and timber pier-heads (additional) .......................................... 
For 5 stone pier-heads ........................................................................ 

Total for Plan A, with timber heads ..................................................................................... 
brick and timber heads ..................................................................... 
all stone 
alltimber ....................................................................................... 

Contractor 

Proposed Bondsmen 

[To the Evidence of M. Musson, 19 May, 184j 

CC L 
Cop1 of letter with Maccost 4' co.'s plan. - 

Sydney, 3 March, 1874. 
The Under Secretary for Works. 

Sir, 
By permission of the Honorable the Secretary for Works, we beg to submit tender and plan for fourteen new berths 

or wharfs at Sydney Cove, that is, eight constructed of stone, giving each vessel a separate berth, and three jetties for six 
berths, the latter to be constructed of cast-iron piles made in the Colony, with a superstructure of timber. The work will 
include the filling in of the reclaimed ground, ballasting and metalling the same ready for traffic. 

The whole of the work to be done in a good and workmanlike manner, and to the satisfaction of the Engineer-in-Chief 
of Karbours and Rivers. 

Should our plan or system be approved of, we will furnish detail drawings of the jetties with specificatirns. go,000. 
The whole of this work we offer to construct for the sum of £90,000, being £6,428 per berth. 
Should our plan be adopted and not our offer to construct, we respectfuUy claim a commission thereon of 2 per cent. 

We have, &e., 
J. MUSSON & CO. 

 

APPEOXIMLTE Cost of the various plans. 

Numhrof 
berths. Total length. Total cost. CO5treiI foot 

feet £ £ 
1,300 106,600 82 Mr. Selfe's average of tenders—For stone ...........................................6 

Mr. Gowliand's average of tenders—For timber jetties ............................ 20 4,000 225,000 56 
Mr. Moriarty's, in iron, estimated ........................................................ 11 1,940 75,000 38 
Messrs. Musson & Co.'s 14-berth plan, 8 stone wharfs and 3 jetties, iron 
piles and timber superstructure .................................................... 14 2,750 100,000 £36 7s. 

 

Messrs. Musson & Co. to The Chairman of the Select Committee on Wharf Accommodation. 
Sydney, 7 May. 

Sir, 
We have the honor to enclose specification for the 14-berth plan, sent in March 3, for the improvement of Circular 

Quay. 
We beg in addition to state, that we base our estimate upon not less than 20 feet at low-water ; but as the rock slopes 

rapidly, the actual depth under a vessel's keel would not be less than 25 feet. We have assumed that the average height of the 
retaining wall at 35 feet, of such dimensions as we consider most ample to perform the required work, especially as the backing 
or filling will be all rubble stone. Should, however, the Government require that the wall be increased in size, Nye would 
require to be paid a proportionate sum at a schedule rate. We are also prepared to set the whole of the masonry below the 
water line as well as above in Portlaocl cement, and to hand-pack the ballast or rubble behind the retaining wall; but as this 
work would entail a large extra expenditure and the construction of coffer-dams, we would require an additional sum of 
£10,000. 

As a guarantee for the stability of work, we would leave 10 per cent, of the amouut of the contract in the lsands of the 
Government for (say) six months after completion of contract. 

We have, &c., 
J. MUSSON & CO. 

N.B.—The jetties are so placed that they can be extended to 300 or 600 feet, as the traffic of the port requires. 

14-BERTH PLAN.—SpEcn'ICA'rION. 

THE walls for eight berths shall consist of heavy masonry built on the bed-rock, of such dimensions as shown on the plan. 
The rock to be levelled, and all soft portions removed, to afford a proper bed for foundation course, which shall consist of large 
stones 2 feet in thickness, and not less then 15 feet area on the bed. 

The wall to be carried up in courses varying in thickness, but none to be less than 16 inches, and not less than 10 super. 
ficial feet on the bed. Where the wall is not more than 5 feet wide the stones are to be laid header and stretcher. siterustely. 
The coping course to be all through stones 2 feet thick, and not less than 4 feet in length. 

The stones to be axe.clressed on beds and joints. 
The masonry below low-water to be laid dry, and above low-water to be set in cement composed of 21 clean sharp sand 

to 1 of the best Portland cement. 
The top of the wall above low-water will be 13 feet. 
The reclaimed space behind the wall to be filled in with stone rubble. 
The ground when brought up to a proper level to be formed and ballasted 12 inches thick, and covered over with blue. BaIlttln. 

stone metal 6 inches thick, broken to a gauge of 2 inches. 
Tnii 
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Jetties, The jetties to be constructed of cast-iron screw piles, 12 inches in diameter, to be placed (say) 16 feet from centre to centre 
each way, and sunk to a good and solid foundation—the il-hole to be properly braced together. 

The superstructure to consist of approved hardwood. 
The head-stocts in long lengths, 14 a 14. 
Corbels 6 feet long, 12 a 12. 
Girders in long lengths, 12 a 12, and placed 5 feet 4 inches from centre to centre. 
The whole to be covered with 4'inch planking, spiked down to girders. 
The timber-work to be properly sccurcd with straps and bolts, and the whole of it to receive two coats of Stockholm tar 

laid on hot. 
The whole of the work to be done in a workmanlike manner, and to the satisfaction of the Eagineer-in-Citief. 
Payments to be made monthly, at the rote of 90 per cent, on the work done—the balance in six months after completion. 

J. MIJSSON & Co. 

DD. 

[Ordered to be appended, 25 Tune, 1874.1 

Thomas Woore, Esq., to The Colonial Secretary. 
Bedleaf, Double Bay, 

25 May, 1874. 
Sir, 

I herewith forward a suggestion in reference to the improvement of Sydney Cove as a shipping port, for the 
consideration of the Select Committee appointed to investigate that subject, of which you are the Chairman. 

I have had some experience in the handling of ships, and believe this plan to be simple and very much more convenient 
for their rapid discharge and loading of cargo than any that has yet appeared to the public, besides affording the greatest 
amount of accommodation the cove is capable of giving. 

I have no expectation of anything being countenanced that emanates from me; but that must not prevent my making 
this scheme public before the work is decided upon, although it would be folly in my going into greater detail. 

I have, &c., 
THOMAS WOORE. 

Thomas Woore, Esq., to The Colonial Secretary. 
Redleaf, Double Bay, 

3 June, 1874. 
Sir, 

I beg to enclose some remarks upon the improvement of the wharfage in Sydney Cove, to accompany the plan I 
forwarded to you last week, for the consideration of the Select Committee appointed to investigate that subject. 

And have, &c., 
THOMAS WOORE. 

.Renia,'lcs nposs tke Whcesfage of Sydney Cove, to accom/pamy Mr. Woore's plan: 
I FIND I am late in offering my suggestion on the improvement of Sydney Cove, and therefore now write these remarks. I 
did not interfere until, in looking over the various plans proposed, I thought I could improve upon them. I conceive the 9bject 
sought is to obtain the greatest amount of accommodation for ships the port would afford, combined with the greatest facility 
in berthing, loading, and unloading them, and that during those operations they would be secure from injury ; therefore, as a 
seanan, I cannot but disapprove of this mode of interlacing the yards and, rigging that is proposed in almost all the plans, by 
overlapping the ships' hulls or ranging them in close proximity at separate wharfs, in order to obtain greater accommodation, 
when all the above requisites may be obtained without doing so. Slnps are not like waggons, that may be safely driven into a 
narrow gateway. When a strong wind is acting upon their broadsides, it is very difficult to guide them into narm'ow docks, and 
the berahmhg in all these plans is little else ; besides, it requires much time, and there is considerable risk to their spars in doing 
so. In drawing such plans, it is not enough merely to consider the breadth of the ship (about 40 feet) ; there are yards over 
tlieni that extend 100 feet to be protected therefore they require much more space to move in than is allowed them. And in 
plan B there are two ships (the "Sobraon" and Underley") that could not be .safely moored, as represented, but at great 
inconvenience to those adjoining, as hawscrs would have to be laid across the decks of the inner ships to secure the extremes 
of the outer to the wharfs, and anchors laid out in the cove from their bows and sterns, to prevent collision and rubbing each 
other to pieces. 

Ships, if possible, should be brought up to a straight line of wharf, berthing them with as little swinging as possible, as 
it facilitates the operation, saves time, avoids accidents from fouling, and in case of fire they may be readily cut adrift from the 
wharf and towed into the stream. None of the plans afford these requisites, excepting C and D, and they have other dis' 
qualifications. 

Besides, ships require much more space on the wharfs immediately adjoining them for loading and unloading than is 
afforded them in these plans. 

In plan A the outlet for two ships is confined to 80 feet, with very limited wharf space for sorting. In B the outlet 
from the Sobraon" and "tJnderley" is equally confined, although the other ships have more room. In C four ships have but 
120 feet between them. In I) eight ships are confined to 200 feet. In F there is from 120 to 190 feet for two ships at each 
pier. It does not appear whether the drays are to load upon the latter piers, hut under any circumstances, confusion, delay, 
and damage must occur from this confined space ; consequently I consider them all defective, either in the facility of berthing 
the ships, time want of security when berthed, and their not having sufficient room for rapid discharge and loading cargo. 

The plan I propose meets these difficulties, and possesses other considerable advantages. All the wharfs would be 
straight or comparatively straight in s'eference to the length of the ships, and have from 200 to 250 feet of clear water space 
opposite each berth to move the ships in, to allow colliers, barges, or donkey steam-engines for unloading to come alongside. 
And as they would all lie parallel to the line of wharf or pier, the greatest facility would be atl'orded them for moving 
without swinging, as they may be towed direct to and from their berths, and rapidly taken away, should fire occur, either on 
shore or on board, wit liout risk of fouling each other. 

Under such circumstances, there would be room for thirty-eight ships of the largest size to be safely berthed in the 
cove; if smaller, a greater number may be acconasuodated, as it would not be necessary that a small slup should occupy the 
same whmarfage space as a large one, which is the case in the other plans proposed, as the ships would be berthed according to 
their length along a straight wharf, and I appi'chend there will be many small intercolonial ships entering the port that will 
require accommodation. 

Twelve of these large ships would lie along the quays without overlapping, where there would be ample room for the 
erection of sheds and bonds as is shown in the drawing. The other twenty-six ships would be berthed alongside the three 
piers, where they would have equal facility of approach and departure as those at the qnays; and all may be securely lashed 
alongside of them, without outer wam'ps, which would materially interrupt the passage of the other vessels. 

The objection that has been raised to such long piers is time hinmited space they afford at their junction with the wharfs 
to discharge the cargoes of so many ships as they accommodate. This I propose to meet by placing four lines of tramway upon 
each pier, two on each side of the platform, connected by turn-tables, with a space of 20 feet between for foot thoroughfare, 

upon 
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upon which trucks would run, passing out on one line and in upon the other, hauled by an endless rope, worked between the 
rails under the trucks, to which the latter may be attached or detached at pleasure, motion being given to the ropes by a small •  
steam-engine placed at the end of the wharf. The ships would load from and discharge into these trucks, which would pass close by their gangways (no stages being 
required), offering great facility for so doing; they would then be hauled along the tramway into large sheds, to be erected 
upon the wharfs, as represented iii the drawing. The trucks would there be shunted and conveyed to sepwrate compairtments— 
one appointed to each ship for loading and uuloading. To prevent any mixing of cargo, or other confusion, I propose that to each truck, as it is loaded, should be attached a 
board with the ship's name legibly written thereon to which the goods belong, to ensure their quick and safe delivery, either 
to the ship at the pier or into the compartment allotted to her; and, if these compartments are partitioned off, there can be no 
possibility of mixing cargo. The principal shed would be 800 feet long by 80 feet wide, which would afford separate compartments for twenty s/sips 

(ten lying at each pier), with sufficient bondage store room, each of which compartments would have 70 feet of opening to the 
street, for the delivery of goods to drays. The smaller shed would be 300 feet long by 80 feet wide, affording 110 feet opening 
from the separate compartments for dray loading, with similar bonded stores. 

The piers would be constructed upon the same level as the wharfs, but the floor of the shed in the compartments would 
be raised to the level of the trucks and drays, so that the three would form one level bed to move the cargo on when loading or 
unloading. By this arrangement there would be the least risk of damaging the cargo, and the greatest facility given for 
transferring it. The shed should be capable of being securely locked up; and both them and the piers under the sole control of the 
Customs, as at Melbourne, where the system is found to answer well. The only difference is that the store at Melbourne would 
be situated 4 miles from the ships, while that at the cove would be close to them—a difference much in favour of Sydney. 

These piers may be covered or not. I am disposed to think it would be an unnecessary expense, as goods should never 
remain long upon them; even in wet weather, by covering the trucks with a tarpaulin, tkey could not sustain damage. 

As the cargo would be under cover, and capable of being locked up at any time, ships need not be prevented from landing 
goods for bond early in the day, to their great inconvenience and loss, as at present; and the gaugers would be sheltered, much 
to their comfort, which would economize time. I may also mention that this plan of wharfage affords the greatest facility for keeping the cove clear of silt by dredging, 
from that vessel being able to work in long straight lines. It would be almost impossible to clean out the proposed docks by 
dredging; and they would accumulate silt rapidly, from their form, and the waves of the cove, caused by passing vessels, con-
stantly washing into them. Also, that these long piers, built on piles, would ,iot interrupt the passage of small boats, as they 
could pass under them between the ships. I have not attempted, to go into the question of the cost of these works, which would require more time and attention to 
make a correct estimate than I am disposed to give; but I apprehend they would not be more expensive than others that do not 
afford a tenth of the advantages; and I may state that I believe the system that gives the greatest encouragement to the trade 
of the port, by,  promoting the rapid unloading and loading of ships in safety, would be found to be the cheapest, no matter 
what it cost, provided the money is judiciously expended. THOMAS WOORE. 

Sydney, 3rd June, 1874. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Governmeit Frinter.—.1874. 

.574-K 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

WHARF ACCOMMODATION, CIRCULAR QUAY. 
(LETTER OF J. MUSSON & CO., IN REFERENCE TO.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 9 J'ine, 1874. 

J. Musso & Co. to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKs. 

Sydney, 3 March, 1874. 
SIR, 

By permission of the Honorable the Minister for Works, we beg to submit tender and plan for 
fourteen new berths or wharfs at Sydney Cove, that is,—eight constructed of stone, giving each vessel a 
separate berth, and three' jetties giving six berths; the latter to be constructed of cast-iron piles, made in 
the Colony, with a superstructure of timber. 

The work will include the filling in of the reclaimed space, ballasting and metalling the same ready 
for traffic. 

Should our plan or system be approved of, we shall be glad to furnish detail drawings of the jetties, 
&c., with specifications. 

The whole of the work to be done in a good and workmanlike manner, and to the satisfaction of the 
Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers. 

The whole of this work we offer to construct for the sum of ninety thousand pounds (90,000). 
Should our plans and specification be adopted, and not our prices, we claim on the cost of con-

struction a commission of 2i per cent. 
We beg to point out that several of the berths can with ease be made longer. We also suggest 

that a large derrick-crane be constructed on the most northern wharf, 100 feet high, and capable of lifting 
70 tons weight. 

We have, &c., 
JOHN MUSSON & CO. 

P.S.—We are willing to construct the sheds at £20 per square. We also give the Government the 
option of having timber piles (coppered) in the jetties at our price, or timber without copper, in which 
case the value of the copper to be deducted. 

J. M. & Co. 

[3.] 624— 
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NE W SOuTH WALES. 
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REPORT 

OF 

ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF FOR HARBOTJRS AND RIVERS 

ON 

THE SUBJECT OF DOCKS GENERALLY, BEARING UPON 

THE PROPOSAL OF THE GOVERNMENT TO CONSTRUCT A NEW 

FIRST CLASS DOCK AT COCKATOO ISLAND. 

O1IIERED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY TO BE PRINTED, 

10 March, 1874. 

SYDNEY: THOMAS RICHARDS, GOVERNMENT PRINTER. 

1874. 
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DOCKS. 

THE ENGiwEE n-IN-CHIEF FOR HARBOTJRS AND RIVERS to THE HONORABLE THE 
SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

REPORT on the subject of Docks generally, bearing upon the proposal of the 
Government to construct a new first class Dock at Cockatoo Islcnd. 

DRY BOOKS. 
IN attention to Mr. Secretary Sutherland's directions that I should furnish him with 
a Report on the subject of Docks generally, as bearing upon the proposal submitted 
by Government to Parliament to construct a new first-class dock at Cockatoo Island, 
which would be capable of taking in the largest class of ships, I have the honor to 
lay before him the following short Report upon the' subject, illustrated by a few 
sketches of the different kinds of docks which have been brought into use from time 
to time at other plAces. 

Various methods have been had recourse to for cleaning and repairing the 
immersed parts,of boats and vessels. In early times theywere prpbably hauled upon 
the beach for this purpose, or, in situations where there was suffibient rise and fall of 
the tide, they were placed at high-water on the beach, where the receding tide 
would leave them high and dry; but as the requirements of .navigation demanded 
the employment of larger vessels, different and less simple methods had to be 
resorted to. Careening, or heaving down, forming gridirons on the flat shore, where 
the rise and, fall of tide was sufficient, graving docks; and patent slips, balance 
docks, sectional docks, and hydraulic lifts have been tried, where the circumstances 
seemed to favour each particular plan; and it is worthy of remark that in this 
harbour are to be found examples of nearly all these different appliances. 

Careening—a practice now nearly obsolete—was brought to a considerable 
degree of perfection by the Dutch towards the end of the last century, and was 
also extensively practised in the French arsenals as well as in those of England. 
It was performed in one or other of the following ways :—The vessel to be examined 
having first been partly lightened, as much of the cargo or ballast as was considered 
safe was moved to one side, causing her to heel over, and exposing to view a con-
siderable portion of the other side, which could then be cleaned, caulked, or repaired. 
This was, however, a dangerous practice, as was shown by the capsizing and founder-
ing of the "Royal George," at Spithead, in August, 1782, with Admiral Kempenfeldt 
and his whole crew of 600 men. 

In addition to the danger attending this, method of careening, there was also 
the objection that it was frequently attended by a distortion of the shape of the ship, 
which was caused by the unequal stress brought on the exposed side of the vessel 
during the operation, and which was rendered permanent by the driving of caulking 
into the seams. 

Careening or heaving-down was also performed by bringing the vessel along-
side of another vessel or wharf, whereon suitable capstans and other appliances had 
been provided, and, by means of ropes or tackles fastened to the masts, heaving her 
dowrn to one side until the other side was clear of the water, in which position 
she was secured while being repaired or coppered; the operation being then repeated 
for the other side. 

296—A In 
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In Mosman's Bay are still to be seen the wharfs, with the remains of capstans 
and other appliances of the heaving-down establishment formerly carried on there 
by Captain Mosman, who gave his name to the place. In the early times, and 
indeed for many years after its settlement, this was the only repairing establishment 
in this Colony; but as its trade advanced, and the requirements of the port increased, 
it fell into disuse and came to be succeeded by the other, and more perfect methods 
adopted in the present day. 

The ordinary "dry" or 11  graving docks" as they are generally designated—
the latter name being supposed to be derived from the French word grève, which 
signifies a flat beach or shore, these docks being generally formed in such positions—
are of a very ancient date. From a mere excavation in the river's bank, open to the 
tide, and occasionally lined with timber to support the soft earth, to the granite 
docks introduced by the late Mr. Rennie, the change has been gradual and pro-
gressive; as has also been the advance from the wooden floating docks which were 
found on the Thames and elsewhere about the beginning of the present century, to 
the large iron floating docks of Carthagena and Ferrol, in later times, designed by 
another member of the same distinguished family of engineers. 

As far back as 1623 there was a graving dock at Deptford, and in 1667 
there was another at Rochefort for the repairs of the French ships of war. Since 
then they have been constructed in almost every important port of Great Britain, 
France, and America, where the formation of the ground or the character of the 
soil was suitable for such works. 

There are, however, many situations where, owing to the occurrence of 
unsuitable soils, such as quicksands, mud, peat, or gravel of great depths, and 
charged with water, or rock much fissured or disturbed, the construction of dry 
docks of masonry is difficult and expensive. Of this a striking example is to be found 
in the history of the United States Dry Dock at New York. In other situations 
where the ground is suitable, as is the case at Liverpool and Birkenhead, and 
markedly so in this port, their constructidn becomes almost reduced to a simple 
question of excavation. At Liverpool, the old red sandstone formation in which the 
docks are excavated, being perfectly homogeneous, and almost free from water, very 
little more was required than the mere scooping out of the dock to the required 
form and building the pier heads; the great rise and fall of the tide in the river 
Mersey rendering pumping almost unnecessary. 

In Port Jackson, as regards the formation of the rock, the operation of dock 
excavation is equally simple, the sandstone here being quite as sound and free from 
leaky joints as is the red sandstone at Liverpool, but, in consequence of the small 
rise and fall of the tide, which is only from 4 to 6 ft., pumping machinery to empty 
the dock is required. 

The difficulties which I have referred to as being found in the construction of 
masonry docks in some situations, to withstand the external pressure of the water, and 
be perfectly watertight at all times, and which shall also be able to sustain the weight 
of heavy ships upon the blocks, has led to the invention of many ingenious substitutes, 
a few of which, and the peculiarities of the circumstances which have led to their 
adoption, I shall now endeavour to describe. 

FLOATING DOCKS. 

- The earliest examples of floating docks somewhat resembled large boxes, 
with gates to the open ends, which on being closed and the docks pumped out, gave 
access to the bottoms of the vessels in them. These docks were very common in 
former years on the Thames, at Portsmouth, and at most of the,dockyard establish-
ments, and they are still employed in some of the French ports. A dock of this 
description may be seen in this harbour at present, where it has been worked with 
complete success for many years, and where it has proved itself to be a most valuable 
aquisition. 

The balance docks and sectional docks constructed of timber, which are 
improvements by Mr. Gilbert, of the U. S. Navy, on the box floating dock last 
described, have been principally used in America. The sectional dock is composed 
of a number of pontoons and frames, capable of being joined together; as many 
pontoons being used as may be required to suit the size of the vessel to be lifted. 
Each section consists of a water-tight rectangular wooden box or pontoon, secured 

to 
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to which are vertical frames supporting watertight boxes, which slide up and down, 
and can be fixed at any desired height by means of a rack-pinion motion. The com- 
plete dock thus consists of eight (8), ten (10), or as many more independent sections 
or pontoons as may be required, each one having its two movable air chambers secured 
within the frames, one on each side. The Philadelphia Sectional Dock consists of 
nine sections or pontoons, each 105 ft. in length by 32 ft. in width, and. 10 ft. 
deep. When united, they constitute a dock floor of 300 ft. long and 105 ft. wide. 
The total displacement when drawing 10 ft. of water is 5,800 .tons. Thetotl cost 
of the dock is stated to have been about £170,000,—a large sum for a structure of 
so perishable a material as wood, of which it is built. These pontoons and air-
chambers, however, being to a great extent independent of one another, neither is 
abI6 to support the adjoining ones, which is undoubtedly a great objection to docks 
of this description, and is stated to have been the cause of the destruction of that at. 
Callao, on which, while a ship was being lifted, in consequence of some of the boxes 
being lowered too quickly, the ship's keel got off the blocks, and she heeled over and 
sank, with the dock. Serious damage was also sustained by the San Francisco 
Dock, and H.M.S. "Teragant" nearly capsized while being lifted on it. A floating 
pontoon of similar kind capsized and sank in the London Docks, a nearly similar' 
accident happened to the dock constructed for Sourabaya, and the large dock erected 
at Rio was found to be utterly useless. The St. Thomas' Dock, constructed of 
iron, also sank, and remained for some years at the bottom of the harbour; it has, 
however, been lately raised, and is now in use. In consequence of these and some 
other accidents, these docks have lately come to be regarded with distrust. 

Sectional docks are sometimes used in counection with patent slips, the 
vessel after having been raised by the pontoons being hauled from them on to a 
patent slip, when the dock becomes available for other ships. 

An illustration of the United States Government Dock at Philadelphia of 
this kind is given on the opposite page. 

The balance docks, also mainly the invention of Mr: Gilbert, are a great 
improvement on the sectional docks, both as regards the safety of the vessels on 
them, and of the docks themselves. They are to be found in most of the dockyards 
of the United States, where they are worked with great success. 

The United States Government attaching considerable importance to having 
their ships of war out of water and under cover when laid up in ordinary, the docks 
of Pensacola and Portsmouth, and other ports in the United States, are so 
arranged that the pontoons on which the vessels are lifted are brought close to 
the slip-ways, on which the vessels can be drawn. These slips are of the usual form 
of construction. The dimensions of the Pensacola 'Dock are—length 350 ft., 
breadth 105 ft. 4 in., depth 38 ft. 3 in. Its cost is stated to have been as follows :-
Floating dock, £111,140; basin and slip-way, £70,645; caisson, £2,600; total, 
£184,385. 

In 1858 the Austrian Government employed Mr. Gilbert to construct a dock 
of this kind for the dockyard establishment of Pola, the character of the rock 
adjoining the arsenal being such as to preclude all prospedt of constructing a 
graving dock of the ordinary kind, except at a very great cost. The dock was built 
at Venice, and was towed to Pola, where it has since been worked with success. In 
connection with the floating dock there are thiee lines of slipway to receive the 
ships off the docks, when laid up for extensive repairs, the dock being thus left 
unoccupied, so as to be able to receive other vessels and place them in turn on the 
other slips. Some very heavy ships have been raised on this dock, the line-of-battle 
ship "Kaiser," of 3,225 tons, the iron-dads "Max," of 3,066 tons, and the "Don 
Juan d'Austria" of 2,128 tons, and many others, having been successfully raised on 
it and repaired. . 

The mode of working this dock is as follows :—The dock being moored in a 
sheltered and secure basin, in about 40 feet water, and sunk to the required depth 
by admitting water into the bottom compartment, the ship to be repaired is floated 
in, the water is then pumped out by steam power and the dock rises, carrying the 
ship with it till the surface of the lower compartment is clear of the water; the dock 
is then hauled in to a shallow basin and grounded at the end of one of the lines of 
railway, which are 700 feet in length, and rise with an inclination of about 9 in. 
in the 100 feet. Each line of rails would hold two first-class men-of-war or a 
greater number of small vessels. The absence of tide in the Adriatic and the corn-
pletely landlocked character of the harbour of Pola afforded peculiar facilities for the 
working of a floating dock of this description. Cart hagena 
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Carthagena and Ferrol Docks.—The Spanish Government having likewise 
found that there would be great difficulty in constructing stone graving docks at 
their naval arsenals of Carthagena and Ferrol, consulted Mr. Rennie in reference 
to the construction of floating docks which should be capable of lifting their iron-
clad ships, the weight of which would be from 5,000 to 6,000 tons. Two were 
accordingly constructed, one for Carthagena and a somewhat larger one for Ferrol, 
of the following dimensions 

Carthagena. Ferrol. 

Length . . .  . . .  
. . .  24 feet. 350 feet. 

Breadth . . .  . . .  . . .  105 105 
Height (outside) . . .  48 50 

The lifting chamber of the Carthagena Dock is 324 ft. long, that of Ferrol 
350 ft. .They are 105 ft. broad in both cases, and 11 ft. 6 in. and 12 ft. 6 in. deep 
respectively. 

Both docks are constructed of iron plates, and are divided by a number of 
longitudinal and transverse bulkheads; in the former there being twenty and in the 
latter twenty-two watertight compartments, by which means the stability of the 
structure is insured and its flotation regulated with the utmost accuracy. The water 
is admitted to any or all the compartments when it is desirable to sink the dock for the 
reception of a vessel, and is pumped out by means of the ordinary pumping machinery 
when it is desired to raise it. The basin at Carthagena, wherein the dock is moored, 
measuies about 1,800 ft. in length by 1,120 ft. in width, and has been excavated by 
dredging machinery to a uniform depth of about 50 ft. At the south-west qorner 
of this basin another shallow basin or dock has been constructed to receive the 
floating dock. This latter basin is of a uniform depth of 16 ft. 6., and is 382 ft~ 
in length on the north and 345 ft. on the south side, the inner end being curved 
to a radius of 320 ft. where the end of the dock, when in place, joins the slips, 
which radiate in three horizontal lines from the dock, so that after the dock has 
been grounded in the basin opposite to either of the lines of way the ship to be 
repaired may be drawn at oncen to the slips, thus relieving the dock, which may then 
be floated out, and kept in readiness to receive another vessel. The slips are 725 feet 
in length, 45 feet broad, and are constructed with altars similar to those in the 
ordinary docks, to admit of the ships being securely shored up on them. Each slip 
will hold two first-class, or a greater number of smaller vessels. 

The acco1panying sketch of the Carthagena dock, which shows a ship under-
going repairs in it, will illustrate the design and afford some idea of the general 
construction and mode of working it and the slips. The shallow basin in which the 
dock is grounded may be closed by means of a caisson and the water pumped out, 
should it be necessary to repair or paint the dock itself. 

The weight of the Carthagena Dock is 4,400 tons, and its cost was about 
£160,000, exclusively of the cost of the basin, slips, caisson, and other appliances, 
which would probably bring the whole cost up to about £350,000. The Spanish 
iron-clad ship "Numancia," weighing over 5,000 tons, and other ships of the same 
class, have been lifted on it and repaired with perfect safety. 

Gallao Ploating Dock.—An iron floating dock, similar in most respects to that 
just described, was constructed and sent to Callao. Its principal dimensions are—
total length, 300 feet; breadth over all, 100 feet; width inside, 76 feet; depth, 30 
feet; width on floor, 50 feet; depth of bottom compartment, 12 feet. This dock is 
represented on the accompanying sketch, which gives a perspective view of one side 
and end of it; the pumping engines are shown on the platforms on each side; the 
keel blocks, altars, ladders, &c., are shown in the inside. Preparatory to receiving a 
ship in the dock, the water is admitted into the bottom compartment, and the dock 
sinks to the line indicated by the letters BB, or as low as iñay be necessary, when the 
ship to be docked is hauled in, placed upon the blocks, and shored up from the sides; 
the pumps are then set in motion and the dock pumped out till the floor rises above 
the water-line, when free access may be obtained to all parts of. the vessel to be 
examined. 

Bermuda Rloating Dock.—In.1822 the British Government having determined 
on constructing docks for their ships of war at Bermuda, an engineer was sent to 
examine the site, but the rock was found to be so porous and fissured that the 
intention to . construct masonry docks was abandoned. Again, in 1851, a second 
examination was made, with the same unfavourable result, and it was subsequently 
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determined to construct an iron floating dock instead of a permanent masonry dock. 
The harbour is so perfectly landlocked that no danger was to be apprehended of the 
dock being injured in bad weather. Accordingly, a dock-on what has come to be 
designated the U principle was constructed, and with some difficulty towed out to 
Bermuda. The accompanying sketches illustrate this dock in various positions. 
The manner of working it is as follows : —When a ship is to be docked, the 
water is admitted into the upper chambers, the dock then sinks and assumes the 
position shown at the sketch A, ready to receive a ship, which is floated in and 
grounded on the keel-blocks; the water is then discharged from the upper chambers, 
whereupon the dock rises 10 ft. or thereabouts; the pumping is then commenced till 
the vessel is lifted clear of the water. 

Sketch B represents the dock closed with the caisson and pumped out. C 
shows the dock pumped: out and the ship inside dry. D and B show the dock 
careened for the purpose of being painted or repaired. This is done by admitting 
water into the compartments on one side and pumping it out of the other. 

About 8,000 tons of iron were consumed in its construction. 

One of the objections to this description of dock was experienced while lying 
at Chathàm, when during a gale she dragged all her anchors, and it was at one time 
a question whether she would not be wrecked in the river before she could be sent 
to Bermuda. 

Speaking of the Iron Dock at Bermuda, Sir John Parkigton, as President 
of the Institution of Naval Architects, at one of their meetings, said, "the dis-
cussion, to which he had listened with very great interest, impressed him with the 
belief that the question of floating docks was very much in its infancy; and, while it 
gave him that impression, it confirmed his previOus belief that it was a most im-
portant matter. It was important from a financial view * * * Another important 
consideration was, whether or not the succes of floating docks would not enable 
them to accommodate the fleets of this Country with dock accommodation where there 
were physical impediments to docks at the present time. Bermuda was a most pointed 
illustration of this. He always understood that the nature of the Bermuda 'rock was 
such that it was next to impossible to coustruct a dock there in the usual mode of con-
structing docks on shore. Bermuda was a most important station for the British 
Navy, and his belief was, that if they were to have adock there at all it must be a 
floating dock. He was sorry to hear the discouraging language of his hon. friend, 
Captain de Horsly, who seems to disparage floating docks altogether; and his 
authority on all such subjects was a very high one." 

The following is a list of some of the principal floating docks as yet con-
structed :— 

Date of, Lift 
Locality. Country. construction. Length. Brea4th.. power. MateriaL 

Portsmouth .........United States......... 
Penseicola ,, 
Pola .................. Istria .................. 
Havannah.  ......... Cuba .................. 
Carthagena .........Spain .................. 
Ferrol............... .,................... 
Saurabeya .........Java..................... 
Saigon............... Cochin China ......... 
Callao ............... Peru..................... 
St. Thomas .........West Indies ......... 
Bermuda............ .. 

1851 350 1054 8,070 Wood 
1851 350 1054 8,070 ,, 
1857 300 108 10,182 
1858 300 79 6,433 
1859 324 105 11,500 Iron 
1859 350 105 13,040 
1861 250 70 3,500 

1867 300 io :::::: 
1866 300 100 8,357 
1860 381 1239 16,700 

HYDRAULIC LIFTS—GRAVING DOCKS. 

A very beautiful and ingenious arrangement for lifting vessels requiring 
repairs out of the water, and placing them on trays or iron pontoons, by means of 
hydraulic rams, was invented some years since by Mr. Edwin Clark, M. Inst. C.E. 
The apparatus was erected in the repairing basin of the London Victoria Dock Com-
pany, where it has been worked for some years with considerable success. 

The situation selected for the hydraulic lift was a low-lying extentS of marsh 
land between the Victoria Docks and the Thames, which being below high-water-
mark was particu1arly favourable, as it involved no excavation for the shallow docks 
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into which the pontoons with the vessels on them are floated, the only excavation of 
importance was for the lift pjt and the entrance, the depth of water required in 
the latter being 27 ft. and in the former only 6 ft. The area of shallow water is 
16 acres, which affords sufficient space for floating 15 or 20 pontoons. 

The docking of a vessel by this process consists of two operations; first, the 
direct raising of the vessel and pontoon; secondly, the transporting of the vessel to 
any convenient position in one of the eight shallow basins for its repair on the 
pontoon. 

The pontoon, with the vessel on it, is raised by means of the hydraulic presses, 
of which there are two rows, 60 ft. apart. Each row consists of 16 cast-iron columns, 
4 ft. in diameter and 20 feet apart from centre to centre. The length of the dock is 
thus 300 feet, and its width 60 feet; but as vessels may overhang the pontoon at 
either end, there is practically a working length of 350 feet. The columns were 
sunk to a depth of 12 ft. into the ground, and the lower parts filled with con-
crete. The upper portions are occupied by the hydraulic rams. To each iam is 
secured a powerful cross head, from either side of which depend the side rods to 
which the lower trussed frames or cross girders which connect each column with its 
corresponding one on the opposite side are secured. The hydraulic rams, which are 
10 in. diameter and 25 ft. stroke, are raised or lowered or maintained at any height 
with the utmost accuracy by means of the hydraulic pumps which are worked by a 
steam-engine on shore. 

The operation of lifting a vessel out of water is performed in the following 
manner :—A pontoon of sufficient size to support the vessel being placed on the cross 
girders and the keel and bilge blocks adjusted to her form, the whole is allowed to sink 
to the bottom by letting the water escape from under the rams; the vessel to be 
docked is then brought over the pontoon and properly secured over the blocks; the 
pumps being set in motion, the pontoon is gradually raised till the vessel rests on the 
keel blocks, when the bilge blocks being drawn in and secured, the operation of lifting 
is continued till vessel and pontoon are clear of water; meantime the water having 
been allowed to escape from the inside of the pontoon, the rams are again lowered 
and the pontoon and vessel are floated out into one of the shallow basins, and another 
pontoon being placed between the columns and lowered, another vessel may be 
immediately taken up, and so the operation repeated as often as may be required. 
It will thus be seen that with one hydraulic apparatus, the number of vessels which 
may be undergoing repairs at any one time is simply dependent on the number of 
pontoons available, and the area of shallow basin, or the number of the shallow 
docks ready to receive them. 

The hydraulic lift at the Victoria Docks with its machinery is said to have 
cost about £30,000, but the seven iron pontoons and the shallow basins for receiving 
them brought the Company's expenditure on the whole establishment up to about 
£195,000. An illustration of it with a vessel raised out of water on one of the 
pontoons is given. 

Another hydraulic lift dock, similar to that just described, but larger, and 
more powerful, has recently been constructed at Bombay for the Imperial 
Government. There are eighteen columns in each row, 18 ft. apart at the centre in the 
longitudinal direction, increasing to 24 ft. at the ends, and 88 ft. apart transversely. 
Each column is 7 ft. 6 in. in diameter at base and 6 ft. 6 in. at the upper part. 
Some of the columns are 109 ft. in length, and they rise 36 ft. above high-water. The 
rise and fall of tide at Bombay is about 16 ft., and the depth of 'water where the 
dock is built varies from 50 to 60 ft. The hydraulic presses in each column are 35 ft. 
stroke, and the rams 14 in. in diameter. The transverse girders suspended from the 
cross heads, by which the pontoons are lifted, are 10 ft. 8 in. deep. 

There is but one pontoon at present attached to this dock, which is fitted in 
the ordinary manner with keel and bilge blocks. It is 380 ft. long by 86 ft. broad, 
9 ft. 6 in. deep; it weighs 1,610 tons, and is capable of supporting a vessel weighing 
6,500 tons. The quantity of iron-work in the lift and pontoon is said to exceed 7,000 
tons, and the cost, I have been informed, without the pontoon, was about £300,000. 

A dock on the hydraulic lift principle is proposed to be constructed at Barrow 
in Furness, estimated to cost £183,000, with six pontoons. 

Another hydraulic lift dock has recently been constructed at Malta, for the 
repairs of small vessels; and a contract is stated to have been entered into by Mr. 
Clark, with the Italian Government, for the construction of another at Brindisi, to 
cost £247,000. The 
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The dimensions of the three principal docks of the kind as yet constructed 
are as follows :— 

Victoria Dock. Malta. Bombay. 

Length ... ... ... ... ... ... 810 feet 321 feet 350 feet 
Width between rows of columns ... 62  82  88 
Available draught of water at ordinary high- 

water ... ... ... ... ... 18 ,, 21 ,, 30 1 
Number of columns in each row ... ... 16  16 ,, 18 
Diameter of columns ... ... ... ... 4  5  
Number of presses .. ... ... ... 32  32  72 
Diameter of ram ... ... ... ... 10 inches 14 inches 14 inches 
Stroke of rams... .. ... ... ... 25 feet 30 feet 35 feet 
Heaviest vessel intended to be lifted ... 3,000 tons 4,000 tons 8,000 tons 

GRAYING DOCKS OF MASONRY. 

Chatham Dock.—The accompanying illustrations show the plan, longitudinal, 
and cross sections, of one of the four new graving docks lately constructed at 
Chatham, on the south side of the Repairing Basin, from the design of Sir Andrew 
Clark, R.E., C.B. Their dimensions are as follows :—Length on the floor, 416 feet 
6 inches, 456 feet at the coping, 108 feet in width at the coping, 80 feet wide at the 
entrance, and have 31 feet 6 inches of water on the sill at high-water spring tides, 
and 28 feet 6 inches at high-water neap tides. These docks will thus be capable of 
taking in the largest of the iron-clad ships of the Navy. The masonry of the founda-
tions and side walls was laid on a bed of gravel found underlying the Medway clay. 

In the construction of these works convict labour has been very extensively 
used, the number of convicts employed ranging from 1,300 to 1,500 and upwards; 
and it. has been remarked that, so far from the work performed by the convicts being 
of an inferior character, it bears favourable comparison with that executed under 
contract by free labour. 

Portsmouth Docks.—The accompanying illustrations, showing the plan, longi-
tudinal and cross sections of the Portsmouth Docks, will give some idea of the mode 
of constructing graving docks in soils of the kind met with in this instance, and 
which consisted of mud for about 30 ft. in depth, with a substratum of sound yellow 
clay underlying it, the clay furnishing the material for the bricks so largely used 
in the construction of the works, and which were made entirely by convict labour. 
At the commencement of the works about 400 convicts were constantly employed, 
but more recently the number has been increased to over 800. At first they were 
only employed on the ruder kinds of work, but latterly they have been, as in the 
case of Chatham, not only employed in brick-making, pile-driving, &c., but also in 
constructing the roads and railways in the dockyard, as well as building portions of 
the masonry of the basin walls; but they have been used with greatest profit in 
making the bricks, for which the clay found in the excavation is admirably fitted. 

The new Portsmouth docks are of the following dimensions respectively :—The 
double dock 036 ft. long, 88 ft. wide; with 27 ft. of water on the sill; the two lock 
docks are 438 ft. long, 83 ft. wide, with 32 ft. at high-water on the sill. The deep 
docks are to be four in number, 432 ft. on the floor, 110 ft. between copings, 83 ft. 
in width of entrance, and 32 ft. of water on the sill. 

Brest Dock.—The new double dock at Brest, having a division in the centre 
to admit of either one very large or two or more smaller vessels being docked at 
one time, is 721 ft. long, 92 ft. wide, and has 55 ft. at high-water spring tides on the 
sill. 

The new Somerset Dock at Malta is 428 ft. long on the floor, 468 ft. over all, 
104 ft. wide, at coping, 83 feet width of entrance; and the depth of water on the 
sill is 33 ft. 6 in. The total cost of the dock and entrance was £150,000, and the 
cost of temporary pumping, for machinery, coals, oil, &c., came to over £30,000. 

The Alfred Dock at Melbourne, constructed from the designs and under the 
superintendence of W. W. Wardell, IEsq., M.Inst.C.E., Inspector General of Public 
Works, is 450 ft. on the floor, 465 ft. over all, 97 ft. wide between the copings, and 
80 ft. at entrance, with 24 ft. 6 in. at low-water and 26 ft. 6 in. on the sill at high 
tide. It is stated to have cost £223,000 for the dock proper, and £20,000 for 
pumping machinery and caisson. This dock is undoubtedly one of the finest out of 
England, if not in the world; and for convenience in its general arrangements, and 
excellence of workmanship, in every detail, it stands second to none. 

* 296—B lEaving 
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Having in the foregoing pages given a brief description of some of the 
principal kinds of docks which have been constructed, showing what modifications 
in the original type of masonry docks have been adopted by engineers to meet the 
peculiar circumstances of each case with which they were called upon to deal, I 
shall now endeavour to show as concisely as possible the kind of work which, in my 
opinion is best suited to the peculiar circumstances of this port. But I would first 
invite attention to the two graving docks already constructed here. 

The Waterview Dock, constructed by Mr. Mort, is of the very plainest kind 
of work, nothing more in fact having been required than a simple excavation in the 
solid sandstone rock, resembling somewhat in form the ships it is intended to receive. 
The natural rock forms the sides and floor of the dock, which, while sufficiently soft 
to be easily worked, is yet thoroughly sound and watertight, so that no expensive 
masonry lining (absolutely necessary when the soil is charged with water, and which 
involves the greater part of the expenses as well as the chief difficulty in the 
execution of such works) is required, almost the only masonry in the Waterview 
Dock being the pierheads at the entrance for the support of the caisson. 

It will be observed that no work could be more simple or easy of construction, 
and no dock could be more convenient or safe. I am enabled to speak from personal 
experience in this matter as to the former, having acted for Mr. Mort as consulting 
engineer during its construction. 

The Fitz Roy Dock has also been scooped out of the solid rock in a manner 
very similar to the Waterview Dock; but in consequence of the occurrence of a bed 
of shale at the bottom, it was found necessary to cover the floor with an invert of 
solid masonry. On some portions of the sides, masonry for the altars was also 
required where the rock was unsound, or where the shale-bands showed themselves. 
The pier-heads at the entrance and the sill, where the caisson rest, are all of heavy 
masonry. 

No kind of ground could be more suitable for dock construction than the 
sandstone of this harbour, which, while so soft as to be worked with ease, is strong 
enough to stand without masonry lining, and is all but perfectly watertight. 

To attempt, therefore, to introduce here any of those complex arrangements 
or forms of dock which have been forced on engineers at other places by the peculiar 
difficulties they had to contend with would be as manifestly as unwise, as unnecessary. 

In devising the most suitable form of dock for any locality, the engineer first 
considers the character of the ground, or the material he has to work in. If it be 
rock fissured or permeated by water to a great degree, or if it consist of gravel, 
quicksands, or soft boggy soil, in which there would be difficulty in obtaining a 
foundation, such as is commonly to be met with on the banks of rivers or shores of 
harbours,he will find himself compelled perhaps to adopt some form of floating, balance, 
or sectional dock or hydraulic lift such as I have described. But if, on the other hand, 
the ground be suitable for the construction of permanent docks, the many advantages 
which they possess, in the economy, facility, and safety with which ships can be 
docked and repaired in them, will always give them a preference. It was probably 
the many difficulties encountered in constructing the New York Dry Dock, arising 
from the enormous quantity of water met with, which retarded its completion for 
about ten years and brought its cost up to half a million sterling, coupled with 
the abundance and cheapness of timber in the United States, which induced the 
Government engineers of that Country to turn their attention to the construction of 
the timber sectional and floating docks which they have adopted, but which, however 
designed, must always be worked at great disadvantage, and be costly to maintain, 
from the perishable nature of the material of which they are constructed. It was 
similar difficulties, in the cases of Carthagena, Ferrol, St. Thomas, Bermuda, and 
Callao, which led to the adoption of iron floating docks at these places, to which 
similar objections as to their non-permanence apply, though not perhaps in as great 
a degree. The iron plates, however carefully painted, must corrode, and the rate of 
corrosion in the warm seawater of these low latitudes is rapid enough to be an objec-
tion to its application in this way. 

The corrosive action of sea-water on cast-iron is not nearly so rapid as it is on 
wrought-iron; excei5t  therefore, in so far as applied to the pontoons, the foregoing 
observations would not apply with much force to the cylinders and other apparatus 
of a hydraulic lift; but there would be other objections to the adoption in this port 
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of this latter form of dock of even greater moment, such as the difficulty of safely 
securing a large ship on a pontoon in any part of this harbour, exposed as it 
is to the force of the southerly and easterly gales of which we have all had 
experience. 

In order to work a hydraulic lift with safety, it would be necessary to form a 
dock or docks for the pontoons, which would be nearly if not quite as expensive as 
would be a plain graving dock alone for a larger ship. There is no suitable place in 
the neighbourhood of the Dockyard Establishment of Cockatoo where a hydraulic 
lift could be easily placed, and where the pontoons could be safely moored. Some 
sheltered spots might no doubt be found at the heads of some of the coves or bays 
within the harbour, but this would entail either the removal of the dockyard 
establishment, tools, &c., and abandoning the present dock—which no one, I appre-

,hend, would recommend—or the inconvenience and expense of working two distinct 
and separate establishments. 

On first considering the subject of a first class dock at Cockatoo, I was disposed 
to think that it would be better to enlarge the present doèk than construct a new 
one altogether; but after maturely considering the subject in all its bearings, I have 
been compelled to change my opinion, and I am now satisfied, for the following, 
amongst other reasons, that it will be better to construct a new dock atthe western 
end of the island, with its head pointing eastward towards the present dock. 

In the first place, the Fitz Roy Dock as it is at present, is of a most convenient 
size for general purposes, and were it to be enlarged it would necessitate closing it 
for a considerable time while the alteration was being made; for although it might 
perhaps be used occasionally during the interval, it would, if the enlargement were 
carried out by contract, be considered better to close it altogether during the pro-
gress of the work. 

Secondly, to deepen the sill to 30 feet and widen the entrance to 80 feet, 
which are the minimum dimensions for a first-class dock, it would be necessary to 
enclose the pier heads with a coffer-dam, which would be a work of some considerable 
difficulty and expense, owing to the sand having been removed and the rock laid 
bare for blasting out the present entrance. 

In the third place, the deepening of the channel outside the dock would 
involve much under water rock excavation as well as a large amount of dredging. 

And lastly, and, in my opinion, the most formidable objection is that the 
course of the currents, both of flow and ebb, set across the line of the axis of the 
present dock nearly at right angles. The inconvenience, and indeed danger to very 
heavy ships from this cause was made plain when the French iron-clad "Atalante" 
was being docked. Being a strong flood (ships should always be docked at from half 
to three-quarter flood), the current caught the vessel on the starboard quarter and 
slewed her out of the line of the dock, and it was with the utmost difficulty that even 
with her powerful crew, she could be got and kept in the proper line for taking the 
keel blocks. The line of the axis of the dock is also at a considerable angle With 
the north-easterly as well as southerly winds which at times blow with considerable 
force, and during the prevalence of which great difficulty is experienced in docking 
large vessels. 

If the present dock were enlarged a new caisson would be required; for I 
find, on carefully going into the matter, that the cost of cutting, lengthening, 
raising, and strengthening the present caisson to make it suit the wider and, deeper 
entrance would make it almost if not quite as costly as a new one. 

As regards the site of the proposed new dock at the western side of the 
island, it is completely landlocked, being sheltered on the south by Birkenhead 
Point, and Sohnapper Island; on the west, north-west and north, by Spectacle Island, 
Pulpit Point, and Hunter's Hill; and on the north-east and east by Cockatoo 
Island itself. The head of the dock points east north-east, so that the prevailing 
summer winds which blow from north-east would tend to keep a ship entering the 
dock in the proper line for the blocks; and the floOd-tide on the south side of the 
island, passing up almost in a line with the dock's axis, would also tend to maintain 
a . ship in the proper line for being docked. The direction of the flood and ebb 
currents will be seen on reference to the current chart which accompanies this 
paper. Some of the ebb currents will be observed to run across the axis of the 
dock, but this is unimportant, as vessels are not, except in cases of extreme emer-
gency, docked on an ebbing tide. 

There 
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There is ample depth of water off this part of the island for ships of the 
heaviest draft, with good anchorage. The deep water comes close in shore near the 
proposed entrance to the dock; and there being a sufficient depth of sand and mud 
overlying the rock at this point, there would be little difficulty in constructing a 
coffer-dam for building the pier heads and breaking out the entrance. The rock out 
of which the dock would be carved is sound, and may be said to be almost free from 
water to a depth of 43 feet, or about 10 feet below the floor of the dock. This is 
shown by the trial shafts which I have had put down along the centre line of the 
proposed dock. The leakage, which is mainly fresh water off the island, is insignificant. 

In determining the dimensions of the new dock, I have been guided by those 
of the new first-class docks at Chatham, Portsmouth, and Malta, and the Alfred Dock, 
Melbourne; but as any increased dimensions in our proposed dock would be simply a 
matter of a little more or less excavation, involving little or no masonry, I have 
thought it should slightly exceed the dimensions of those other docks described, so 
that we may truly boast of having in Port Jackson the largest single dock in existence. 

The list given in an Appendix, of the dimensions of some of the principal Dry 
Docks, is taken from Spon's "Dictionary of Engineering." 

E. 0. MORIARTY, 
Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers. 

APPENDIX. 
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APPENDIX. 

TABLE 1.—Dimensions of some of the principal Dry or Graving Docks. 

Length on
Depth of 

Name or Number of Dock. 

jdth water 
Depth of 

Blocks at Length at 
Bottom of 

Top of of on Sill at Water at 

Spring-tides Neap-tides. 
Remarks. 

Dock. 
Dock. Rntranee. M 0. H. 

POLTSMOUTB ft. in. ft. in. 
No. i, South harbour dock ... 228 3 253 6 

2, South-east basin dock.. 222 6 252 10 
275 2 287 I 

4, Middle basin dock ...... 279 3 286 3 
Middle basin dock ...... 208 3 227 2 , 

189 8 220 I 

644 xo 644 10  

8, South inlet dock 302 10 333 5 
253 4 283 2 

ii, North inlet dock 406 0 426 o 

3, South basin dock ....... 

DEv0NP0RT. 
266 0 299 0 

6, Harbour dock .......... 

7} Double dock. .......... 

405 6 437 0 

9, Dock ...................... 

209 6 241 2 

No. x, Basin dock ................ 

2634 27510 
11 4............................. 

KEYHAM. 

5............................. 

No. I, South dock ............... 348 2 356 6 
281 9 308 0 ,, 2, Middle dock ............. 

11 3, Graving dock ............. 

.  

.  

.  

274 6 307 0 

SHEERNESS. 
240 0 253 4 
225 7 251 10 
242 0 253 4 

11 41 .. ...................... iSo 7 203 10 
154 4 196 I 

No. I, Dock....................... 

ATM. CH H 

21 ........................ 
3......................... 

203 5 222 5 

11 5 ,....................... 

74 6 397 9 
320 5 347 5 

No. i, Dock ...................... 
11 2......................... 

3 , ....................... 
232 0 253 0 4 ........................ 

WooLwIcH AICD DEPTFOLD. 

.  

No. i, Dock ...................... 250 0 265 0 
11 2, ........................ 241 3 272 0 

264 0 290 8 11 3, , ....................... 
Outer dock, Deptford ........... 296 0 296 0 
Inner dock, Deptford ........... 190 44 

PEMBR0HE. 

2.67 64 

No.i ............................. 387 8 404.0 

CHEBB0UBO. 
No. i, in outer basin ............ 246 0 

30 0 
370 0 
340 0 
340 0 
340 0 

,, 6, ,, double locks 350 0 
11 7, ,, ,, 350 0 

BLEsT. 
200 0 
220 0 

.... 

500 0 

I, U new basin ................. 
,, .................. 
,, .................... 

4, ,, .................... 

500 0 

,, 5 ,, ..................... 

L'OBIENT. 
340 0 

No. i, small .............................. 
2, ................................ 

11 2, .. ..................... ........ doo o 

i, double .......................... 
11 21 ,, .......................... 

TolmoN. 

No. x, double ......... ..................... 

250 0 
230 0 - 

No. i,old ................................ 

230 0 
,, 21 ,, smaller ....................... 

33669 

,. ........................ 39&88 

,, ,........................ 
I, new ................................. 

3, ,. ........................ 
....... 
....... 

. 

545•79 

ROCHEFORT. 

.. 

210 0 

.. 

Double.............................. 450 0 
Small...................................... 

360 0 
. 

Large ...................................... 

HAERE. 

....... 

New dock ................................ 426 0 

ft. in. 

57 7 
63 4 
67 6 
67 6 

55 4 
52 II 

80  
88 6 
70 0 

64 II 
70 0 

65 o 

73 0 

56 2 
64 0 

80 0 

8o o 
8o 0 

57 7 
57 8 
63 5 
50 3 
58 7 

57 0 
62 2 
62 20 
62 8 

65 0 
65 o 

8o o 

54 0 
46 20 

75 0 

58 0 
6o o 
6o o 
6o o 
6o o 
6o o 
65 0 
65 0 

56 o 
56 0 
6o o 
6o o 

58 o 

58 o 
58 0 
58 0 
62 0 

55 0 
6o o 
8o 0 

90 0 

ft. in. 
16 3 Number of building slips—one of 1st 
20 0 class and four of 2nd class. 
21 6 
27 9 
16 3 Being made 4 ft. 3 in. deeper. 
16 o 
22 6 
23 0 
18 9 
'7 9 
21 9 In course of construction. 

23 4 
Two old docks being altered into one. 

27 7 - New one (constructing). 
15 
i6 
10 
I Number of building slips—one of let 

class, two of 2nd class, and three of 3rd 
class. 

20 0 
20 
24 
0 
0 Being altered and made 136 ft. 6 in. 

longer on keel-blocks, and Io9ft. at tops. 

20 8 
20 
20 

8 
8 Number of building slips—one of 2nd 

15 4 class. 
00 2 

'3 0 
20 6 Number of building slips —one of 1st 
20 6 class and six of 2nd class. 
is o 

07 2 Number of building slips—one of 1st 
16 2 class, seven of 2nd class, and four of 3rd 

class. 
16 2 Being made io ft. longer on the blocks, 

84 and 74  at the top. 
78 

iS 6 Number of building slips —four of 1st 
class and nine of 2nd class.. 

:: Number of building slips—nine of 1st 

class.  

Can be made into four of 250 ft. 

Recently lengthened. 
- Constructing. 

:::::: Number of building slips—sixteen of Ist 
class. 

S 
Can be made into one of 210 and one 
240. 

ft. in. 
20 3 
24 0 
25 6 
22 9 
20 3 
20 0 
25 6 
27 0 
22 9 
21 9 
25 9 

27 00 

3' I  

20 4 
20 7 

23 0 
23 0 
27 0 

252 
25 2 
25 2 
19 10 
24 8 

x6 0 
23 6 
23 6 
20 0 

22 0 
20 0 

22 0 

'5 34 
'3 3 

24 •6 
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TABLE 1.—Dimensions of Dry or Graving Docks—contimwcd. 

Name or Number of Dock. 
Length on 

at Length at 
Top of 

Width 
of 

Depth of 

on Sill at 

Depth of 
' " " at Remarks. of 

Dock. DBottom ock. Entrance. 
Si:ts Neap-tides. 

LIVERPOOL ft. in ft. in ft. in. ft. in. ft. in. 
Danada lock and graving dock 501 0 100 0 26 0 19 0 
Euskisson lock and graving 

396 o 8o o 24 9 17 9 
andon graving docks— 
dock .. .. ........................ 

540 0 6o 0 22 9 14 9 
2, .......... ............ 540 0 70 0 21 9 14 6 

No. r, east ....................... 

540 0 

......... 

6o 0 21 9 14 9 
540 0 70 0 21 9 14 9 The total area and quay space of the 

3' ........................ 

540 

. 

0 45 0 21 9 14 9 Liverpool and Birkenhead Dock is as 
11 41 ,....................... 

540 o 45 0 21 9 14 9 follows:— 
Jiarence graving docks— 

Name of Dock. Water Area, Quay Space. 405 0 45 0 21 3 14 3 
291 0 45 o 18 9 ii 
414 0 45 0 21 3 24 3 
288 0 32 10 18 9 II 9 Liverpool..........

rd  as Y2, s 
251 

mi11s Y;s 

5, .. ...................... 

.anmng graving docks— Birkenhead............... 121 2869 5 786 

6.......................... 

44i 0 33 9 19 II 12 Ilk 
......... . 

23 1549 

No. x, outer gates .............. 

2 .......... ................. 
3rnn
,52C 488 0 35 9 18 3 Ii 31 Total ............ .372 5533 
wick graving docks— 

jr, inner gates .............. 

No. , ............................. 

399 .. 0 42 0 20 9 13 9 

2, outer gates .............. 
2, inner gates .............. 

ueen's graving docks— 

.. 

399 . 0 43 0 20 9 13 9 

No. i ............................  

438 0 42 0 19 Ilk 12 Ilk 

2 ............................. 

2 ............................. 435 0 70 I 21 9 14 9 

No. I ............................ 

BLRXRNHEAD. 
o. x, new dock), con- f 750 o 8 0 25 9 2, 5 structing 750 0 50 0 25 9 
x,dock , . ( eongngto 300 0 40 0 16 6 
2, ( Lai  

180 0 45 o 16 6 

Brother ) 400 0 65 0 24 3 
4, ,, ) (. 440 0 ...... -85 0 20 6 
SO1JTIIAMPTON. 

V'estern dock ..................... 43 0 346 0 66 0 20 0 16 0 The eastern dock, made in 1854, is of . 
232 0 233 0 51 0 15 6 11 6 brickwork, with Portland copings, and 43ddle dock ....................... 

astern dock ...................... 425 0 538 0 80 o 20 0 21 0 is stated to have cost £53,000. 

TABLE II.—Principal Dimensions of other Dry Docks of 300 feet in length, and upwards. 1862. 

Name of Port. Name of Dock. Length over all, Bre dth 
of Entrance. 

Depth of Water 
over Sill at 

feet
400 

feet 
71 

feet 
23' 

300 48 14 

Leith ................................... ............ 
Sunderland ..................................... 
West Hartlepool 

On the East Sands .......................... 
Laing's ......................................... 
Commissioners 
No. I 

315 45 168 

375 6o 16 ................................
GreatGrimsby ................................... No. i 355 

... 

50 17 

............................................. 
No. 2 ............................................ 

400 
400 

70 
74 

196 
196 Thames ............................................ 

4636 46 

............................................ 

33u6 398 15 

Northileet ..................................... 
New  Crane .................................. 

338 422 16 

Union (upper) ................................ 

Green & Co. ................................ 342 62 18 
General Steam ..............................

....................... 
40 ' 14 

Camber Dock ....... .. 3
328 

45 5 73  
Portsmouth .................................... 
Isleof Wight ................................. Cowes  ....... ..................... .............. 330 36 16'6 

367 So 276 

Regent, No. 12 ................................ 

360 54 14 

Plymouth........................................
Falmouth........................................ 

. 

400 

.. 

.. 

326 
90 ' 20 

Bristol ............................................. 300 
433 
45 

15 
13 

No. 2 ........................................... 

380 38'6 136 

Cardiff ............................................. 

Mill Bay ...................................... 
No. , ........................................... 

Great Western ................................ 
Albion ......................................... 
... 

Green.......................................... 323 

435 

6 
48 

15 
18 

300 36 16 

Steel 

.. 

307 629 17 

Swansea............................................ No, 3 ............................................ 
361 478 16 Greenock ......................................... 

East Bute ...................................... 

300 45 15 

Appledoro ......................................................................... 

.. 

360 38 13 
Dumbarton ....................................... 

............................................ 

300 
500 

41 
6 

13 
18 

ifolyhead ........................................................................ 

400 70 iS 
alasgow ............................................ 

Scott............................................. 
Corporation .................................... 

322 50 IS 

Tod & M'Gregor .............................. 
.................................. 

390 86 24 

Dublin ............................................ 

Frieste ............. ....... . .... ... ................. 

No ............................................. 
Londonderry ..................................................................... 

420 59 20 

Jork .............................................. West Passage ................................ 
Wheeler's ...................................... 
Old Dock 

300 
613 

... 25 
16 

Austrian Lloyd's ............................. 
...................................... 

Duneon Dock ................................ 600 
51•9 
63 16 

New Harbour ............................... 390 43 15 

Bombay .......................................... 
iingapore ........................................ 
Janton River .................................... 

. 

450 
550 

62 
72 

iS 
17 

300 

. 

306 58 2o6 &ustralia........................................... 

T. C. Couper ................................... 
moy.................................................................. 

345 75 19 RioJ'aneiro ..................................... 
Cockatoo Island ............................ 
Mort's, in Water-view Bay ................ 
Cobras Island ............................... 301 70 28 
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DIMENSIONS of a few of the Vessels in H. M. Navy and in the Merchant Service too large to be docked at the Fitz Roy Dock. 

Name. Service. Tonnage, Length. Beam. Depth. Draft. 

feet feet feet ft. in. 
6,109 380 58 26 5 

Black Prince 380 58 27 3 

Warrior ............................ H. M. Iron-clad Frigate-Iron ............. 

6,izi 380 59 27 2 
,,  6,621 400 59 26 10 

6,621 400 59 26 10 
6,621 400 59 26 10 
4,125 273 59 26 9 

,, ,, ,............. 4,056 273 8 25 •8 
4,045 273 8 25 8 

Royal Alfred 
4,047 273 58 26 9 

,, ,............ .... 

,............. 4,068 273 58 25 6 
4,067 280 59 26 0 

Northumberland .................. 
Agincourt ........................... 

Lord Warden .....................  ,............. 4,067 280 59 26 0 

Achilles .............................. 

,, , ................ 
 W o o d .............. 

 ,............. 3,716 252 58 26 0 

Minotaur.............................. 

 Ir o n ............ 4,089 280 6 25 7 

Caledonia .......................... 

 ,............. 4,063 280 6 26 10 

Royal Oak .......................... 
Prince Consort .................... 

. .  

, ,............. 3,710 280 54 26 0 

Ocean ................................ 

, ............. 3,720 280 54 25 6 

Lord Clyde .......................... 

 Corvette-Iron 4,246 300 6 26 o 

Hector................................ 

Hercules ........................... 

... 

Valiant ............................. 
Resistance .......................... 

Jumna .............................. H. M. Transport Service-Troop-ship 4,173 

.... 

370 49 4F4 

Defence ............................. 
Bellerophon ....................... 

,, ,, ,, 4,173 

.... 

365 49 
Peninsular and Oriental Co. ............... 

.. 

.... 

... 

380 42 35 

Euphrates .......................... 
Peshawur .......................... 

,, ,, 3,487 

.... 

... 

365 42 35 

Zealous ............................. 

Kedive .............................. 3,329 

... 

380 42 36 

Australian .......................... 

Mirzapore ........................ 
..,, ,, 

..3,229 

3,329 380 42 36 
Pekin .. ............................ 

. .   
3,229 380 42 35 

 Pacific Steam Co. .............................. 3,200 370 41 37 
Chimborazo ........................ ,, .............................. 3,850 49 37 

...3,85o 

... 

370 49 37 

John Elder ------------------------ 

,, ................................ 
3,200 380 

City of Brussels .................. 
Inman  Line ...................................... 

,, ........................ . ........... 3,000 400 40 

Cusco ................................ 
City of York ---------------------- - 

Building, but not named 
... { ::: ::: :::.::::::: ::: :::::: :::::: 

. .  

4OO 416 43 

- - 

Philadelphia Steam Co. ..................... 

. .  

. .  

3,000 370 42 
. . 

,, 4,600 

.. 

433 43 36 
Cunard Co. .................................... 3,871 

.. 

379 48 30 
,, ..................... .............. 3,300 

.. 
376 45 30 

Russia .3,141 346 42 39 
Java vii Suez .................................... 3,000 350 39 31 

City of Brooklyn ................ 

Canopus ............................ Liverpool and Alexandria ........ . ......... 3,000 400 37 28 

City of Montreal ................. 
Scotia ................................ 

Conrad ............................ 

Prinz Hendrick ------------------Suez 3,000 350 39 35 

Persia--------------------------------  

Yule de Paris ..................... 0. G. T. of France ..................... ...... 

. 

3,300 350 44 29 
France .............................. National Steam Co. ........................... 

. 

3,610 410 42 32 
Pacific ..............................Ocean 

.............................................. 

Steam Co. .............................. 

. 

4,000 437 45 . ......... 
Caspian...........................J. A. Allan ....................................... 

.. 
2,500 360 38 32 

Prussian...........................,, ........................................ 
. 
3,000 340 40 36 - 

[fllurations-twe1-ve sheets.] 

Sydney: Thomas Richards Government Printer.-1874. 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W S O UT H W ALES. 

TRIAL BAY AS A HARBOUR OF REFUGE. 
(PETITION OF E. W. RUDDER.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 24 September, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 

May it please your Honorable House,— 

Since it has pleased God and your Country to entrust to your counsels the welfare and 
happiness of your fellow-men, and upon your deliberations made them to depend, your Petitioner is 
emboldened to remind your Honorable House that we are still without a "Harbour of Refuge" for the 
protection of mariners and others visiting our various sea-ports. He would respectfully ask the question, 
can the value of human life be over-estimated, and is not its protection one of the most sacred trusts com-
mitted to your care, to neglect which, when imperilled through neglect to provide for its safety, is to incur 
a high responsibility? How far you have entailed this upon your Honorable House, in having so long 
neglected to. provide a "Refuge" upon some part of our tempestuous coast, for the protection of the 
numerous ships of all kinds trading to our ports, the widows and orphans of those seamen who have lost 
their lives through shipwreck may perhaps testify. Could you penetrate the abyss of water which .spends 
the fury of its waves against our rock-bound shores, and behold the whitened skeletons it contains, once 
the living frames of brave and noble men, who manned those ships the scattered remnants of whose 
wrecks strew our coasts, what a ghastly assembly would meet your gaze! Picture to your Honorable 
Assembly their hopeless struggles for life, their despair, their agonizing thoughts of home, of kindred, and 
of eternity, and what, I ask, must be your feelings? Could they, a ghastly multitude, appear at the bar of 
your House, would they not upbraid you for the millions you have lavishly voted for the construction of 
Railroads, to the neglect of a "Harbour of Refuge." The expense of such a structure will no doubt be 
very great; has this consideration deterred you from voting money for the construction of Railroads? 
Have not our seamen a paramount claim upon your sympathy, your wisdom, your justice, and your 
liberality? Will you then longer delay, when so admirable a site has been pointed out to you as Trial 
Bay? Will you still vote millions for Railroads, and not one towards the construction of a Harbour of 
Refuge? Your Petitioner appeals to the noblest feelings of your nature. For the sake of humanity, for 
the love of consistency, and for the benefit of commerce, no longer delay to provide sufficient funds to 
construct a" Harbour of Refuge." Look at the noble example set by the Mother Country; she has 
granted for this benevolent and noble object more than ten millions of money. Will you not follow in 
her footsteps? Where will you find a finer, hardier, braver, or more generous class of men than British 
tars? In peace ever vigilant to carry the products of our industry to the uttermost parts of the earth; 
and in war ever foremost to protect your homes, and secure the peace and happiness and safety of our 
wives and children. Have none of you, honorable gentlemen, been exposed to the fury of the raging 
tempest when visiting your distant stations, or happy Old England? On such occasions would not the 
knowledge that a "Harbour of Refuge" was within reach have calmed your fears? By every motive which 
impels man to act with energy and decision, when national and noble objects are required to be done, du 
notpermit another Session to pass over without appropriating the requisite means for the accomplishment 
of that now brought under your notice. It is not to be credited for one moment that your constituents 
will do otherwise than approve of such a course of action. Would to God all money voted by your 
Honorable House could boast of so glorious a destination as the protection of human life and the preser 
vation of property. The safety of a single cargo might be more in value than the annual expenditure 
entailed by the construction brought under your notice during two or three years, to say nothing of 
hundreds of human lives which may be snatched from a watery grave, and preserved to their families and 
country. What are Railroads in comparison to this, especially when it is considered that more than two 
million tons of shipping are engaged annually in the import and export trade of this and the adjoining 
Colony of Queensland? Neither is this all: it would lay the foundation upon which great local improve.. 
ments would rise, and the concentration of a numerous population follow as the natural result. The 
Ciown Lands in the vicinity would meet with a ready sale, at prices such as to bring to the Treasury no 
small sum of money towards reimbursing the national expenditure. Perhaps it is not too much to say 

90— 1 that 
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that in this respect Trial Bay holds out unrivalled inducements. It is the outlet to one of the richest 
agricultural districta in this Colony, commanding one of the shortest (and when completed) best coast 
roads into the interior. Beside all your Petitioner has hitherto urged upon your Honorable house, he 
would call your attention to the important fact that it would present a splendid opening for the employ-
ment of our prison population, which, as a point in political economy and moral reformation cannot well 
be too highly appreciated. Let the Government give the convict healthy employment with reasonable 
encouragement, and then there would be some just ground for hope that he would reward your decision 
by permanent reclamation, and final restoration as a useful member of society. Surely these are subjects 
worthy your solemn deliberation; they involve no party questions, infringe no rights, but embrace princi-
ples which give nobility to man, exalt nations, and bless our race. Having submitted a plan, accompanied 
by a letter, to the Honorable the Minister for Lands, dated April 26th, 1867, on the subject of the proposed 
"Breakwater" at Trial Bay, as well as petitioned your Honorab].eHouse, your Petitioner prays you will 
give this Petition your favourable consideration, as one which has not been hastily or inconsiderately 
brought under your notice. 

And your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. &e. 
E. W. RUDDER. 

Kempsey Villa, East Kempsey, Sept. 16, 1873. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Frinter.-1873. 
[84.] 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

CROOKHAYEN RIVER. 
(WORK PERFORMED IN, BY STEAM DREDGE "PLUTO.") 

Ordered by the Leqisiative Assembly to be printed, 9 September, 1873. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 

South Wales, dated 18 March, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of this 

House,-- 

"A Return showing :- 

"1. The number of years the Steam Dredge "Pluto" has been engaged in 
"deepening the Crookhaven River. 

2. The number of days the dredge has been at work in each year. 

"3. The number of cubic yards removed by the dredge in each year. 

The distance deepened by the said dredge. / 

The present depth of water in the channel of the Crookhaven at high 
and low water in the shallowest part of the channel. 

The cost to the Government, including dredge and equipment, in 
deepening the Crookhaven River." . 

(M. iJ"€rden.) 

39— 



CROOKHAVEN RIVER. 

RETURN in compliance with Mr. Warden's Motion of the 18th March, 1873, showing- 
1st. The number of years the Steam Dredge "Pluto" has been engaged in deepening the Crookhaven 

River. 
2nd. The number of days the dredge has been at work in each year. 
3rd. The number of cubic yards removed by the dredge in each year. 
4th. The distance deepened by the said dredge. 
5th. The present depth of water in the channel of the Crookhaven at high and low water in the 

shallowest part of the channel. 
6th. The cost to the Government, including dredge and equipment, in deepening the Crookhaven 

River. 

DREDGE "PLUTO." 

Number.of years Steam Dredge" Pluto" has been engaged in deepening the Crookhaven River :— 

Commenced dredging 23rd January, 1863, to 23rd March, 1873.-1 years 2 months. 

The number of days the dredge has been at work Number of cubic yards removed by dredge in 
in each year each year 

1863 ..................... 205 days 1863 .....................35,111 cubic yards 
1864 ..................... 197 ,, 1861 .....................55,244 
1865 ..................... 241 1865 .....................57,333 
1866 ..................... 240 ,, 1866 .....................56,148 
1867 ..................... 255 ,, 1867 .....................61,371 
1868 ..................... 216 ,, 1868 ......................41,113 
1869 ..................... 214 ,, 1869 .....................47,556 
1870 ..................... *121 1870 ........ ............ 24,044 
1871 ..................... 251 ,, 1871 .....................62,970 31 

1872 ..................... 201 ,; 1872 .....................38,693 
1873, to 23rd March 43 ,, 1873, to 23rd March ..: 8,337 

Total............ 2,184 days Tota' ......... 488,420 cubic yards 
* Boiler of "Pluto" under extensive repairs during this year; the dredge was consequently laid up and most of the crew discharged while thi, 

work was being carried out. 

The distance deepened by said dredge :-6 miles (not including dredging at Bomaderry). 

Present depth of water in the channel of the Crookhaven, at high tnd low water, in the shallowest part 
- of the channel 

Shallowest part, German Flat, to the north of Appletree Island,—high water, 6 feet 6 inches, low 
water, 3 feet. 

The cost to the Government, including -dredge and equipment, in deepening the Crookhaven:- 

2 a. d £ a. d. 

Chief of dredoe (iihiding urenaration of nlans. &c.) ...............7,034 6 3 
11 punts 1650 0 0 

1869 ... ... ...  ... ... ... 2,600 0 0 
4,250 0 0 

S. T. "Pearl," cost ... ... ... ;.. 2,400 0 0 
Alterations... ... ... ... ... ... 232 13 0 

2,63213 0 

ANNUAL EXPENSE. 

1862 ... ... ... 355 15 0 
1863 ... ...  ... 2,255 10 6 
1864 ... ... .. 1,917 14 4 
1865 ... ... ... 1,774 0 5 
1866 ... ...  .,. 1,936 5 6 
1867 ... ... ... 2,338 7 8 
1868 ... ... ... 2,405 9 3 
1869 ... ... ... 2,085 9 4 
1870 ... ... , . . . 2,247 15 0 
1871 ... ... 2,221 5 2 
1872 ... ... ... 2,551 12 8 
1873 ... ... ... 443 6 3 

- 22,532 11 1 

£36,44910 4 

[3d.] 
Sydney: Thomas Bichards, Governmout Printer.-1 $73. 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

PILOTS. 
(EMPLOYED BETWEEN POINT DANGER AND CAPE HOWE.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 7 October, 1873. 

No.1. 
RETURN showing the number of Pilots employed on the Coast of New South Wales, from Point Danger 

to Cape 1owe, where stationed, and the number of Alen engaged at each Station, from 1 January to 
1 July; 1873. 

Pilots. Date. Where Stationed. lieu 
e med. 

W. M'Gregor ........................................... 1 January to 1 July 4 G. H. Easton .............................. ........... 5 F. iFreeburn ............ ................................ 4 J. B. Garrard .......................................... 4 J. Stewart ............................................. 4 E. Kingsford ......................................... 

Tweed River ................................ 

4 - J. 0. Bradley .......................................... ,, 4 J. Taylor ................................................ 
J. Lott ................................................... 

.... 

D. Powell ................................................. 

.... 

.... 

.... 

.... 

19 
J. L. B. Brown .......................................... 3 May to 30 June 

.... 

J. Bain ................................................... 12 May to 1 July...... 

Richmond River ......................... 
Clarence River ............................ 

J. H. Dagwell .............................................. 

1 January to 1 July... 

.. 

Macleay River ............................ 
Bellinger River ............................ 

A. Coutts ................................................ 

Port Macquarie .......................... 

D. Christison .......................................... 

Manning River ........................... 

A. W. Jack ............................................. 

.. 

Sydney .................................... .24 

H. Cork ...................................................... 

W. May ................................................ 

Newcastle ................................ 

J. L. B. Brown .......................................... 1 January to 30 April 

............ 

J 
1 January to 1 July 2 

.... 

.   

.. 

4 
R. Houslar ............................................... 
J. Craig.................................................... 
R. M. Tranent ...................... .................... . 

Wollongong ............................ 
Shoalhaven ............................... 

2 B. Russell, junr.......................................... 
. Moruya - ................... 

Twofold Bay ....................... 3 

No.2. 
RETURN showing the number of Vessels (from the 1st January to the 1st July, 1873) that have been 

trading to each River where Pilots are stationed. 

sta 100. No. of Vessels 
in and out. 

No. of Vesoelo ta ion. 
in and out. 

Newcastle ...........................................2,225 .. Richmond River ................................. 158 Sydney ............................................. 4,929 169 633 

TweedRiver .........................................48 

105 Shoalhaven .......................................... 224 
Clarence River ..................................... . 

Macleay River ..................................... 
Bellinger River .....................................49 

Wollongong ......................................... 
Moruya ................................................55 

113 

. .  
Port Macquarie .....................................85 
Manning River .................................... 184 

Twofold Bay ......................................... 
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No.3. 
RETUIRN showing the names of Vessels that took Pilots, and the amounts of Pilotage received at the 

Port of sydney, from the 1st January to the 1st Ju'y, 1873. 

Name of Vessel. Amount of Pilotage. Name of Vessel. Amount 

£s.d. £s.d. 
5 16 8 2 10 0 
4 19 0 In and out 39 5 4 In .................. 

5 1 8 Three Brothers .. ............. In ................ 2 19 6 , ................... 
In and oat. ... 20 15 4 11 7 17 4 

5 4 2 In and out 30 14 0 
In and out 19 14 0 49 17 4 

13 4 8 35 14 8 
Out 3 10 8 13 15 4 

Aber'eldie ..................... ,................ 19 4 0 ,, ,, 32 2 8 
2 12 4 Christiana Thompson 17 19 8 

In ................. 
. 
3 7 4 Woodbine ..................... 

Out ............. 
In. ............... ..4 4 0 

Canning ........... ............ .. In and out 30 12 8 Golden Sea ........ ............. 23 12 8 

Inverdruie ...................... 

6 1 4 2 10 0 
Conflict .............. ......... ,,,, 38 0 8 Somerset ........................ In and out 43 6 8 

,,,, 8 12 0 9 2 8 
Bessie Morris .................. 16 19 4 Lady Bird ....... ... ........... 

Gleneora .......... . ............. 
Out 4 15 4 

Lady Bowen ........... ...... 

.. 

14 17 4 In and out 35 10 8 
Governor Blackall ............ 5 10 4 Out 3 2 0 

In and out 3 14 8 In and out 28 5 4 
In .................. 

Out 8 9 4 

Cutty Sark ...................... 

,,,, 11 16 8 
Kate Kearney ......... . ..... 2 10 0 Agnes Rose ...................... 16 10 4 

In and out 10 8 & 4 1 4 
Emma ........................... 

In .................. 

out 5 6 4 In and out 20 4 0 
Doves Castle 

. 

16 14 4 

Bangalore ...................... 

6 6 0 
In and out 5 0 0 ,,,, 8 6 0 
Out ............. 11 13 0 

Onward ......................... 

39  14 8 
16 19 4 

Damascus ....................... 

5 0 0 
Arethusa ........................ In and out 7 6 8 12 4 0 

Western Star ........... ....... 2 19 8 

Chance ......................... 

12 1 8 In ................. 
14 6 8 Norman ........................ 4 4 8 

In and out B 10 0 Agenoria ........................ 2 10 0 
41 1 4 

John Williams ................ 
John Ronnie ................... 

In and out 5 0 0 

Yarra Yarra ................... 
Mary Ann Annison ........... 

Parana ....................• 34 4 8 

Naomi ........................... ... 

16 8 0 

Huntly Castle ................ 

,,,, 7 18 8 The Tweed ..................... 29 1 8 

Adventurer ......................... 

Austmalian Sovereign 11 15 4 

Marie Louise .................... 

In and out 33 2 8 

Agate .................................. 

August Reimers ............. 

,, 9 10 0 42 4 8 

Amelia ............................... 

Girvan ......................... ,,,, 23 2 8 

Inverness ...................... 

31 5 4 

Janet Stewart ................ 

Helen White ,, 

.. 

9 10 0 2 10 0 

Solid .................................. 

In ................ 16 6 0 

Lucy ............................. 

In and out 

.. 

17 15 4 

Geraldine ............................ 

Prince Alfred.................... 

Madame Demorest ......... ,. ................ 

mo .................................... 

Ann Duthie ................... 

Mendoza ........................ 

.. 

1.6  10 0 

Minsehiekoff .................. 

................... 

6 12 8 Novelty ........... ............ 6 5 4 

France ......................... 

In and out 
. .7 9 4 

6 1 4 

Saxon .................................. 

Gleaner ......................... 
Berwickshire ................... 

Prince Alfred .................. In and out 5 7 4 

Vcrulam ........................ 

Mary Ann Christina ......... 2 13 8 

Shahpore ........................... 
Argonaut ............................ 

2 10 0 In ................. 
In and out 

...... 

....... 

32 5 4 

Rebecca Goddard .................. 

Isabelle ......................... 
In and out 6 9 4 

Isabelle ......................... 
Duneraig ...................... 

18 12 4 
Rowena ......................... 

,,,,... 46 6 8 

....................... 

4 15 4 
British Commodore ........... 

Out ................ 
In .................... 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

.,, 11 11 4 

Strathnaver ....................... 

E. M. Young .................. 11  5 15 0 

August ............................... 

Spirit of the Age ............... 
Queensland .... . ............. 6 18 0 

Lady Alicia ................... 

Kosiusko ........................ 19 17 4 2 10 0 

England .............................

John Wesley .................... 

Chance ......................... 

6 17 0 In and out 29 16 0 

Baroda .............................. 

Inverary ...................... ..... 

Rubicon ................... ..... In and out 5 0 0 

Out ................ 

,, 47 5 4 
,, 9 3 4 

Metaris ................................. 

52 14 0 

Victoria ......................... 

.. 

8 12 8 

Gazelle .................................. 

In ............... 2 10 0 

Australasian Packet .......... 

Brueklay Castle ............... 

... 

16 18 0 

Glondower ..............................
Halley Bailey............................ 

In and out 38 14 0 

Day Dawn ................................. 

Moravian ...................... 

2  10 0 

William Manson ...................... 

Leucadia ........................ 

Out ................. 

. 29 17 4 

Duke of Edinburgh .......... 

D
Go-ahead 

2 10 0 

Jessie ............................ 
Northampton ................... 

, .................. ............. 

29 11 4 
Queen of the Age ............ 

Out ................ 
In .................... 

In and out 

. 

25 4 8 

Signal ........................................ 

Douglas Castle ............... ,, 22 12 0 

Far Away ...................... 

. . .......... 

32 12 8 

Out ................. 

......... 

24 3 4 

Jessie M'Donald .............. 

Out ................ 
In ................... 

13 19 4 

Sumatra .....................................
Asealon .................................... 

19 11 4 
In and out 8 10 8 

Harlaw ........................ 

In .................... 

24 11 0 

Macassar ................................ 

ancing Wave ................. 

Out ............... 

. 5 4 2 

Oriflamme ....................... 

Evelyn ......................... 

In ..................... 
............ 

In and out 39 6 0 
Ethiopian ...................... 

Botanist ......................... 

................................ 
In .................. 

In and out 38 13 4 

In ..................... 

2 10 0 

Windsor Castle ........................ 

Isabella ......................... 
Agate .............................. 

Garnock ........................ ,,,, 22 11 4 In and out 10 8 4 

Out .............. 

3 4 8 

.In ..................... 

... 

14 16 8 Alcandre ...................... 
Sam Mendel ................... 

. 

..

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

. 

17 4 8 

Melanie .................................... 

Nineveh ......................... 

41 1 4 
2 10 0 

British King .............................. 

6 0 
Parramatta .................... 25 7 0 

Sibyl ............................ 
Agate ............................ 

Rifleman ........................ 19 4 
In and out .. 6 17 4 

Dounne Castle ............................ 

In and out 24 14 0 
5 0 0 

Isle of Anglesea ........................ 

. 
11 4 0 

Donald M'Lean ......................... 
Serena Thayer ................ , ...............

.. 

4 8 4 

Berkshire ................................. 

Nation's Hope ................ 
Falcon ............ ............ 

In .................. 

13 4 8 Lelia ..................................... 
William Duthie ............... 16 2 8 Roslyn Castle .................. 

In ................... 

.In and out 

. 
21 9 4 

In .................. 
Out .............. 

.In and out 54 5 4 

Thames ....................................... 

14 7 4 
11 13 4 

Baroda ...................................... 
Bertha ...................................... 

Prince Alfred .................. ,, , 8 12 0 

Sarah Pile ..................................
Mooltnn ...................... ..... 

Out .............. 

,, ,, 35 0 0 
30 6 0 

Europe ....................................... 

Monsoon .......... ............... 
Buekinghamshire ............ 

In ................. 

In ................. 

J In and out 
4 14 4 
24 8 8 

Belted Will ............................. 
Duke of Abereorn............... 

Out 4 19 0 

Henrietta ............................... 

Dunbar Castle ................ 15 8 4 
In and out 31 12 0 Energy ......................... 

In .................. 

In and out 5 0 0 
Black Adder ............................
Mary Ann Annison ........... 
Thermopy1 .................... 

18 19 0 Clara ......... .................. 
In ................. 

15 13 0 Otta and Antonie .............. 
Alexander fluthie ............. In and out 38 12 8 Light Brigade ................. 

In ................. 
.In and out 41 9 4 

Commissary ................... 15 0 0 Out 2 13 .0 
5 11 0 8 11 4 

In ................ 
Out ............. 
In and out 12 0 8 

Paragn .......................... 
H. & L. ........................ In and out 8 4 0 Sydney Griffiths ............. 

Coleroon ........................ 

In ................. 
,, 25 7 4 

Joyce Phillips ................ In .................. 
14 13 0 Mercury ......................... 

Isabelle ......................... .... ,,, 5 0 0 
Lord Ashburton ............. 
TIpolu ............................ 

In ................ 
111 and out 
. 

5 0 0 
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- Name of Vessel. of Pilotage. Name of Vessel. of Pilotage. 

. 
In and out 

£s.d. 
2 10 0 SNOALHKVEN 

£s.d. 

Baligalore ..................... 39 5 4 
- 

28 1 0 
18 3 8 

28 1 0 John 
S. Lane ......... . ........ 

2 10 0 Total ......... 
In and out 37 18 0  

218 0 
6 12 4 

*Pjlotage .................................... 

Bothwell Castle ............... 9 17 4 

............£ 

Orange Grove . .............. 6 8 4 RIcHiioecD R.IVEE. 
Essex ............ . .............. 

................. 
. 
In ................. 

2018 8 

. . . . . . . . .  

19 1 8 Look Out ...................... In and out 3 12 0 
Halloween ............. ......... 15 6 8 ,, ,, 5 8 0 
Farningham ................... 4 13 8 4 6 0 

, .................. , .................... 

11 1 8 ,, ,, 2 12 0 

Zenobia ................................ 

21 8 8 

Mary ............................. 

,,  2 10 8 
3 6 0 ,, 2 2 8 

Cicero ....................... . ... 

In ................. 

,. ............... 18  18 8 ,,,, 2 10 0 

1-lallie Jackson ................In 

Avieinore ....................... 

Corionne ........................ ......... ,, 5 7 4 

Newcastle ....................... 

Leander.  ........................ 14 2 8 Out 1 5 0 

, .................. 

11 17 8 

Wallaby .......................... 
Storm King .................... 

In and out 3 17 4 

lonia ............................. 
Ja mes Paton ........................... 

Leicester. ...................... 

, .................. 

,. ............... 21  16 4 

Australia ........................ 
Octoroon ......................... 

,, 4 6 0 
Annie Brown .................. 

.. 

. . . . . . . . .

.. 

2 13 4 

Resolute ......................... 

,, ,, 5 6 8 
Annie Bow ..................... 

......... 

,. ............... 

.. 6 
 12 0 

4 3 4 

Mary Bannatyne ............. 
Amphitrite ....................... 

,, ,, 519 4 

Ta mesa ................................. 

Tranquebar .................. ,. ............... 

.. 

6  11 4 

Schoolboy ....................... 
Ellesmere ....................... 

,,  2 10 8 

Durha m ................................. 

10 16 8 

. .  

Florence .......................... 
,. Leonidas........................... ,, ,, 3 14 0 

Prospect ................................. 

Romeo ........................ ,. ......... ..... 

.. 

10 13 8 

. .  

. .  

Kate Moynahan ............. Out 1 14 0 
22 6 4 Sarah Nicholl ................ In and out 2 10 0 

.. 

- ,, ,, 2 10 0 - -  
3,012 5 10 

. .  

Total ......... £ 

.. 

Lady Denison .......................... 

Susannah Cuthbert ........... 

J. G. Ooleson.................... 
2 18. 0 

, ..................
.. 

Margaret ....................... 
Commerce ....................... ,, ,, 2 10 0 - -  

Patriarch ....................... 

TWEED Rivia 

.. 

Alpha ............................ Qnt 1 7 4 

....... 

Pacific ............................ In and out 210 0 
In and out 2 10 0 4 16 0 Bertha ......................... 
Out 1 5 0 ,, 6 0 8 Alma ............................. 

Hibernia ....................... In and out 2 10 0 3 16 8 
,, 2 10 0 

,, ....... 

,,,, 4 8 0 
,, 2 10 0 ,,  3 2 8 

,,,, 2 10 0 Pioneer ........................ ,, 5 5 4 
2 10 0 ,,,, 2 14 8 

,, ,, 2 10 0 ,, 5 2 8 
2 10 0 Out 1 16 4 

Star of the South ..................... 

Sarah Marie .................... 
Sarah & Jane.................... 

Sarah & Jane .................. 2 10 0 Pilot ........... ............... 3 7 4 

Bertha .......................... 

,, ,, 2 10 0 ,, ,, 3 0 0 
Advance .......................... 

2 10 0 

Mary Campbell ............................ 

,, 2 17 4 
Octoroon ...................... 2 10 0 ,, , 4 14 0 ,,  2 10 0 Sword Fish ..................... ,, ., 3 14 0 

. . . . . . . . .  

1 .5 0 

Hector .............................. 
Spunkie ........................... 

,,  2 18 8 

Wentworth ........................... 

Advance.......................... 

Sarah & Jane .......................... 

Sarah & Jane..................... 
Mary ............................ 2 10 0 ,, 4 0 8 

........ 

2.10 0 

Alpha ............................. 

Susannah Cuthbert 

... 

5 7 4 

Bellinger ....................... 
Hibernia ............................. 

Octoroon ..................... 2  10 0 

Examiner ......................... 

..In and out 

,, ,, 5 6 8 
Bertha ........ . ............... 1 5 0 Examiner ..................... ,, 6 0 8 
Atalanta ........................ 

In and out ..... 

In and out 2 10 0 

Storm Bird........................ 

,,,, 2 12 0 

Bellinger ...................... 
in ................. ........ 

1 5 0 

Kate Conley .................... 

,, ,, 2 14 8 

Octoroon ............................. 

Octoroon ..................... 

. 
1 5 0 

Welcome Rome................. 

,, 3 0 8 

Lucy & Adelaide ................ 
Martha & Jane .................. 
Yarra .............................. 

,, ,, 4 6 0 
Bellinger ...................... 

Total ......... £ 
... 

48 15 0 

Lismore ........................... 

,, ,, 5 4 8 
.............. 

Sir.J. Newton .................. 

,, ,, 5 14 8 
EDEN 

...... 

Schoolboy ........................ 

5 7 4 

In ................. 

. Wallaby ........................... 
Alpha .............................. 

Emma Jane ......... ......... 3 15 4 1 5 0 

Ceres .............................. 

,, 3 8 0 
In and out 32 12 0 

Nil Desperandum ............... 

,, ,, . 2 12 0. Eleanor Johnson ............. 

In ................. 

10 5 0 

Amphitrite........................ 

Ceara .............................. 

,, ,, 2 14 8 
In and out ... 3 2 4 

Kate Moyuahan .............. 
Wallaby .......................... 

..,,,,., 

... 

2 10 0 ,, , ... 2 3 0 3 2 8 - ---- Storm Bird....................... , - ,, 5 7 4 
Total ........ 

In ................. 
In .................. 

£ 49 7 4 

Alpha ............................ 
Octoroon ....................... 
Susannah Cuthbert ........... 
Margaret ...................... In 1 9 0 

Victoria ......................... 

--------. Mary Bannatyne ............. In and out ... . 3 17 4 

City of Melbourne .......... 
Agnes Jessie ................... 

WOLLONGONG ,, ,, 3 0 0 

Amphitrite....................... 

,, ,, 2 10 8 
Adien ............................. 

....... 

In and out 5 16 0 

Susannah Cuthbert ..................... 

J. G. Colesôn .................. 

,, ........ 

In 1 5 0 1 17 4 In and out 6 0 8 0 16 . 8 In .., 1 5 0 
In and out 2 14 8 8 10 0 

Oulgoa .......................... 
Total ......... £ ,, ,, 2 12 0 

Challenge ....................... 

Lucy and Adelaide ........... 

In 1 5 0 
OLiENcE 

Florence .......................... 

In and out ... 

. 

5 6 8 

Examiner ....................... 
Commerce ....................... 

Australia .......... ........... In 2 1 4 
Maid of Erin .................. In and out ., 2 10 0 

Alpha ............................ 

,, ... 1 5 0 
2 10 0 In and out ... 4 0 8 

........ 

6 18 0 
4 12 0 

Wallaby ........................... 

Sarah Nieholl .................. 
Welcome Home ...... ......... .In ... 

In and out ... 1 5 0 3 12 8 

Tower
Kate ,, 3 8 0 

Storm King ................... 
Schoolboy ...................... 

. Brave .............................. Au Revoir ........................ 
,, ... 

.. 

6 0 8 

Athletic ........................... . 
Dawn ............................................... ,, ,...... 

 ... 4,12 0 

Sir J. Newton ................ 
Moynahan ..................... 

2 14 8 Total ......... £ 245 17 4 

Hill........................ 
Mary Grant ..................... 
Civility ......................... 2 16 4 Grace Darling ................................... 

Total ......... 

In ................. 
................£ 

................. 
36 1 8 

* Amount as per revenue vouchers particulars not forwarded. 
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IV 

No. 4. 
RETTJRN showiag tEe names of Vessels that took Pilots, and the amounts of Pilotage received at the 

undermentioned Outporis, from 1st January to 1st July, 1873. 

Outrort. Name I Vessel. Pilotage. • Total. 

£ s.d. £ s. cl. 
Moruya ........................... 1 5 0 

150 
2 10 0 Port Macq.uarie ................ 

N. M'Lauchlin ................................................ 

In and out ... 
 ... 2 10 0 

1 5 0. 
In and out ... 2 10 0 

815 0 
Mannine......................... 
Macleay River ................... 1 5 Th 

Titania .............................................. 

Grafton .............................................. In and out ... 7 1 4 

Thomas and Henry ................................ 
Despatch .................................................... 

 ... 10 10 8 
1817 0 

2 10 0 

White Cloud ........................................ 

In and out ... 

Keera .................................................. 

2 10 0 
Bellinger River ................. 

Undaunted ...................................................... 
Nil ............................................................................ 

2 10 0 
,,  ... 2 10 0 

Nambucra ........................................... 
Princess Alexandria ........................................ 
West Hartley No. 1 ........................................ 

Resolute ............................................. ... 2 10 0 
Princess Alexandria ............................... 

2 10 0 Sea Ripple .................................................... 
,,  ... 2 10 0 Nambucra ........................................... 

Princess Alexandria ...............................  ... 2 10 0 
,, 2 10 0 

Do. .......................................... 5 0 
Confidence ........................................... 

...1 
1 5 0 Resolute................................................................ 

Eliza................................................ 

................ 

. .. 150 ................ 
20 5 0 

No. 5 
RETURN showing the names of Vessels which took Pilots, also the amounts received for Pilotage and 
Harbour Removal Dues, at the Port of Newcastle, during the period from 1st January to 1st July, 
1873. 

Name of Vessel. Pilotage. Removal DU, Name of Vessel. Pilotage. Removal flues. 

£ s d £ s. ci £ s d £ s d. 
2 10 0 4 15 0 African Maid ..........................

G. C. Lorenz Meyer ................. 5 2 0 
Helen White ............................ 

1 10 0 
9 4 0 1 15 0 Australian Sovereign ................ 5 17 8 
20 0 0 4 9 0 1 0 0 
4 9 0 7 13 0 
6 6 8 7 13 0 1 10 0 

2 0 0 

Jylland ............................... 

5 0 0 

Flore ................................... 

6 18 4 

You Yangs ........................................... 

Leichhardt ............................ 

5 15 0 

Jylland ................................ 

1 5 0 

Leichhardt .............................. 

6 2 4 1 5 0 

Deux Freres .......................... 

7 11 8 

Ellen Richmers ......................... 

Pactole ................................. 6 15 4 3 0 0 

Orneo ...................................... 
Esk ...................................... 
Lizzie and Rosa .......................... 

4 13 0 

Crested Wave ........................ 
Anguste Freideric ..................... 

8 12 0 
Bluche ...................................
Thomas Brown ....................... 

4 5 4 
Conquest ................................. 

... 

5 5 0 Aarhnus ................................ 
Solid ... .............................. 2 12 4 14 2 4 2 10 0 

12 8 
.. 

8 

Dandenong ........................................... 

4 5 4 1 0 0 

Patterdale ............................. 

Yronne ............................... 5 2 8 7 0 0 
11 12 8 

Lord Macaulay ........................ 

1 0 0 
4 3 8 

Aarhnus .................................. 
Alfred Hawley .......................... 

6 6 8 2 10 0 Bazonnais ............................. 6 2 8 1 5 0 8 17 4 3 10 0 
5 5 4 1 5 0 

Havilali ................................... 

5 2 0 1 5 0 

Beulah................................... 

3 13 8 4 3 8 1 0 0 

Norham Castle ....................... 
Jenuy ................................... 

7 2 8 
Jenny ................................... 

2 0 0 

Esmeralda .............................. 
Dersvent ................................ 

Esk ... ................................. 6 18 4 1 10 0 11 5 8 
Gladiatenr ............................. 

Mohina... ............................ 3 15 8 6 18 4 
5 12 4 

Deux Freres .......................... 

5 5 0 

.  
22 4 0 

Macedon ................................
G. C. Lorenz Meyer ................. 

5 2 8 1 5 0 Exbnia ................................. 3 4 0 

Garnock ................................ 

20 0 0 6 0 0 
Total 

Esk ...................................... 
Blackbird ................................ 

5 12 4 2 10 0 
is 170 188 9 00 

Yronne ................................ 
Pattendale ............................. 

16 60 ......... - 
Total for the month ending 

.. 

281 4 58 10 0 

Dauphin ............................... 
Bulwark ................................ 

9 17 

.. 

0 

- . .  

28th February, 1872 ...  
3 11 4 

Omeo ..................................... 

5 14 8 1 10 0 

Inverdruie ............................. 
Ernile .................................... 

19 17 0 

Dauphin ............................... 

1 10 0 
Flying Cloud .......................... 
Middlesex ............................ 

2 10 0 
.......... 

Victoria ................................ 

7 11 8 3 0 0 
Haddingt.on ........................... 20 2 0 6 0 0 

You Yangs ......................................... 
Memento ......................................... 
Bluclse ................................... 
Victoria ............................... 16 6 0 2 5 0 

Go-a-head............................... 

7 2 8 11 12 8 2 0 0 Gladiateur .............................. 
12 8 

... 

8 Tawera ................................. 3 17 4 Beulah ................................. 
5 0 0 6 16 0 

2 10 0 2 0 0 

Norham Castle ...................... 

Tjtania ................................. 14 13 0 
Hero ................................................. 
Goahead ............................. 

2 12 4 1 0 0 

.. 

6 5 4 
6 4 8 1 5 0 

Rebecca ................................ . 
5 10 4 

Solid ................................... 
Esmeralda ............................. 
Giryau ............................... 11 11 4 

Harmonia ............................ 
Cantalre ............................... 
Parame ............................... 8 17 8 
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Name of I cssei 

:1st: e 

Re1 I
°ur 
 e arne of essel Pilotage 

3 10 0 15 16 0 
Isabella ............................... 4 5 4 4 5 4 

4 15 0 3 0 0 4 15 4 
11 11 4 6 0 0 10 17 8 

Helen White ......................... 
Girvan .................................. 

7 0 0 

Solo ....................................... 
Emile Marie ........................... 

4 5 8 Alfred Hawley ...................... 
Isabella ................................ 4 5 4 

Plato .................................... 

17 18 4 
Foldin .................................. 4 1 0 

Rainbow ................................. 

Argonaut .............................. 17 17 8 3 0 0 
5 0 0 1 0 0 

Ben Nevis .............................. 
Windsor Castle ........................ 

3 10 0 
9 17 0 1 15 0 

... 

5 18 4 
22 4 0 6 0 0 

Neomi ...................................
August ................................. .. 4 11 4 2 0 0 

5 15 0 1 5 0 23 18 4 3 0 0 
3 10 0 15 11 4 3 0 0 
1 10 0 7 5 0 

Ellen Richmers ...................... 

3 15 5 3 0 0 3 3 0 

Inverdruie ............................ 
Bulwark ............................... 

Conquest .............................. 8 12 0 1 15 0 3 0 8 1 0 0 

Crested Wave ......................... 

15 3 4 7 14 8 1 10 0 

Mahnia ............................... 

2 12 4 .  

Knight Commander ................... 

Clairelle ................................... 

4 3 4 2 0 0 
Fearless ............................... 

5 5 0 

Forward He ............................. 

Zernindar .............................. 18 5 8 
Solid ................................... 

5 9 0 .  

Dandenong ...................................... 

Gazelle ................................... 
Geraldine ................................ 

Annie Bow ...............................

Blackbird .............................. 3 10 0 Laura .................................. 
Flying Cloud ......................... 5 14 8 1 5 0 

Florence Nightingale.................... 

21 13 4 
Garnock ............................... 

.  

11 5 8 4 0 0 Nelson ... ................................ 

.... 

20 16 0 

Georgina ............................... 

3 0 0 

Somerset ................................ 

8 17 4 1 15 0 
4 1 0 2 0 

.  

0 
Macedon ................................ 
Lyttleton ............................. 9 15 4 

3 10 0 Rota .................................... . 14 7 4 .... ....... 
8 2 4 

.......... 

7 6 0 

Dandenong ............................ 

3 4 8 
Annie ................................... 

8 4 4 
3 7 4 Escort ....................... 10 5 4 
9 5 4 

. .  Jeannie Louttit ....................... 

4 15 8 

Alcandre ............................... 

6 0.  4 

. .  
Claymore ............................. 

7 0 4 
5 16 8 

. .  

. .  Buston Yale ........................... 
Inverness .............................. . 12 1 8 2 0 0 

5 10 4 
. .  

.  

2 10 0 Alice .................................. 5 12 4 

Macedon ................................ 
Esk ...................................... 

Victoria ............................... 16 6 0 10 19 0 

Belted Will ............................ 

1 0 0 5 18 4 1 5 0 
9 0 0 21 19 8 
14 13 0 

. .  
2 5 0 

Golden Spur ......................... 
Neomi .................................. 

4 15 4 2 0 0 
19170 300 

Vernon ............................... 
Plato .................................. 
Emile Marie ........................ 454 200 

You Yangs .............................. 

5 5 0 Dandenong ............................ 9 11 8 1 15 0 

Blackbird ............................ 

16 6 0 2 10 0 Total for the month ending 

.  

6 16. 0 1 10 0 544 8 0 _______  64 0 0 
Solid ..................................... 2 12 4 1 0 0 

3 17 4 1 0 0 

Alcandre ................................ 

9 11 8 1 15 0 

30th April, 18i3 ........... 

5 9 0 1 5 0 8 4 0 
4 7 0 15 16 0 5 0 0 

Dandenong ............................ 

3 10 0 21 13 4 6 0 0 
6 6 8 3 3 0 2 0 0 
3 7 4 3 0 0 6 4 0 
6 5 4 1 5 0 Lulie .................................... 2 10 0 1 0 0 

Macedon ................................ 

Paramd ... ........................... 8 17 8 5 5 0 17 18 4 3 0 0 

Foldin .................................. 

23 18 4 3 10 0 

Fintzel.................................. 

8 17 4 4 5 4 

Archetech Renauci ................... 
Laju..................................... 

6 0 4 1 5 0 17 15 4 

Mercury ............................... 

Colleroon .............................. 12 13 8 8 17 8 

Caritaire ................................ 

Laju .................................... 9 5 4 1 15 0 9 12 4 

Masonic .............................. 

3 0 0 11 10 8 

Titania.................................. 
Middlesex ............................ 

Psyche ... .............................. 10 17 8 5 6 8 1 5 0 

Georgiana ............................ 
Victoria ............................... 

Belted Will ........................... 5 16 8 1 5 0 

Signal ........................................ 
Solo ......................................... 

6 8 4 

Rebecca ............................... 

You Yangs ............................. 

4 7 0 1 0 0 

Somerset .................................... 
Gazelle ...................................... 

Commodore ........................... 18 16 8 

Tawera ............................... 

Fintzel ................................. 8 2 4 3 0 0 

Evening Star .............................. 

1 10 0 

Laura .................................. 
Camilla ............................... 

Louis .................................. 

Total for the month ending 98 5 
- - -   

0 

Windsor Castle ........................... 
Macedon ............................................ 
Isabella ..................................... 
Glenlore ..................................... 

Luzon 
9 15 
6 13 

....... 

0 
4 492 5 8 

.Archetech Renaucl ................... 
Harmonia ............................ 

31st March, lSi3 .........  

Berwickshire ............................... 
Atlantic ..................................... 

Mount Stuart Elphinstone 10 3 8 ------- 

Knight Commander ................ 

Ambassador ............................... 
Bosphorus ................................. 

10 17 8 2 0 0 

Macedon ................................ 
Mercury ............................... 

Balnaguith ................................. 

1 15 0 
5 13 4 

You Yangs ....................................... 
Toówoomba ............................ 

...... 

6 3 0 
15 3 4 2 10 0 

..................................... 

1 0 0 

Camilla ............................... 

9 0 0 1 15 0 

Rainbow .................................. 

4 1 8 
6 6 8 1 5 0 

Mary Belle Roberts .................... 

Zemjndar .............................. 18 5 8 3 0 0 
5 5 0 

Alice Haake ........................... 

9 15 4 1 15 0 
Calleroon .............................. 12 13 8 2 0 0 

Blackbird ...................................... 

20 6 4 

Iris ....................................... 
Fearless ................................. 

15 11 4 

Isabella .......................................... 

7 5 0 1 10 0 

Masonic ................................. 
Louis .................................... 

August ................................. 4 11 4 

Lyttleton ............................... 

10 5 

... 

4 2 0 0 

Blackbird ..................................... 

4 3 4 

Leoion of Honor ..................... 

9 11 8 1 15 0 

Forward He ........................... 

Inverness .............................. 12 1 

... 

8 

Clairellen................................. 

Jeannie Louttit ....................... 8 4 4 1 10 0 
Annie Bow .............................. 

... 

5 5 0 

Escort .................................. 
Dandenong ............................. 

Rota .............................. ...... .14 7 4 2 10 0 Dandenong ........................................ 
4 5 

... 

4 6 5 8 
Florence Nightingale ............... 

.

.

.

.

.

.

.  

8 
Meander ................................ 

7 0 4 1 10 0 
4 5 4 

Buston Yale ......................... 
18 4 0 

8 17 4 1 15 0 
Wheatlandside ...................... 

8 7 0 

Isabella ................................. 

Argonaut .............................. 

...7 14 

17 17 8 
Got.]ienburg .......................... 

8 7 0 

Isabella ................................. 
Macedon ................................. 

3 0 8 
Gothenburg .......................... 

6 7 0 Geraldine .............................. 
16 6 

.. 

0 
Formosa ................................ 
Golden Spur ......................... 10 19 0 4 0 0 Victoria ................................ 

3 0 0 Constance ........................... ......... 2 10 0 You Yangs ................ ........ ................... 
3 3 8 

.. 
8 17 4 1 15 .  0 

10 17 8 2 0 0 19 4 4 
16 6 0 2 10 0 11 0 0 

Marie Louise ........................... 
Psyche ................................... 

5 13 4 2 10 0 

Macedon ................................ 
Stonehouse ............................ 

5 12 4 2 10 0 Victoria ................................ 
Iris ...................................... 
Marie Louise .......................... 3 3 8 1 0 0 

Omco .................................. 
Alice ................................... 
Nelson .................................. 20 16 0 3 0 0 



NMI 

Name of VesseL Pilotage. Name of Vessel. Pilotage. Removal flues 

£ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. 
6 13 4 3 10 0 
5 3 4 Mount Stuart Elphinstone 10 3 8 2 0 0 
6 4 0 1 5 0 Illoro .................................. 6 12 8 .1 5 0 
24 12 4 3 15 8 
6 12 8 19 14 8 

1 10 0 10 13 0 

Luzon ..................................... 

4 4 8 Prince Alfred ....................... 4 6 0 
8 4 0 1 10 0 

Dandenong ........................................... 

8 17 4 1 15 0 

Victoriue .................................. 

6 7 0 4 2 0 

Evening Star ............................ 
Galatea .................................. 

5 5 0 5 13 0 

Illoro ..................................... 
You Yangs ....................................... 

5 12 0 5 6 8 
5 0 0 5 0 8 

4 1 8 2 0 0 7 6 0 6 0 0 

Globe ..................................... 

Europe .................................. 
England ............................... 

19 10 4 5 13 4 

Signal ..................................... 
Formosa ................................... 

16 6 0 20 6 4 3 0 0 

Blackbird ........................................ 

Alice Haake ........................... 

5 3 4 1 10 0 

Conflict .................................. 

21 19 8 6 0 0 9 11 8 

Victoria ................................ 
Victorine ................................ 

7 1 0 

Mahnia .................................. 

18 4 0 3 0 0 
Vernon ............................... 
Sea Gull ................................. 

3 10 0 

Ophelia .................................. 

19 4 4 3 0 0 
3 4 8 

St. Andrew's Castle ................... 

Macedon .................................. 

10 9 0 
Charles Auguste....................... 12 14 4 

H. & L................................... 
Cingalee ................................... 

6 9 4 1 5 0 
18 6 4 

Hadda ..................................... 

20 7 4 
21 1 8 

.............. 

St. Bricedale ............................. 
Annie ..................................... 

20 12 8 
Bertha ................................... 3 0 4 

Iris ........................................ 
Legion of Honor ....................... 
You Yangs ............................................ 

4 10 0 2 0 0 
29 13 0 

You Yangs .............................. 

3 15 0 
11 18 8 

Wheatlasidside ........................ 
Stonehouse ............................. 
Edinburgh Castle .................... 

3 15 0 1 0 0- 
8 2 4 

Egmont ................................. 

18 6 4 3 0 0 

Wldwood ............................. 
Lady Cairns .......................... 

16 6 0 2 10 0 

Hercules ................................. 
Queen of Australia ................. 
Isabelle ................................. 

3 19 0 

Eaton Hall ............................. 

4 4 8 

............. 

1 0 0 

Celestia ................................. 

6 1 8 

Dandenong .............................. 

Etta Loring .......................... 
Dovercourt ............................. 
Victoria ................................ 
Globe ................................... 
Mary Belle Roberts ................. 6 3 0 1 5 0 

Celestia ................................. 
Wildwood ............................. 

17 12 0 

Jeannie Oswald ....................... 

11 10 8 2 0 0 . 
May ....................................... 

20 13 0 Ambassador .......................... 
26 7 0 21 7 0 British King .......................... 

3 0 0 

Q.uestembert ............................ 
Rutlandshire ............................ 

21 8 0 

Total for the month ending 

Royal Alfred ............................ 
Parsee ..................................... 

::: :::::: ::: ::: ::::::::: 
Leichhardt ............................... 

} 93 

British Monarch ...................... 

6 
15 1 8 

1100 
5 6 8 

5 5 0 

David Brown ............................ 

9 11 8 
6 8 4 3 15 0 

Esk................................................... 
Bosphorus ............................. 

8 2 4 1 10 0 
Macedon .............................................. 

8 17 8 3 10 0 
Dovercourt ............................. 

5 6 8 2 10 0 
Balnaguith ............................... 

24 18 8 
Hadda ................................... 

14 6 8 
Berwickshire ............................ 

24 18 8 6 0 0 
Lodore ......... ........................ . .  

5 0 8 1 5 0 
3 4 . 8 

St. Bricedale .......................... 
4 2 0 1 0 0 

Shahpore .................................
Shahpore .................................
Jeannie Oswald ....................... 

17 15 4 3 0 0 19 19 0 
1 10 0 

Dandenoug ............................. 

19 17 8 
5 12 0 

............. 

1 5 0 19 9 4 

Glencora .................................. 

- 9 12 4 3 10 0 6 6 8 

You Yangs ............................................ 

3 0 4 1 0 0 22 5 0 

Europe ................................... 
Atlantic ............................... 

9 15 0 1 15 0 

H. & L.................................. 

5 13 4 

Bertha ................................... 
Toowoomba ........................... 

7 3 8 

Euterpe ................................. 
Oberon ................................. 
Staffordshire ........................... 

5 13 0 1 5 0 Henrietta .............................. 
1 5 0 

Louis .................................... 
Grand Duchess ........................ 

8 17 4- 1 15 0 
Thyatira ............................... 16 0 8 

Iris ........................................ 

19 10 4 3 0 0 
Camille .......................................... 

4 10 0 
.  

Cingalee .................................. 
Macedon ................................. 

12 14 4 2 0 0 
Corona ................................. 19 19 8 

Conflict ................................. 

0 5 0 
Commodore ........................... 18 16 8 3 0 0 

Titania ........... 
..... ................. 0 5 0 

Isabelle ................................. 

1 10 0 

Charles Auguste....................... 

768 5 

. . . . .  

4 96 15 0 

Sea Gull ............................................ 

... 

... Victoria ...................................

Tot-al for the month ending 
30th June, 1873 ...... 

No. 8. 
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7 

No. 6. 

Comparative Statement. FOotage. Harbour 
Removal ses. 

£ 
170 

s. 
18 

d. 
8 

£ 
9 
s. 
0 
d. 
0 Total for the Month ending 31st January, 1873 ..................................... 

281 16 4 58 10 0 28th February, 1873 ..................................... 
31st March, 1873 ...... ................................. 492 5 . 8 98 5 0 

Total for the Quarter ending 31st March, 1873 ..................945 0 8 165 15 0 

544 8 0 64 0 0 Total for the Month ending 30th April, 1873 ............................ ............ 
31st May, 1873 .................... ... ...... ......... ... 

. 
.. .755 

768 
5 
5 
0 
4 

93 
96 

0 
15 

0 
0 

Total for the Quarter ending 30th June, 1873 ..................... 2,067 

.  

18 4 253 15 0 

2,067 
945 

.  

18 
0 
4 
8 

253 
165 

15 
15 

0 
0 

30th June, 1873 ......................................... 

Total for the Quarter ending 30th June, 1873 ........................................ 
31st March, 1873........................................ 

1,122 17 8 880 0 

945 
2,067 

0 
18 

8 
4 

165 
253 

15 
15 

0 
0 

Increase for the Quarter ending 30th June, 1873 ................. 

Total for the Quarter ending 31st Máich, 1873......................................... 
30th June, 1873 ......................................... 

3,012 19 0 419 10 0 Total for the Half-year ending 30th June, 1873 ....................... 

WILLIAM H. LOGAN, 
Custom House, Newcastle, Sub-Collector of Customs. 

3rd October, 1873. 

No.7. 

RETURN showing the number of Vessels (including Coasters) that have, entered and cleared at the Port 
of Newcastle, during the period from 1st January to 1st July, 1873. 

Number of Vessels Inwards. Number of Vessels Outwards. Total Number of Vessels. 

1,055 1,170 2,225 

WILLIAM H. LOGAN, 

Custom House, Newcastle, Sub-Collector of Customs. 

3rd October, 1873. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer-1873. 

[Gd.] 





1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

MARIA GIBSON. 
(PETITION OF, ItELATIVE TO THE LATE PILOT GIBSON.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed; 4 December, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 

The humble Petition of Maria Gibson, late of South Head, Watson's Bay, now of Woollahra,—

RESPECTFULLY SuOWETH 

That in consequence of the death of her husband, Henry Gibson, your Petitioner has been 

left almost wholly destitute, with three (3) daughters to provide for and maintain. 

That Henry Gibson having been for thirty-one (31) years Sea Pilot on the station of Port Jackson, 

was compelled through failing health (brought on principally by the performance of his arduous and 

perilous duties) to resign, and was afterwards appointed Light-house Keeper, which office he ifiled till the 

day of his death. 

That the said Henry Gibson has received the highest testimonials from Ministers of the Crown, 

Members of Parliament, and the leading merchants and shipowners of Sydney. 

That pensions or gratuities have been granted to the followIng Pilots, or widows of Pilots, viz. 

Mrs. Robinson, widow of Pilot Robinson. - 

Mrs. Reeder, ,, Reeder, 3 weeks in the service, £70 per annum. 

Mrs. Shanks, ,, Shanks, £50 per annum. 

Mrs. .Tenkins, ,, Jenkins, one month's pay for every year of service. 

Captain Fullerton, one month's pay for every year's service. 

The services of no one of the Pilots above mentioned have extended to a period of twenty (20) years. 

That your Petitioner has brought up respectably and given a liberal education to a large family 

(tn in all), all with the exception of three (3) younger daughters now being in situations. - 

That your Petitioner, therefore, humbly prays that your Honorable House will take the 

circumstances of her case into your favourable consideration, and grant such relief as to your Honorable 

House may seem fit. 

And your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

MARIA GIBSON. 

[3d.] 275— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

SEAL ROCK LIGHT-HOUSE. 
(PETITION OF MASTER MARIIERS, RESPECTING.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 5 March, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Minister for Works, N.S.W. 
The Petition of the undersigned Master Mariners,—. 

HUMBLY SI1OWETH :— 
That your Petitioners having heard that the Government is about adopting the Report of. the 

Select Committee of the Legislative Council held in 1863, on the advisability of establishing additional 
Light-houses on the Coast, would beg to submit that the Light-house contemplated being built in the 
vicinity of the Seal Rocks should be placed on the headland known as Sugar-loaf or Seal Rock Point, and 
not on the rock proposed by some persons, for several very important reasons, viz. :- 

1st. That, if placed upon the main land, it could be seen from a greater distance on account of 
its elevation as compared with the rock. 

2nd. That the access to the one would be much easier than the other, where supplies could be 
landed.almost at any time and not attended with the same risk and danger. 

3rd. That the outlay of erecting the Light-house on the point would not be above one half of 
what it would be if built on the rock. 

4th. That the cost of maintaining and keeping it in order would be very small when compared 
with the other position, while the advantages derived from the Light would be equal if not 
superior to the other, and would enable the Government with the funds at their command to 
erect another Light on the Solitaries, where it is much required, in place of expending the 
whole sum on one Light. 

Trusting that you will take a fatourable view of the matter and adopt the above suggestion, 
which would confer a great benefit on the coasting trade generally. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. 

Name. 
] 

Where trading. Master.  Name. Where trading. as Master. 

Ph. Jackson ............... North and South 23 12 
do 12 

Robert .Cox ............. 
Peter Fleming .......... North and South 15 

A. W. Ainsworth do 

. 

31 William Hutton 

North .............. 

do 31 
Thos. Partridge do 26 James Holden do 12 

do 16 Joseph Thomas ...... 12 J. Storm .................... 
J. B. Gilrick do 33 

North .............. 
North and South 16 

A. Brown .................... 

Wm. Marshall ............ 20 Samuel.Craig do 20 
North and South 20 Henry Blaxell do 16 

do 18 George Stewart do 19 
Jno. M'Clemens .......... 
Jno. Blair ................ .... 

do 32 Henry M'Auley 

... 

do 8 Michael Sugden ........... 
Edwd. Weight . d o 22 Henry Bastian do. 32 
Lewis Elworthy do 10 William Inglis do 23 

North .............. 

Manning River 6 C. Smith .................. do 31 
North and South 40 

Joseph Trenear ......... 

do; 34 
Cape Hawke 8 Albert H. Howell do 15 
Manning River 24 

P. Cooney .................. 

do 20 

C. Mierewsdroff ........... 
E. lTamore ................. 

William Gardiner ........ 23 
Rob. T. Moodie.......... 
William Jackson do 

. . .  

11 
Cecil S. Fison .............. North and South 15 William Fitzhardinge do 12 
William J. Stuart, s.c. G. Pearson ............... 3 
"Alexandra" 

North .............. 

do 12 . Torres Straits. 

A. Kendall ................. 
Jno. Greenlees ........... 

Intercolonial, N. & S. 3 Robert Taylor ........... 

..North and South, 

North and South 14 
John Meredith do 3 John Howard ............ ..New Caledonia 

do. 2 North and South 20 

Ernest Harrison ..........

James Liddell do 19 Chs. Charlesworth ...... North and South 12 
Alexr. M'Intosh do 5 James Griffin do 16 

John Cox ........................

Charles Greville do 2 L. D. Nicholson do. 31 
Charles B. Parker do 2 T. Elworthy do 11 
William -- do 20 Peter Macgregor ...... 

. 

..QueenslandTrade 5 
James Thomas ............ .North ad South 16 
John H. Baford do 20 F. C. Knight ............ To Queesland 20 
Joseph Foreman do 18 John Jathieson .......... North and South 

. 
16 

[3d.] 441— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

CHANNELS NEAR SOW AND PIGS SHOAL. 
(CORRESPONDENCE RESPECTING DEEPENING OF.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 11 Jume, 1874. 

FURTIIER RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative 

Assembly of New South Wales, dated 12 March, 1873, That there be laid 
upon the Table of this House,— 

Copies of all Papers and Correspondence between the Admiralty Surveyor, 

"Marine Board, and others, with the Government, respectiri g the deepening 
"of the Channels near the Sow and Pigs Shoal." 

(Captain Onslow) 

SCHEDULE. 
No. 

I. Letter from Lieut. Gowliand to Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, on the subject of the proposed Channel at 
PAGE. 

the Sow and Pigs Shoal. 3 July, 1873 ...................................................................................... 2. Letter from Under Secretary for Finance and Trade to Lieut. Gowlland, acknowledging same. 4 July, 1873 ......... 3. Letter from Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, forwarding to Under. 

2 
2 

same Secretary for Works. 9 July, 1873 
4. Minute of Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, together with Minute of the Colonial Treasurer on this 2 

subject, forwarded to Under Secretary for Works. 15 July, 1873 .................................................. ................... 
Letter from Under Secretary for Works to Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, in reply. 17 July, 1873......... Letter from Under Secretary for Works to Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, 

3 
3 

requesting copies of certain correspondence on same subject. 26 July, 1873 .......................................................................... 
7. Letter from the Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, in reply, forwarding letter from Lieut. Cowhand 4 

4 ............ 
The Secretary for Works to Colonial Treasurer, forwarding report of Mr. Moriarty on the proposed Channel at 
Sow and Pigs. 30 August, 1873 ..................................................................................... 

The Under Secretary for Works to Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, forwarding suggestion of Mr. Moriarty 
4 

respecting notices to ships to avoid moorings at Sow and Pigs Shoal. 23 August, 1873 ........... . ..................... . 
Under Secretary for Finance and Trade to Under Secretary for Works, forwarding report of Marine Board in reply, 6 
together with Colonial Treasurer's minute thereon. 10 September, 1873 .................................................. 7 Suggestion of Mr. Moriarty as to publication of notice as to moorings. 26 September, 1873 .............................. 

Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers' reply to Minute of Marine Board. 7 
14 October, 1873........................ Under Secretary for Finance and Trade to Under Secretary for Works, forwarding a request from the Marine Board 

as to Dredges, to which Mr. Moriarty's report is 18 November, 

8 

attached. 1873 ......... ................................ 
14. Minute of Secretary for Works, for Cabinet, on same subject. 

15 October, 1873 ............................................. 15. Minute of Secretary for Works, for opinion of Crowii Law Officers, 

8  
9 

sent to Crown Solicitor. 15 October, 1873 ....... 
16. Letter from Crown Solicitor to Under Secretary for Works, transmitting Mr. Attorney General's opinion. 9 

31 October, 1873 ................................................................................................. 
17. Under Secretary for Works to Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, letter requesting return of plans and 

in papers 
10 

this case. 11 November, 1873 ......................................................................................... 
18. Letter from Under Secretary for Finance and Trade to Under Secretary for Works, in reply, with letters from 

10 
Marine Board. Same date.................................................................................................. 

19. Under Secretary for Finance and Trade to Under Secretary for Works, forwarding copy letter from Lieut. Gowliand, 
for perusal of plans and papers, and also report from the same of5cer on the deepening proposed of the shoal. 

10 

13 November, 1873 ............................................................................................................ 
Reply of Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers thereto, with enclosures. 

30 November, 1873 ..................... Letter of the Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours Rivers 

11 
14 and to Admiral Richards, RN., Hydrograph or to the Admiralty. '12 July, 1873 ........................................................................................................ 21 

028—A 
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CHANNELS NEA1 SOW AND PIGS SHOAL. 

No. 1. 
LIEUT. GOWLLAND to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FINcE AND 

Sydney, 3 July, 1873. 
SIR, 

I beg to call the attention of the Honorable the Treasurer to a plan of the Sow and Pigs Flats, 
which has been prepared by the Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers, in connection with the pro-
posed channel through this shoal, as originally suggested in my letters of 14 June and 29 July, 1872. 

It is most erroneously stated, and inserted without authority on this drawing, that the eastern 
channel is suggested by Admiral Richards, the Hydrographer. 

As an officer of the Hydrographic Staff of the Navy, in constant correspondence with him and his 
representative in the Colony, I have the honor to request that his name may be erased from this drawing, 
as being most unwarrantably and without permission placed thereon. 

Admiral Richards directed me to ascertain whether this channel could be dredged to admit an 
iron-clad. 

On consulting with the Marine Board and other experienced men, it became evident that, however 
available this channel might be made for men-of-war and powerful steamers, it would be practically useless, 
and at times dangerous, for the admission of our large home and foreign shipping. 

The Hydrographer, then, not only never suggested the eastern channel for general shipping require-
ments (for which purpose I presume it will be made), but he has in a subsequent letter entirely approved 
of my report and suggestions to this Government for dredging the west channel. 

It is evident, therefore, that his name and important opinion has been wrongly made use of to 
enhance the value of a scheme which never obtained his concurrence. 

I feel it my duty at the same time to point out that an extract alluding to the state of the flats is 
inserted on this plan, taken from the journals of H.M.S. "Rattlesnake," in 1847, which is calculated to 
mislead and convey a wrong impression of the range of tides and facilities for crossing the bar at the present 
time. 

In the Report of the Harbour Commissioners in 1866, of which Mr.. Moriarty was a member, it 
will be found that the serious attention of the Government is directed to the shoaling of the Sow and 
Pigs Flats since 1847, as, on comparing the old surveys made then with more minute and searching ones 
made of this locality for the investigations of the Commission, it was found to have silted up from 1 to 2 
feet in the interval. 

Why then it is now thought necessary to ignore the report of the Commission of 1866 and quote 
as information of the present state of this shoal from the old journals of 1847 seems to me inexplicable, 
the more so as this information, it is well known, is quite incorrect at the present time, no matter how 
trustworthy the surveys and remarks may have been twenty.flve years ago. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN J. G-OWLLANIJ, 

Admiralty Surveyor. 

No. 2. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FINANCE AND TRADE to LIZUT. GOWLLAND. 

The Treasury, New South Wales, 
4 July, 1873. 

SIR, 
Referring to your letter of the 3rd instant, on the subject of deepening the channel by the 

Sow and Pigs, I am directed by the Colonial Treasurer to request that you will have the goodness to furnish 
him with a copy of the letter which you state you have received from Admiral Richards, approving of your 
report and suggestions to this Government for deepening the west channel. 

I have, &c., 
G. EAGAR. 

No. 3. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FINANCE AND TRA in to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORHS. 

The Treasury, New South Wales, 
9 July, 1873. 

SIR, 
I have the honor, by direction of the Colonial Treasurer, to hand you enclosed, for the informa-

tion of the IlTonorable the Secretary for Public Works, copy of a letter, dated the 3rd instant, from 
Lieutenant John J. G-owlland, Admiralty Surveyor, which appears to Mr. Lloyd to have a very important 
bearing upon the question of the proper channel to be deepened by the Sow and Pigs Shoal. 

I am also to ask .you to have the goodness to cause the papers in connection with the proposed 
channel (which were in the first instance forwarded to you from this department on the 6th August., 1872), 
and any additional papers on the subject, to be returned to this office, for Mr. Lloyd's information. 

I have, &c., 
C . G. EAGAR. 

No. 4. 
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No. 4. 
MINUTE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FANcE AND TEE and MINUTE OP THE COLONIAL 

TREASURER. 

Papers relating to the proposed deepening of a channel by the Sow and Pigs Shoal. 

I BEG to submit the following facts, with a view to inquiry, for the consideration of the Honorable the 
Treasurer. 

On the 9th instant, I applied by letter to the Works Department for Treasury papers in the matter 
of deepening the Sow and Pigs Channel, which had been forwarded to them on the 16th August, 1872, 
and not returned. 

On the 11th instant, I learned by the merest accident, for the first time and to my great surprise, 
that the papers referred to, and later documents in connection with them, had been laid on the Table of the 
Assembly, by the Treasurer, on the 24th April last, the day before Parliament was prorogued. 

Turning to "Votes and Proceedings" No. 92, I find the following entry (24 April) 
"3. Papers —Mr. G. A. Lloyd laid upon the Table the following papers 
"Return to an Order made on the 12th March, 1873, in reference to the Channels near the Sow 

and Pigs Shoal." 

As the Under Secretary, I am responsible to the Minister for the preparation of all papers laid by 
him upon the Table of Parliament—always a duty of special importance. With respect to these particular 
papers, I desire to state that I applied for them in writing, on the 2nd April last, for the purpose of 
preparing them for Parliament, that they were never returned to me; and not having come through me 
into the hands of the Treasurer, to be laid upon the Table, I must respectfully disclaim all responsibility 
for them. 

I have obtained a printed copy of th'e papers from the Government Printing Office, and have thus 
had an opportunity of perusing them. Had they been returned to me when applied for on the 2nd April, 
it would have been my duty, in submitting them to the Treasurer, to suggest the propriety of their 
being referred to the President of the Marine Board and Lieutenant Gowiland, for their replies to a long 
and elaborate memorandum adverse to their proposition, which had been sanctioned by the then Treasurer, 
Mr. Piddington, which the papers show to have been prepared by the Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and 
Rivers on the 25th March last. The interval between the 2nd and 24th of April would have afforded 
ample time to obtain those replies. As the matter now stands, these papers present for the consideration 
of the Assembly, on an important question affecting the navigation of the port, an entirely one-sided case. 

Under the circumstances which I have stated, I feel bound to bring the facts to the notice of the 
Treasurer, with a request that he will have the goodness to cause it to be ascertained,- 

1st. Why these papers were not returned to the Treasury when applied for, by me under B.C. 
Minute of 2nd April, 1873? 

2nd. Under what circumstances they were prepared for and laid upon the Table of the Assembly 
without coming through this department in the usual and regular way? 

G. EAGAR. 

I recollect some papers and plans being given to me by my honorable colleague the Minister for 
Works to lay on the Table of the House, which I did., knowing very little about them. Now that I see 
what the papers are, I shall be glad if Mr. Sutherland will have the goodness to ascertain why they were 
not returned to the Treasury when asked for on the 2nd April, and why they did not pass through this 
department in the usual way. Had the papers been sent here, all the subsequent steps taken (which being 
without the knowledge and concurrence of the Marine Board are in contravention of the powers under 
the Navigation Act of 1871) would have been avoided.—G.A.L.t 14/7/73. 
The Secretary for Public Works. 

The Under Secretary for Public Works.—B.C., G.E., 15/7/73. 

No. 5. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC W0ERS to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FINAYCE AND T&&1E. 

Department of Public Works, 

SIB, 
Sydney, 17 July, 1873. 

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th instant, enclosing a copy of 
Lieutenant Gowiland's report respecting the proposed deepening of a channel at the Sow and Pigs Shoal, 
and requesting that the papers having reference to this subject may be returned to you. 

In reply, I am to inform you that Lieutenant Gowiland's report will receive the attention of the 
Secretary for Public Works and form the subject of a separate communication. 

With reference to the return of the papers in question, I am to state that, as it appears they were 
laid upon the Table of the Legislative Assembly by the Honorable the Finance Minister and ordered to be 
printed on the 24th April last, and are now in the custody of the Clerk of the House, Mr. Secretary 
Sutherland is unable to comply with your request. 

I have,-  &c., 
- JOHN RAE. 

No. 6. 
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No. 0. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to THE UNDER SECRETARY ron FINANCE AD TRADE. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 26 July, 1873. 

SIR, 
I am directed by the Secretary for Public Works to request that you will have the goodness to 

furnish me with a copy of Lieutenant Gowliand's report and suggestions as to the dredging of the western 
channel at the Sow and Pigs, together with a copy of the letter of the Hydrog'apher in reply thereto 
approving of the same. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No. 7. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FINANCE AND TRADE to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

The Treasury, New South Wales, 
Sydney, 28 July, 1873. 

SIR, 
I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 26th instant, and, in reply, am 

directed to enclose you copy, 1, of a letter dated 4th instant, addressed to Lieutenant Gowliand, RN., 
before he left the Colony, in reference to Admiral Richards' approval of the plan for deepening the west 
channel at the Sow and Pigs Shoal; and 2, of Mr. Gowliand's reply to the same, which is all the 
infbrmation Mr. Lloyd has, at present, upon the subject. 

I have, &c., 
0-. EAGAR. 

Mr. Moriarty.—B.C., 2417/73, J.R. 
See separate report on M.P., 73/2940.—B.C., Under Sec. P. Works, 25/8/73. 

[Emclosure.] 

Lieut. Gowilaud to The Under Secretary for Finance and Trade. 
Sydney, 5 July, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4th July, and to inform you 

that, in reply to a letter from me containing a report of my survey and borings of the west channel at the 
Sow and PigA Flats, Admiral Richards replies,—" I am glad that the subject of deepening the channel at 
the Sow and Pigs is being entertained; it will not be a very serious undertaking." 

I would beg to suggest to the Honorable the Treasurer that, as a serious difference of opinion 
seems to exist with regard to the cutting of these channels, the plans, papers, reports, &c., bearing on the 
subject, should be referred for an opinion to Admiral Richards again; and being shortly about to visit 
England, I shall be glad to undertake the duty of bringing the subject in all its bearings before him. 

I have, &c., 
JNO. J. GOWLLAND, 

Admiralty Surveyor. 

No.8. 
MINUTE or THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

IN bringing .this subject again under the notice of my honorable colleague, I have to invite his concurrence 
with me in the suggestion that copies of all papers in connection herewith be forwarded through the proper 
channel to Admiral Richards, with a request that that distinguished officer would favour the Government 
with his valuable opinion on the important question at issue. 

JOHN SUTHERLAND, 30/8/73. 

The Under Secretary, Finance and Trade.—.B.C., 4/9/73, J.R. 

REPORT of Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers. 
23 August, 1873. 

Sir, 
2) July, 1573. I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt this*  day of some further correspondence between  

Lieutenant Gowiland and the Honorable the Under Secretary for Finance and Trade, in reference to the 
deepening of the channel at the Sow and Pigs; and I would, in reporting thereupon, at thel'outset beg to 
observe that, as Lieutenant Gowliand's communications contain many inaccuracies to which it will be 
necessary for me to refer, I shall regret having to do so in his absence, as I would much prefer that he had 
an opportunity of replying to what I shall have to say. 

In the first paragraph of his letter of the 3rd instant, Lieutenant Gowlland calls the attention of 
the Honorable the Treasurer to "a plan of the Sow and Pigs Flats which has been prepared by the 
Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers, in connection with the proposed channel through the shoal," 
on which he alleges "It is most erroneously sta.ted and inserted without authority on this drawing that the 
eastern channel is suggested by Admiral Richards, the Hydrographer,"—and, "as an officer of the Hydro-
graphic Staff, he requests that his (the Hydrographer's) name may be erased from the drawings, as being 
most unwarrantably and without permission placed thereon.". 

Lieutenant Gowiland, before taking upon himself to accuse me of acting "most unwarrantably" in 
this matter, might (I should have thought) have taken the trouble to have informed himself of the precise 
meaning of the expression to which he so much objects. The 
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The word "suggestion" which lie complains of is a very common one, and one which Lieutenant 
G-owfland might very reasonably have been expected to understand the meaning of, but it is obvious that 
when penning his indignant demand for its erasure he did not very clearly comprehend it. 

When using the word "suggested" as coupled with the name of the Hydrographer in the instance 
complained of, I did so advisedly, and after due consideration of its precise meaning. I was particularly care- 
ful to avoid seeming to commit Admiral Richards to any greater degree of assent to my recommendation than 
was fully warranted by his own litera 'scrpta. I therefore pointedly drew the distinction between his 
"suggestion" and my "recommendation." The papers laid before Parliament and printed by order of the 
House show that this whole question arose out of a suggestion of the Hydrographer that the eastern channel of 
the Sow and Pigs Shoal should be bored to ascertain the feasibility of dredging it sufficiently to admit an iron- 
clad or line-of-battle ship. His own words, as quoted by Lieutenant Gowliand, are—" I have been looking at 
the east channel of the Sow and Pigs Reef, and think it would be worth the while of the Government to 
have the bottom tried by boring to the depth of 3 or 4 feet, which could easily be done by an iron rod with a 
weight attached. If it (i.e., the eastern channel) is a bottom which could be dredged, it would not be a very 
expensive process to make a channel of a cable wide which would admit of an iron-clad entering." Thus 
it will be seen that Admiral Richards drew pointed attention to the advisability of dredging the eastern 
channel, in language which might be fairly called a recommendation that it should be done, if found on 
examination by boring to be practicable. The borings which have been made show it to be perfectly 
practicable and easy. I contend, therefore, that Admiral Richards' own language would have quite 
warranted me in using the expression that he had recommended it, had I done so. I did not, however, 
being careful, as I have stated, to avoid seeming to commit the Hydrographer to any but the faintest degree of 
assent to the proposal. I therefore wrote on the plan "suggested" by the Hydrographer and "recoIn- 
mended" by the Engineer-in-chief for Harbours and Rivers. 

The exact meaning of the word -" suggestion," as given in the Imperial Dictionary, is defined to be a 
"hint," "a first intimation," "proposal or mention" "the presentation of an idea to the mind." The same 
meanings are given in Craig's Universal Technological Dictionary, and in half-a-dozen others. It will 
thus, I think, be admitted by any one who understands plain English, that not the most critical philologist 
could object to the expression "suggested" as employed in the sense in which I have used it; and that so 
far from Lieutenant Gowlland's complaint being well founded, it is he who has "most erroneously" 
taken exception to an expression which in the instance in question is perfectly appropriate and correct. 

I have shown in my former report that Mr. Gowlland's proposal would involve the useless expendi- 
ture of some £139,000; that the blasting away of the rock in his channel would take many years to 
complete; that the channel, even were it completed, must inevitably silt up, or would involve a continued 
and heavy expenditure for dredging, in consequence of the cross, run of the currents, and that it would, 
from the same cause, be at all times dangerous. I have shown that a better channel may be made for about 
one-twentieth of the first cost, and maintained at about the same proportional rate. Mr. Goivlland has 
not ventured to contradict a single one of my statements, but contented himself with objecting to my 
taking the Hydrographer's name in vain, and attributing to him the "suggestion." I very respectfully 
request, therefore, that the words "suggested by the Hydrographer" be not omitted from my plan. 

In the fourth paragraph of his letter of the before-named date, Lieutenant Gowiland goes on to 
state "Admiral Richards directed me to ascertain whether this (i.e. the eastern channel) could be dredged 
to admit an ironclad. On consultation .with the Marine Board and other experienced men, it became 
evident that, however available for men-of-war and powerful steamers, it would be practically useless, and 
at times dangerous, for the admission of our large home and foreign shipping." 

It would seem as if Lieutenant Gowlland had forgotten, or did not know, or assumed, that we 
would not know that both the eastern and western channels, in their present state, have ample water for 
any ships engaged in the home or foreign trade. (The list on the margin shows the load draught of all the am,o Ton Loaded 
large ships now at the Circular Quay, with some others; from which it will be seen that any one of them 11 ShiPs. nage.druht 

could enter or leave at about ordinary low-water, without difficulty, and every one of those ships would Glendower  .... 
enter or leave under the control of steam-tugs. I understand that such a thing as a large vessel sailing Surrey .:::::::: ' 
up this harbour is almost unknown in the present day.) 

If therefore the eastern channel, as he admits, would not be dangerous for men-of-war and large 
steamers, it is absurd to say that it would be so for much smaller vessels when under the control of steam. 190  
But on this, the nautical view of the question, we find the deliberate opinion of Commodore Stirling in 20  

favour of the eastern channel, as being for many reasons, which he assigns, the safer of the two. There is Strath 11 19 6 
then, on the one hand, the highest nautical authority pronouncing in favour of the, eastern channel, after 
due examination of the whole question, having had Lieutenant Gowlland's surveys and reports before 

his reasons for coming to the opinion at which he has arrived; while on the other side r'ir:: him, and asigngating 
Lieutenant Gowli

ing 
there is Navi and's opinion, formed apparently without having examined the 
eastern channel, as directed by the Hydrographr—without taking one single observationin the western 
channel, to show how the tides and currents would probably affect his proposed cutting—and finally, in the 
face of his own borings, which show that the channel he proposed to dredge could not possibly be dredged—
pronouncing ex cathea'ra in its favour, and recommending that this impossibility should, be immediately 
attempted. And in his second letter, although with my report before him, pointing out the impractica-
bility of his proposal, which he has not attempted to controvert, we find him still adhering to his foi-muer 
recommendation, only asserting that the western channel would be more convenient for our home and 
foreign shipping,—an assertion as transparently absurd as it is unsupported by a tittle of evidence or one 
single intelligible reason r argument. 

Since the discovery of Port Jackson, the instances of merchant, vessels being unable to enter or 
leave at any stage of the tide have been exceedingly few. To use Lieutenant Gowlland's own language, 
the American ship 'St. John,' and one or two others, have been compelled to wait a high tide to enter or 
leave." Here then we see, according to this gentleman's own writing, the extent to which the dangerous 
character of the eastern channel, which he makes so much of, is likely to prove a hindrance to the accessi-
bility of the port. The "St. John" and one or two other vessels, which might have to wait for high-water, 
would come in under charge of steam-tugs, and therefore be as safe in one channel as in the other. 

But admitting, for the sake of argument, that the "St. John" and one or two other vessels had to 
wait for high tide to enter or leave this port, what then? Could such vessels enter or leave the London 
Dock, the Liverpool Docks, those of Bristol, Glasgow, or any other port in Great Britain, without waiting 
for high tides? Most certainly they could not. How therefore is Sydney worse off than they are, with their 

enormous 
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enormous trade? To secure some imaginary convenience then for these one or two vessels, this Govern-
ment is advised to spend £145,000 in blasting away the rock and dredging about a million tons of sand 
from the western channel, when the eastern channel can be made available for about £9,000. 

In the fourth paragraph of his report of July 3, Lieutenant Gowliand goes on to say—" The Hydro- 
grapher then not only never suggested the eastern channel for general shipping requirements, but he has, 
in a subsequent letter, entirely approved of my report and suggestion for dredging the western channel." 
As to the first part of this paragraph, I have already shown that the ilydrographer did suggest the 
deepening of the eastern channel for ironclads or line-of-battle ships, but I have never stated that he 
suggested the eastern channel for general shipping requirements; and I feel certain that he is not at all 
likely to suggest to this Government anything so absurd as to expend £145,000 in attempting. the impos-
sibility of dredging rock to accommodate "the one or two ships" that might otherwise have to wait for 
high-tide to enter. 

As to the statement that Admiral Richards entirely approved of Lieutenant Gowlland's suggestions, 
this is obviously a delusion on the latter gentleman's part. 

The expression used by the Hydrographer warrants no such supposition; on the contrary, it is 
abundantly clear that he referred, in the passage quoted, to his own former suggestions as to deepening 
the eastern channel, and intended to express his gratification at finding it could be so easily dredged. It 
is clear that he could not have been aware of any difference of opinion between Lieutenant Gowiland and 
myself on the subject, as he makes no reference to my reports and surveys, and indeed could not have seen 
them at the date of his letter, as they were only laid on the Table of the House on the 24th April, about 
which time his letter must have been written, and Mr. Gowlland's memo. referring to the Hvdrographer's 
approval is dated July 3rd. 

Admiral Richards says—" I am glad that the subject of deepening the channel at the Sow and Pigs 
is being entertained ;  it will not be a very serious undertaking." How this sentence can be construed into 
an expression of entire approval of the proposal to deepen the western in preference to the eastern 
channel, which he knew to be the better of the two, I am at a loss to understand. To me it seems, on the 
contrary, when viewed in conjunction with Admiral Richards' former suggestion pointing attention specially 
to the eastern channel, to show that he had taken for granted that Lieutenant Gowiland had carried out 
his instructions and had made the borings he had directed in the eastern channel, and understanding from 
his report that the bottom was of a character to admit of being easily dredged, expressed his satisfaction 
as above. It is not to be supposed that, had the Hydrographer's attention been pointedly drawn to the 
difference of opinion existing here on the subject, and to the fact that while the eastern chdnnel, which he 
had himself suggested, could be easily dredged, and that the latter would involve expensive under-water 
blasting—that the quantity of sand to be dredged from it would amount to nearly one million of tons, 
and that the set of the currents was so unfavourable to the direction of the proposed cutting as to render 
its early silting up certain—he would have written in the almost indifferent terms he has used, or that he 
would have given any expression of opinion in favour of Mr. Gowlland's scheme; and I believe he has not 
done so. 

There is but one other matter in connection with Lieutenant Gowlland's last report to which I 
find it necessary to refer, which is, where he takes exception to the extract from the Voyage of H.M.S. 
"Rattlesnake," Captain Owen Stanley. This extract speaks for itself. The survey of the Sow and Pigs 
Shoal by the officers of the "Rattlesnake" was made with special reference to the available depth of water, 
as it was then in contemplation to commence the construction of the II?itz Roy Dock. The depth of water 
at that time is stated to have been 21 feet in the western channel and 24 feet in the eastern channel; 
and as these are about the depths in those channels at the present time, it shows that at all events within 
the last twenty-eight years there has been no material change. 

In conclusion, I would beg to express the pleasure I feel in being able to agree with Lieutenant 
Gowiland in one thing, and I gladly second his suggestion that the whole of the papers and plans in this 
case be sent Home officially to the Hydrographer. 

I have already sent to him non-officially copies of the papers laid before Parliament; but if now 
sent through the proper channel, he would probably not object to favour the Government with his opinion 
on the questions, which, considering his great experience, his high position, and acknowledged scientific 
attainments, cannot but be of great value, and would, I am sure, be acceptable to the Government. 

I have, &c., 
E. 0. MORIARTY, 

Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers. 

No. 9. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY TOE PuBLIc W0RYs to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOE FINcE AND TRADE. 

The Under Secretary for Finance and Trade.--B.C., 23/8/73, J.R. 

The Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers to The Under Secretary for Public Works. 

Department of Public Works, 
Harbours and Rivers Branch, 

Sydney, 22 August, 1873. 

Suggesting that notice be inserted in papers respecting buoys and moorings in eastern channel, Sow and 
Pigs Shoal. 

THE channel at the Sow and Pigs Shoal which it is proposed to deepen, having been marked out with 
buoys and moorings, it is necessary that notices be inserted in the Gazette and papers, warning captains 
of vessels navigating that part of the harbour against coming into collision with them. 

I enclose a draft notice for approval; probably the Marine Board should be requested to issue it. 
E. 0. MORIARTY. 

Approved.—J.S., 23/8/73. 
PUBLIC 
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PUBLIC NOTICE. 
It being in contemplation to deepen the eastern channel at the Sow and Pigs Shoal, notice is 

hereby given to the masters of vessels and others navigating that channel, that buoys and moorings have 
been laid for the purpose of marking the limits thereof, and they are requested to avoid coming in collision 
with the same. 

The Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers to The Under Secretary for Public Works. 
Sydney, 6 September, 1873. 

Respecting Dredge "Samson." 
TUE Dredge "Samson" having taken up her position at the eastern channel at the Sow and Pigs Shoal, 
Sydney Heads, I beg to suggest that the Marine Board be moved to cause a notice to be inserted in the 
papers, directing that vessels navigating that part of the harbour be confined as much as possible to the 
western channel, so as to avoid unnecessary interference with the dredging operations. 

E. 0. MORIARTY, 
Engineer-in-Chief. 

See my minute of 10th instant, on papers 6,667 and 6,901.—G. A. LLOYD, 12/9/73. 

No. 10. 
THE Unxa SECHETARY FOR FINANcE AND TRADE. to TUE UNDEH SECRETARY FOR PUBLTC WoRKS. 

The Under Secretary for Works.—B.C., 10/9/73, G.E. 
TUE Marine Board advised that the western, not the eastern channel should be deepened. Will the 
Under Secretary for Finance and Trade favour me with an explanation of the reason of this recoin-
mendation being ignored and return former papers. 

FRANCIS HIXSON. 
25/8/73. 

The original papers are in the possession of the Legislative Assembly A Parliamentary printed 
copy herewith. 

G. EAG-AR 
The President of the Marine Board.—B.C., 25/8/73, G.E. 

TUE Marine Board having had under consideration a minute from the Honorable the Minister for Public 
Works, requesting that notice should be given warning captains of vessels from coming into collision with 
certain buoys and moorings, begs to call your attention to clauses 19 and 121 of the ' Navigation Act of 
1871," 'whereby the general "preservation of ports, harbours, and havens,—the superintendence of sea, 
harbour, or river marks,—the placing and removing of moorings,—and the conservation of the navigable 
waters within the jurisdiction," are specially vested in this Board. 

In the present case, the Board has not authorized the placing of such marks and moorings, and 
altogether disclaims responsibility for the works which these marks and moorings are intended to facilitate. 
If the power to place such marks and moorings exists in any authority independently of this Board, that 
authority should alone give the notice considered necessary. 

The Board is now, by the Parliamentary Papers before them, for the first time officially made aware 
that their recommendation in favour of deepening the western channel has been set aside, and that works 
are about to be proceeded with for deepening the eastern channel. When the Board made their recom-
mendation in favour of the western channel, they had in view the accommodation of all vessels frequenting 
the port, whether under sail or under steam, in all seasons and weatheis ; and they see no reason to alter 
their views. They therefore urge that, before works are proceeded with for deepening the eastern channel 
(which will still, in their opinion, leave it necessary to deepen the western channel for the accommodation 
of the general commerce of the port), further consideration should be given to the matter; and the Board 
is prepared to maintain the v-jews they have already expressed, before any competent Court of inquiry; 
and that, pending such inquiry, all works involving expenditure should be stopped. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
President. 

2 September, 1873. 

The Minister for Works, whose attention is specially called to this matter. 
G. A. LLOYD. 

Mr. Moriarty, for information.—B.C., 10/9/73, J.R. 

No. 11. 
SUGGEsTIoN or MR. M0RI&nrr. 

As the Marine Board have refused to insert the notice referred to, either in the Gazette or the daily 
papers, I would beg to recommend that the accompanying notification for the dredge being employed in 
the eastern channel of the Sow and Pigs Shoal, be published by the Department of the Minister for 
Public Works, in the Herald and Empire papers. 

E. 0. MORIARTY. 
26/9/73. 

No. 12. 
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No. 12. 
THE ENGINEEIt-IN-CIIIEF FOR HARBOIJRS ATND RIVERS to THE UNDER SicniAnr FOR PUBLIC Woius. 

Reply to Minute of Marine Board in re-laying down moorings at Sow and Pigs Channel. 
Ix their memo. under date 2nd September, the Marine Board call attention to the 19th and 121st clauses 
of the Navigation Act, whereby "the general preservation of ports, harbours, and havens,—the superin-
tendence of sea, harbour, and river marks,—the placing and removing of moorings, &c.,--are all vested in 
the Board," and they would seem to be labouing under the misapprehension that there had been some 
trenching on their functions and powers on the part of the Department of Public Works, in placing, 
without their sanction, the moorings for securing the dredge which is at work at the Sow and Pigs 
Shoal, which the Government had ordered to be deepened. It may perhaps be right to assure the Marine 
Board that there has been no intention whatever of encroaching on their privileges, the moorings referred 
to being only those temporary ones required to secure the dredge in her proper position while working, 
and which are of course wholly distinct from those permanent " moorings" and " sea or river marks" 
required for general purposes of navigation, the "placing and removing" of which have been entrusted to 
the Board by the Navigation Act. 

The Board will of course see that the placing and shifting of the dredge's moorings are matters 
which must always be left to the master of the dredge, who lays them out to suit the cutting he may be 
making. Such has always hitherto been the practice, and such it must continue to be. But in the instance 
in question, the dredge being employed in an important fairway, it was thought that the notification if 
made by the Board would become more generally known amongst seafaring people, and thus diminish the 
danger of accident from vessels navigating the channel coming into collision with the dredge or her punts. 
This is the more necessary as it is proposed to continue the work night and day whenever the weather 
permits. And I cannot fbrbar from expressing my regret that the Board should not have considered 
this object as of more importance to the nautical community even than the assertion of their unquestioned 
dignity. 

In the second paragraph of their minute, the Board "altogether disclaims responsibility for the 
works these marks and moorings are intended to facilitate." But no one, I imagine, supposes that the 
Board had any responsibility in the matter, their responsibility having ceased when the Government over. 
ruled the imbecile proposal to dredge the rocks from the western channel of the Sow and Pigs, to which 
the Board had given their adhesion. 

In the third paragraph the Board observe that when they made their recommendation in favour of 
the western channel "they had in view the accommodation of all vessels frequenting the port, whether 
under sale or steam, in all seasons or weather." I have already, 1 think, sufficiently disposed of this 
absurdity, in my reply to the same arguments when used by Lieutenant Gowlland, and have shown that 
any merchant vessels entering or leaving the port can now safely take either channel in their unimproved 
state, and that all now use steam-tugs. It is inexplicable how a number of nautical gentlemen should be 
oblivious of these facts. 

If the Board will obtain a return of the number of large merchant vessels that now come up under 
sail, and their draught of water, and compare it with those coming under the charge of steam-tugs, they 
will, I think, be disposed to admit that it would not be worth while to incur any expense in the western 
channel in order to suit tbo tastes of those few "ancient mariners" who prefer to sail up the harbour to 
employing a tug. 

But the Board it seems are fortified with other reasons in favour of the western channel, which 
they are prepared to adduce before "any competent Court of inquiry." I should have thought that the 
Executive Government of this Country might, in default of a more competent tribunal, have been considered 
as capable of weighing any arguments the Marine Board may have to adduce. And until the Executive 
shall have been afforded the opportunity of weighing whatever arguments the Board may still have in 
reserve, I suppose it will not be considered necessary to stop the works. 

B. 0. MORIARTY. 
14/10)73. 

No.13. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FINANCE AND TRADE to THE UNbER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKs. 

The Treasury, New South Wales, 
15 August, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor, by direction of the Colonial Treasurer, to hand you enclosed, copy of a 

letter and minute from the Marine Board of New South Wales, dated the 8th •instant, on the subject of 
a transfer to that body of the Government dredges and their appliances, and I am to request that you 
will bring the same to the notice of the Secretary for Public Works. 

Mr. Lloyd further desires me to ask if you will have the goodness to ascertain from Mr. Sutherland 
if the proposed transfer of the dredges can be at once arranged. 

I have, &c., 
G. EAGAR. 

Harbours and IRivers.—B. C., 6/11/73. 

[Enclosures.] 

The President of the Marine Board to The Under Secretary for Finance and Trade. 
Sydney, S August, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have the honor to forward, for the consideration of the Honorable the Treasurer, the follow-

ing minute of the Marine Board :- 
"The question of the unsatisfactory manner in which dredging operations have been carried on from 

time to time being under the consideration of the Board, it was unanimously resolved that, as the Marine 
Board 
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Board are the conservators of the navigable waters within the jurisdiction, and therefore, the legal and 
responsible authority under whose direction the dredging should be conducted, application be made to 
the Honorable the Treasurer for the Government dredges and appliances attached to be placed under 
their control." 

I have, &c., 
FRANCIS HIXSON, 

President. 

The Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers to The Under Secretary for Public Works. 

Respecting application of the Marine Board for control of Dredges. 

IN their letter of the 8th August, the Marine Board, having before them the (as they allege) uiisatisfactory 
manner in which the dredging operations are carried on, and resolving that, as conserators of the navigable 
waters, they are the legal and responsible authorities under whose direction the dredging operations 
should be conducted, request that the dredges and appliances may be handed over to their control. 

I have merely to observe, in reference to this request, that the Marine Board, who seem to wish to 
arrogate to themselves the exclusive powers of initiating and conducting public works on the harbours and 
rivers of the Colony, are as much in error in their interpretation of the law as their statement that the 
working of the dredges is unsatisfactory is contrary to fact. The opinion of the Hnorable and learned 
the Attorney General has disposed of the former, and I am in a position to show, as regards the latter, 
that the dredging operations in this Colony will bear favourable comparison, both as to quantity of work 
done and the cost of it, with similar work in the harbours and rivers of Great Britain. 

But as the Marine Board in this, as in some other cases, have not condescended to give any reasons 
they may have in support of their conclusions, I should have some difficulty in meeting their general 
statements as to the alleged unsatisfactory working of the dredges, further than by a general but most 
distinct denial of its correctness. 

The Legislature having provided a distinct sphere (and probably a sufficient one) for the operations 
of the Marine Board, in the supervision of the light-houses and pilots, excluding therefrom all interference 
with public works, which, including the expenditure of large sums of money voted by Parliament, are 
confided to the general Government and the Minister more particularly responsible, with the obvious 
advantage, amongst others, that undertakings, many of them of almost national importance, are carried out 
under competent professional supervision, and not liable to be marred by empirical notions, as would have 
happened in the ease of the Sow and Pigs channel had the resolutions of the Board been acted upon. 

Dredging operations in all parts of the world are carried out under the supervision of the engineers 
to whom are entrusted the harbour or river improvements they are designed to effect. The Department 
of Harbours and Rivers in this Colony has been established to carry out such work, and in my capacity 
of Engineer-in-Chief I have designed and constructed all the dredges and appliances, with one exception, 
which the Colony possesses; which will have cost about £210,000 in the first instance, and involve an 
annual outlay for maintenance and repairs of some £40,000, and designed them specially to meet the 
requirements of the particular operations in which they are intended to be employed. Their efficient 
control in the conduct of those operations demands the same experience and professional qualifications as 
was necessary in their construction. 
18/11/73. E. 0. MORIARTY. 

No. 14. 
MINUTE OF THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 15 October, 1873. 

IN reference to Mr. Booth's qiiestion on this day's Business Paper, which bears upon a claim put forward 
by the Marine Board to have the control of the dredging and other public works on the navigable 
rivers of this Colony, I have thought it right to submit the accompanying question for the consideration 
of the Crown Law Officers ; but in the meantime I would beg to bring the matter under the notice of the 
Cabinet, in order to elicit an opinion, before the answer (which might very seriously infringe on my 
functions) is given to Mr. Booth. - 

JOHN StTTHERLA.ND, 

No. 15. 
MflTJTE OF THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 15 October, 1873. 

IN- reference to Mr. Booth's question on the Business Paper of this day, I should be glad to be favoured 
with the opinion of the Crown Law Officers as to whether clauses 19 and 121 of the Navigation Act can 
be construed into interfering with or in any way over-riding my powers as Minister for Public Works, of 
initiating and constructing works for the improvement of the navigable waters of this Colony, as set out 
in the departmental arrangements of the Government, and more particularly defined under the Navigable 
Water Protection Act. 

I would point out that in the Navigation Bill, as submitted to Parliament in Session of (February) 
.1870, the Act 25 Victoria, No. 17, was proposed to be repealed, but in the Navigation Act as passed it 
was not so repealed, although some few of its clauses were re-enacted. I infer from this circumstance that 
it was not the intention of the Legislature to confer any powers on the Marine Board to interfere with 
public works, and that the conservancy of the Board is limited to the matters referred to in clause 121, 
in respect to which the Board is authorized to make regulations. 

JOHN STJIrHERLAND. 
Urgent.—The Crown Solicitor, B.C., 1/10/73.—J.R. 

628—B No. 16. 
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No. 16. 
THE CROWN SOLICITOR to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKs. 

Crown Solicitor's Office, 
Sydney, 31 October, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to return herewith the papers relating to the question raised by the Marine 

Board, to have the control of all matters connected with improvements of the navigable waters of the 
Colony, and to forward a copy, which you-will find on the other side, of Mr. Attorney General Butler's 
opinion thereon. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN WILLIAMS, 

Crown Solicitor. 

COPY OF OPINION. 

I AM of opinion that clauses 19 and 121 of the "Navigation Act of 1871" cannot be. construed as over-
riding the powers of the Minister for Works to construct works for the improvement of the navigable waters 
of the Colony. The "preservation," &c., mentioned in section 19, and the "conservation," &c., mentioned 
in section 121, must be considered as limited to matters in respect of which they are authorized, by 
one or other of those sections, to frame regulations, or to matters of an analogous kind. They have power 
under these sections to prevent obstructions, nuisance, or injury to the ports and navigable waters of the 
Colony, but there is no ground whatever for the claim of the Marine Board to take the construction of the 
public works connected with harbours and navigation out of the hands of the responsible Minister. 

E. BUTLI11. 

No. 17. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FINANCE AND TRADE. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 11 November, 1873. 

Sin, 
With reference to Mr. Booth's question, No. 5, on the Business Paper for this day, I have the 

honor to request that you will have the goodness to return to me the papers and plans (if at the Treasury) 
respecting the deepening of the harbour at the Sow and Pigs Shoal, forwarded to you on the 5th September 
last, for the purpose of being transmitted to the Hydrographer in England, and any other papers you 
may have on the subject. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No. 18. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FINANCE AND TRADE to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Wonxs. 

The Treasury, New South Wales, 
11 November, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of this day's date (which reached 

me at noon) ; and, in compliance with your request, I beg to return to you, enclosed, the papers 
which you transmitted to this department on the 5th September last. They were not accompanied by 
any plan. 

With reference to your request "for any other papers on the subject," I am to inform you that a 
copy of Lieut. Gowlland's Report upon the deepening of the Sow and Pigs Channel, dated the 12th July last, 
and addressed to this department, as an answer to that of the Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers, 
dated 25th March last, will be forwarded to you as soon as possible, together with relative plan. The only 
other papers I am aware of as not yet in your possession are two letters from the Marine Board, 
dated respectively 14th and 29th October last, herewith. 

I have, &c., 
G. EAGAR. 

[Enclos&res.] 

The President of the Marine Board to The Under Secretary for Finance and Trade. 

Sir, Sydney, 14 October, 1873. 

I have the honor to invite your attention to the following resolutions passed by the Marine 
Board on the 9th instant :- 

That the eastern channel of Port Jackson is being deepened against the advice of the Board. 
That the eastern channel, when the deepening is completed, will be valueless for all commercial 
purposes. 
That for the commercial purposes of the port the western channel will have to be deepened. 

73/4,310. 4. The Board begs to invite the attention of the Honorable the Treasurer to their minute of 2nd 
September last, on the same subject. 

I have, &c., 
FRANCIS HIXSON, 

President. 
The Minister for Works.—G.A.L., 11/11/73. 
The Under Secretary forPublic Works, with letter.—G.E., 11/11/73, B.C, 

The 
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The President of the Marine Board to The Under Secretary for Finance and Trade. 

Sydney, 29 October, 1873. 
Sir, 

Referring to my letter of the 14th instant, I have the honor to forward a further resolution 73/8,056. 
from the Marine Board, on the subject of the deepening of the eastern channel of Port Jackson. 

I have, &c., 
FRANCIS HIXSON, 

President. 
The Minister for Works.—G-.A.L., 11/11/73. 
The Under Secretary for Public Works, with letter.—G.E., 11/11/73, B.C. 

TUE matter of the deepening of the eastern channel of the Sow and Pigs Shoal being under consideration, 
it was resolved that the following minute should be sent to the Treasury:— 

The Marine Board desires again to invite the attention of the Honorable the Preasurer to the 
several letters and minutes on the question of the deepening of the eastern channel, as it appears that 
the works are still being proceeded with in opposition to the protest from the Board." 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
President. 

No. 19. 
TUE UNDER SECRETARY FOR FINANCE AND TRADE to TUE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

The Treasury, New South Wales, 
13 November, 1873. 

Sm, 
Referring to my letter (No. P.O. 1,956) of the 11th instant, I have now the honor to enclose 

to"you examined copies of the following documents, namely :— 

Letter to the Treasury from Lieut. John J. Gowiland, Admiralty Surveyor, requesting to be per- July 8th, 1873— 
Treasury No., mitted a perusal of the correspondence, plans, charts, &c., relating to the subject of deepen- 8,461. 

ing a channel at the Sow and Pigs Flats, originally suggested by him in July, 1872. 
Report of Lieut. John J. 0-owiland, Admiralty Surveyor, upon the deepening of the Sow and Pigs 

No,  channels, in answer to a report of the Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers, on the 5,465. 
same subject, dated 25th March preceding. 

I have also to hand you an original plan of the Sow and Pigs Flats (Treasury No., 5,465) forwarded 
to the Treasury by Lieut. Gowliand, with, and as forming part of, his report of 12th July, above referred to. 

I have, &c., 
G. FAG-AR. 

Mr. Moriarty to see.—J.R,, B.C., 15/11/73. 

[Eizclo.rurer.] 

Lieut. 0-ow1iand to The Under Secretary for Finance and Trade. 

(Treasury 'No., 5,464, 14 July, /73.) Sydney, 8 July, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to request I may be permitted a perusal of the correspondence, plans, charts, 
&c., relating to the subject of deepening a channel at the Sow and Pig Flats, originally suggested by me 
in July, 1872. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN J. GOWLLAND, 

Admiralty Surveyor. 

As we have not the original papers, let Lieut. Gowiland have a Parliamentary copy.—G.A .L., 8/7/73. 
Copy forwarded accordingly.—G.E., 8/7/73. - 

Lieut. Gowiland to The Under Secretary for Finance and Trade. 
(Treasury No., 5,465, 14 July, /73.) Sydney, 12 July, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have read the report of the Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers in reference to my 
proposal to deepen the western channel at the Sow and Pigs Shoal; and assuming, as I think I may fairly 
do, that the most damaging case which that officer could make out against that proposal hasheen made in 
this report, it is gratifying to me to find that my scheme can be so easily defended against the criticism it 
has been subjected to; and I think I shall have no difficulty inshowing that Mr. Moriarty's objections 
are in every case either ill-founded in themselves or based upon erroneous estimates. 

So far as I understand these objections, they seem obviously reducible to the three following heads 
(1.) The expense of formation. 
.(2.) The difficulty of maintenance. 
(3.) The dangers in a navigating point of view. - 

Before 
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Before entering, however, into the consideration of these objections, it may be worth while to 
relieve Mir. MorIarty's mind from a misconception under which he seems to labour, and which has found 
expression more than once in his report, in terms in which culpable neglect of the instructions of my 
superior officer, and unsoundness of judgment in a professional point of view, are covertly insinuated 
against me. 

That misconception on the part of Mr. Moriarty consists in the singular construction he puts upon 
the suggestions of Admiral Richards for trying the eastern channel of the Sow and Pigs Shoal by boring, 
communicated to me in a letter in the early part of 1872. These suggestions Mr. Moriarty persists in 
regarding as imperative instructions to me to recommend the adoption by the Government of the eastern 
to the exclusion of the western channel for the admission of "iron-dads" or "line-of-battle ships." 

Mr. Moriarty must allow me to be the best judge of all communications addressed to me by the 
Hydrographer—the head of my department—and of the margin he usually leaves to my discretion. 

I should be ill-deserving indeed of the trust which Admiral Richards has for six years reposed in 
me as the hydrographic officer in charge of the Admiralty Survey in this Colony, if I were capable of 
treating the suggestions of so eminent an authority with the disregard and indifference which Mr. Moriarty 
seems so anxious to impute. The fact is that, so far from intentionally ignoring the capabilities of the 
eastern channel, the dredging of which was suggested in Admiral Richards' letter, I had for a long 
time before, and was at the time of the receipt of that letter, more favourably impressed with the eastern 
than with the western channel, as offering a passage for vessels of exceptionally heavy draught, which 
with, as I then thought, no very great amount of dredging, might be made available for the class of ships 
referred to by Admiral Richards. 

ZD 

I have long been familiar—perhaps more intimately than Mr: Moriarty seems to think possible—with 
all the physical features presented by both these channels, whether as regards depth of water, contour 
and nature of the bottom, and direction and velocity of the tides; and it was with some reluctance and 
only after a most careful consideration of relative advantages and disadvantages in a nautical point of view, 
and after consultation with the ablest and most experienced navigators frequenting the port, that I found 
myself constrained to abandon my orioinal prepossession in Thxour of the eastern channel. 

And as this change of opinion was in accordance with the views entertained on the subject by the 
nautical and commercial gentlemen composing the Marine Board, whose functions and authority as the 
legal custodians and conservators of the coast and navigable waters of the Colony would naturally bring 
such matters under their special jurisdiction, my case is strengthened by the approval and concurrence of 
the proper marine authorities. 

Other reasons which led to this change of opinion will be more fully stated presently; but I my 
be here permitted to remark that Admiral Richards, in a recent letter replying to my own, which informed 
him what I had done in the way of examining and recommending as the best channel, has signified his 
general approval of the course pursued by me, in terms altogether inconsistent with the gratuitous 
supposition of Mr. Moriarty, that the eastern channel alone was to be examined for recommendation. 

I now proceed to the consideration of the stated objections to my proposal for deepening the west 
channel. 

Of these, that most prominently and elaborately put forward is the objection on the score of expense. 
Mr. Moriarty represents my plan as involving a cost to the Country of £145,000, but estimates his 

own at the modest sum of £5,306, a difference of only £139,694 in his favour. 
Now the calculations on which these figures are based are at the present moment a mystery to me, 

and a mystery which the computer alone could solve. However, in this, as in many other controversies, 
the conflict of calculations independently worked out invariably leads to good results. 

On referring to the accompanying plan, it will be seen that the area required tobe dredged in the 
western channel is represented by a figure bounded by two irregular and two parallel lines, and tinted 
brown, about 3,000 feet in length by a width of 600; over this space the lowest depth of water shown by my 
soundings is 191 feet, and the borings, depth of water, and nature of the bottom, are shown in the following 
table. 

BoRING No. 1. 

Boring No. 1 ......21 feet of water, bored down through 2 feet of sand and mud to rock. 
2 ......23 ,, ,, 7 ,, and stiff clay to rock. 
3 ......23 ,, ,, 4 
4 ......201 ,, ,, 61 and stiff clay. 
5 ......24 ,, ,, 6- 
6 ......23 ,, ,, 6j 1 1 - 

,, 7 ......22 ,, ,, 6 feet of coarse sand and stiff clay. 
NOTE—The soundings are expressed in feet, and reduced to low-water level of an ordinary spring tide. 

Now, to secure the requisite uniform depth of 27 feet throughout this channel at low-water spring 
tides, it is clear, upon inspection of the soundings shown upon the plan, that by deepening it to an average 
depth of about 5 feet over the entire area the desired result can be attained. 

The solid contents of the area to be dredged I calculate at 379,500 tons, but this calculation takes 
no account of the silt which Mr. Moriarty states would accumulate in the channel during the process of 
dredging. That gentleman'.s estimate of one-third for the additional quantity of sand which would be 
probably washed into the excavation from the adjoining bays and banks by the currents, is in my opinion 
a mere conjecture, though possibly it may be the result of a fallacious inference on his part, that the 
compact sand and clay of which, as shown by the borings, the bottom of the channel is composed, must 
possess the same erratic properties as the sewage silt of Darling Harbour or the Cove. I prefer, therefore, 
to disregard this element of silting up throughout the calculations, as no definite value, or even approxima-
mnation to it, can safely be assigned. 

Deducting, therefore, the amount of this allowance for washing in from Mr. Moriarty's figures, we 
shall have reduced his 900,000 tons of silt to be removed to 600,000, as against 379,500 tons by my calcu-
lition; and the difference between the two (220,500 tons) will be further reduced by the quantity of rock 
excavation which may be found necessary. 

On this most important subject, namely, the amount of rock that will require to be excavated 
from the south extreme of the western channel, I cannot speak so confidently as I could wish; at the same 
time, however, judging from the experiments actually made, and comparing my results with the soundings 

091 
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on the same spot, taken by Captain Stanley in 1847, which show 26 and 27 feet of water in the immediate 
vicinity of my Eh. 1 .(hnd shallowest) boring, I feel assured that the amount of rock required to be removed, 
if any at all, will not exceed one-twelfth of Mr. Moriarty's gigantic estimate (120,000 tons). In no other 
part of the channel than in the immediate neighbourhood of my No. 1 Boring have I any misgivings as 
to the nature of the bottom; and assuming the accuracy of Captain Stanley's recorded sounthngs in 1847 
(which I presume no one will care to dispute, and certainly not Mr. Moriarty, who himself cites that 
officer's survey, and of course takes his accuracy for granted),the influence is imperative that the diminished 
depth of water shown by my soundings in the position of this boring is attributable to the deposit of silt 
during the twenty-six years which have elapsed since that survey was executed, and which can be removed 
of course by simple dredgings. Nor does it follow, even if future borings in this locality should show the 
existence of rock, that the rock so found is necessarily a continuous stratum. It is more probable, judging 
from the conformation of George's Head and the nature of, the projecting reef at its base, that any rock 
found in its vicinity will be in the form of detached blocks or knolls. 

I am at a loss to understand how such an extravagant estimate as 120,000 cubic yards for each rock 
blasting could be seriously debited to my scheme, unless upon the assumption, altogether unwarrantable 
and arbitrary, that at least one-half of the entire area of the western channel (the section tinted brown) 
would require to be blasted out of the solid rock to a depth of 3 feet. 

At no other position in the channel than in the vicinity of my No. 1 Boring do we find less than 
4 feet of sand and clay under a depth of 23 feet of water; and it will be seen by reference to the plan 
that, at a distance of less than half a cable's length from the centre of the channel and towards the 
western limit of it, boring No. 7 shows 6 feet of coarse sand and clay over the rock, on a depth of 22 feet 
of water. 

Collecting the results of the above comparison of calculations, it will be seen that Mr. Moriarty's 
estimate of the quantity of silt to be removed is about 220,500 tons, and of rock to be excavated at least 
110,000 cubic yards, in excess of mine. According to his estimate, the cost of my proposed undertaking is 
to be set down at £145,000; but according to mine, which is based entirely upon his own rates, the cost 
of dredging would not exceed £9,900, and of rock excavation (if required) £10,000,—altogether £19,900, 
as against his £145,000. 

But I desire here to guard myself from being supposed to accept Mr. Moriarty's rates for cost of 
dredging and excavation as datum points in the comparison of the two rival projects. 

My only reason for assuming those rates to be true was for the mere purpose of instituting that 
comparison, and showing its results in a tangible form. 

It will probably be found, whenever either scheme shall be carried into execution, that the estimate 
of its cost will be considerably exceeded. 

Now, what are the advantages . elaiiied by Mr. Moriarty in favour of his proposal to dredge the 
eastern channel, and which be announces to have secured the express approval of Commodore Stirling? 
The position of the channel, which is stated to have received such a distinguished mark of approbation, is 
represented in the plan by the contiguous portions, tinted green and red. Mr. Moriarty professes to be 
able to obtain the required depth of 27 feet throughout the first (the green) section by the removal of 
100,000 tons only of silt, which by a similar process of reduction of one-third, as in the case of the calcu-
lations for the western channel, will have to be put down at 100,000 tons. The cost of this work is put 
down at £5,30; but these last figures take no notice whatever of Commodore Stirling's suggestion to 
dredge an additional space from a point half way across the 17-foot patch to a point opposite Green Point, 
marked in the plan referred to in his minute. This additional space is shown in my plan by the portion 
tinted red, and its area may with sufficient accuracy for the present comparison be set down as equal in 
extent to that comprised in Mr. Moriarty's original proposal. For dredging this additional space Mr. 
Moriarty sets down a sum of £4,000, which, added to £5,306, the estimated cost of his own scheme, 
would make a total cost of £9,300, for removing, according to my calculations, 350,000 tons of sand and 
clay. 

According to the same basis of computation, the amount of silt to be removed from the western 
channel, which I calculate too at 379,500 tons, would cost £9,900, thus leaving a difference in favour of 
the eastern channel of about £600, instead of nearly £20,000, as shown by Mr. Moriarty. 

So much as to the question of comparative cost. 
It remains to compare the two channels from the navigating point of view. The consideration of 

this question necessarily raises three points for determination in reference to position and direction of 
channel, and the conditions and facilities of entry and exit, which oight to be secured for— 

(L) Large vessels of deep draught, such as are referred to by Admiral Richards, viz., "line-of-
battle ships," and "iron-dads," and, I may add, large ocean steamers. 
Vessels of deep draught entering or leaving the port under canvas. 
Vessels of the last class whilst being towed. 

Now, I contend that the channel which could be used by vessels of any of the above classes, the 
iron-clad of 26 feet, the mail-steamer of 23 feet draught, or a heavy draught coal-laden ship, such as the 

St. John," and safely used, under the most adverse conditions of weather, such as a heavy south-easterly 
or southerly gale,—ought to be par excellence the channel of port Jackson. 

And, as I maintain that all experienced navigators will continue to prefer the western to the eastern 
channel, and as all the advantages, which could be secured by the deepening of the eastern channel, so as 
to admit an iron-clad, or line-ofbattle ship can be attained almost as cheaply, and far more favour-
ably for the purpose of navigation, by a similar deepening of the western channel, and as the improve-
ment of the last-mentioned channel would entail no alteration of existing beacons or leadinq mar/cs, or divert 
navigation from a ship passage which has now been in use for nearly a century, surely some more potent 
reasons ought to be adduced by Mr. Moriarty than are contained in his report, to show why the existing 
and well-known ship channel, together with all the familiar beacons and leading marks connected with it, 
should be abandoned. A very heavy burden of proof lies upon those who assert the affirmative. 

Some emphasis has very properly been given to Commodore Stirling's minute, expressing his prefer-
ence of the eastern channel, but it is clear to my mind, on a perusal of that minute, in connection with 
Admiral Richards' suggestions, that the Commodore must have had in view chiefly the conditions under 
which an iron-clad containing her own motive power, and manned by a powerful crew, would be likely 
to enter the port; in other words, that a ship of this class would steer for a position about mid-way 

between 
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between the Heads before altering  her course to proceed up the harbour; and if its requirements were 
confined to the navigation only of large and powerful steamers, there can be no doubt that the eastern 
channel is not without some merits. 

But the ocean-going commerce of this port is, and will continue to be conducted in the main by,  
large sailing-vessels of 1,000 to 2,000 tons burthen, of the class of the present London and Liverpool 
ships; and it is absolutely indispensable to their safe entrance, as any sailor will readily understand, that 
there should be no violent and dangerous alteration of course, such as would be necessitated during the 
prevailing gales on this coast, if such a ship, entering the port from the southward, should be obliged to 
make good her entrance by the eastern channel; nor is it less imperative that, under any circumstances, 
the greatest attainable sea-room should be afforded her for working in, and for swinging and drifting whilst 
at anchor. 

These conditions of safe navigation in regard to this class of vessels are afforded only by the western 
channel, and I shall be contented to rest my recommendation of that channel upon the judgment of those 
who are most concerned in interest, and most competent from experience, to offer a trustworthy opinion 
upon the subject. 

Nor should it be forgotten that the persons to whose judgment I appeal—the masters of large 
deeply-laden British and American ships—are often compelled by stress of weather to effect an anchorage 
at any cost in our harbour, as a harbour of rejfuge; and it will hardly becontended by Mr. Moriarty, or those 
who approve of his scheme, that any improvement of the eastern channel will counterbalance the immense 
natural advantages afforded in such an emergency by the western channel. 

Every sailor can appreciate the advantage of having room wherein to make a long and gradual 
sweep to turn his ship, as, for instance, when entering the port with a south-east gale, rounding South Beef 
as close to as possible, and steering about west, it would be an absolutely impossible mancuuvre to haul 
sharp upon a south course within the narrow limits of the eastern channel; while plenty of room and an 
easy and gradual movement of the helm would bring a ship fairly pointing into the west channel with a 
fair wind through on a south-west course. 

The obvious object in Mr. Moriarty's original plan, in allowing so narrow an opening to the sea 
entrance of his proposed channel, was at once detected by the experienced eye of Commodore Stirling, 
and, as has been shown, the alterations suggested by the Commodore, and adopted by Mr. Moriarty, at 
once doubled all that gentleman's estimates. 

Lastly, as to vessels whilst in tow. Most of the arguments in support of the western in preference 
to the eastern channel for sailing-ships are applicable to vessels in tow, though perhaps with lesser force; 
but the necessity for a long and gradual sweep is even greater perhaps in the case of a ship with a tug 
a-head than if left to her own motive power; for obviously it would be necessary to steer well to the 
northward between the Heads to gain sufficient sea room to round up and point for the east channel. 
This evolution, if accomplished at all, would bring wind and sea right a-head, and on the supposition of a 
gale blowing, accompanied with a heavy sea, the danger occasioned by the parting of a warp can hardly be 
over-stated, for in such an event a ship would run a great risk of being knocked to pieces on the North 
Head, which would (in the case supposed) be dangerously close to leeward. 

The entrance by the west channel in a similar case would be very different, as on rounding South 
Reef, close to, the long and gradual sweep to its sea entrance would be effected in sheltered and compara-
tively smooth waters, without incurring the danger of steering to leeward for the mere purpose of obtaining 
room to turn; and besides this, the direction of the channel itself, when entered, is nearly a continuation 
of the same gently curving segment. 

In conclusion, I would desire to say that I have given due consideration to Mr. Moriarty's objections, 
derived from the direction and velocity of the tides, as affecting the maintenance of the cutting in the 
western channel, but I have altogether failed to appreciate the weight of these objections, because a tide 
of maximum velocity of less than a knot and a half an hour, even though its direction should be at right 
angles to the course of such a channel as the west channel, could exert no material influence during the 
process of dredging, or prove detrimental to the maintenance of the dredged channel. 

A careful study of the tides, made by Captain Denham, which is in accordance with my own 
observations, and which guided me in proposing this direction of the western channel, tends to show that 
the stress of the tide, both at ebb and flow, is almost, if not quite parallel to the course of my proposed 
cutting; but whether this be the case or not, I regard the,tidal influence as an altogether inappreciable 
element for or against either scheme. I have, &c., 

JOHN J. GOWLLAND, 
Admiralty Surveyor. 

P.S.—There is an advantage which the western channel possesses over the eastern, which any 
naval or military officer could not fail to appreciate, but which I have not thought necessary to lay any 
emphasis upon in the above review of Mr. Moriarty's objections. I may, however, briefly draw attention 
to the fact that, in the event of an enemy's ship or fleet forcing an entrance into the harbour, the fire 
from the fortifications on the western heights would, from its elevation, as a plunging fire, be far more 
damaging to the enemy whilst navigating the western than, it would be when entering by the eastern 
channel, while at the same time the heavy guns on the Inner South Head would cover the ships through a 
much larger arc, and the concentrated fire of the batteries would be far more formidable to an enemy 
in the western than in the eastern channel. 

No. 20. 
THE ENG11Emi-IN-CnIEF roi' HAlmouns AND Rrvnns to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PuDLIc Woxxs. 

Sydney, 30 November, 1873. 

MINUTE in reply to Lieut. G-owlland's letter of the 12th July, 1873, respecting Sow and Pigs Channel. 

I HAVE to acknowledge the receipt of Lieutenant Gowiland's letter of the 8th July last, and his 
report of the 12th July, accompanied by a plan of the Sow and Pigs Shoal, which were transmitted 
under covering letter of the Honorable the Under Secretary of the Treasury of the 13th instant, and 
which reached this office on the 15th. 

I suppose these are the papers and plans so long mislaid, and which it would appear, by the state-
ment of Mr. Booth in Parliament, the Marine Board had not scrupled to accuse this department of having 
suppressed. How 
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How wholly unfounded was the imputation the above-mentioned dates will show. 
Although the Marine Board seem to have been aware of the existence of these documents, no one 

in this department was, and when the Under Secretary for Public Works applied to the Honorable the 
Under Secretary for the Treasury, on the 26th July, for "any other papers and reports of Lieutenant 
Gowliancl, in order that they might be laid before Parliament," the reply of the latter gentleman, in trans-
mitting the report and letters of the 3rd and 9th of July respectively, was "that they were all the infor-
mation Mr. Lloyd had at present upon the subject." Yet at that very time, and ever since, until again 
quite recently applied for, Lieutenant Gowlland's lengthy report, which was received in the Treasury on 
the 14th July, one fortnight before the above request was made and the reply given, never came to light. 

This oversight is inconvenient, as the report has come to me for a reply when I am very busy 
getting many important works out for contract, and.when time is scarcely afforded me to expose the tissue 
of specious fallacies and misstatements it contains. 

Lieutenant Gowiland classifies my objections to his channel under three heads 
1st. The expense of formation. 
2nd. The difficulty of maintenance. 
3rd. The dangers in a navigating point of view. 

And he anticipates no difficulty in showing that the objections I have taken are either ill-founded 
in themselves or based on erroneous estimates. But I think a careful perusal of his report, considered 
with a few comments which I shall have occasion to make on it, will show that his anticipations are not 
likely to be realized in this respect, and that in so far as relates to erroneous estimates they are only to 
be found on his side. 

Passing over a good deal of personal but otherwise unimportant matter (unimportant to all but 
perhaps Lieutenant 0-owliand himself), wherein he seeks to explain his reasons for disregarding the 
Hydrographer's directions as to the borings in the eastern channel, I would merely observe that I have not 
fallen, as he supposes, into the error of construing those directions into imperative orders to recommend 
its deepening. It will be seen that my report bears no such construction. 

I could not help expressing, and did express my surprise that a junior officer like Lieutenant 
Gowliand should have wholly disregarded the clear directions of an officer so distinguished as the Hydro-
grapher, and my surprise on this score has not been diminished by any explanation which he has endea-
voured to give, He claims to be the best judge of how far he may be bound to attend to the orders of his 
superior officer, and, as he is the person most interested, I have no desire to curtail his liberty of action in 
this respect. 

Lieutenant Gowliand states that at first he was in favour of the eastern channel, which, he thought, 
with no, very great amount of dredqing rniqht be made available for the class of ships referred to by 
Admiral Richards, but that subsequently he altered his views. Of the cogency  of the reasons which 
worked this change in his opinions we are left comparatively in the dark, and the Marine Board, who are 
said to have worked his conversion, although the matter has been frequently before them, seemed unable 
to assign any other reason for their preference of the western channel than that they believe it would be 
more convenient for the general class of large merchant ships frequenting the port. How utterly un-
reasonable and invalid this argument is I have pointed out in a former report. I have shown that for the 
purposes of the merchant shipping either channel is now amply sufficient, and I gave a list of the draughts 
of water of all the large ships in port at the time, showing that for any of them there is ample water in 
either channel without deepening. 

I now supplement the list by another, giving the tonnage and load draughts of the ships now in 
port, which will be seen fully to bear out my former statements in this respect; and in further proof of the 
sufficiency of the channels in their present unimproved 4fate for merchant vessels, I would point to the 
circumstance that, until this matter was first mooted by Admiral Richards, no complaint had ever been 
heard of the insufficiency of the channel, and no request had been made to the Government to have it 
dredged. 

In trying to make out their case the Marine Board and Lieutenant Gowliand have in every report 
referred to the one solitary instance of the American ship " St. ,Thhn," which was said to be detained for 
water. If there was another case they have failed to discover it, for they certainly have not mentioned it, 
unless it be the case of the "Mooltan," and the circumstances attending that little matter I need not 
further refer to. 

The reasons, therefore, which have led to Mr. Gowiland's conversion from his original prepossession 
in favour of the eastern channel still temain enveloped in mystery ; and until the Marine Board shall con-
descend to produce some intelligent and intelligible arguments I shall make him a present of the amount 
of "strength" his case derives from the concurrence of the marine authorities. 

It must not, however, be inferred from Lieutenant Gowlland's easy conversion that the nautical 
members of the Board are unanimously in favour of the western channel. I have been informed on the 
most reliable authority that such is not the case, and that at least one of its members, a commander of 
considerable experience, is decidedly in favour of the eastern channel. Such also, I am informed, is the 
opinion of many of the most experienced mariners frequenting the port, and I cannot say on which side 
the preponderance of opinion would be, but I think that most persons will agree with me in thinking that 
the opinion of Commodore Stirling and Admiral Richards, in favour of the eastern channel, should be 
considered pretty conclusive. 

Mr. Gowlland questions the correctness of the calculations by which I arrived at the estimated 
difference in cost of deepening the two channels, which he states to be a " mi/stery to him," and in place of 
them he substitutes a calculation and estimate of lis own. The calculation bears on the face of it so 
transparent a blunder, in the mere multiplication, that it would be lñdicrous, if it were not also unfor-
tunate, that the mistake happens, to be in Lieutenant Gowlland's favour, and is not the only error in the 
same direction displayed by these papers. 

I shall presently show in detail how I have arrived at the figures I have given, but I would first 
observe, as I foresaw that any calculations I might make would not improbably be called in question, I 
determined to err, if at all, in all the data I took for computation, on the side most favourable to Mr. 
Gowlland's proposition. 

I assumed the length of the channel to be dredged at only 3,500 feet; and that this was considerably 
within the mark will be seen by reference to Mr. Gowlland's original chart, laid on the Table of the 
Assernbly and ordered to be printed. , O 
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On that plan the average length of the channel shown by the pink tint, as requiring to be dredged 
is 3,814 feet, made UI) as follows :—Length on the eastern side, 4,057 feet; at the centre, 3,750 feet; and at 
the western side, 3,636 feet; the mean or average of these three measurements being 3,814 feet, which is 
314 feet longer than I assumed in my calculations. 

Lieutenant G-owllaiid, in his last report and plan, now that it becomes an object to diminish as much 
as possible the quantity of dredging, reduces the length of the channel to 3,000 feet, being 814 less than 

is shown on his own oriqinal plan. 
But there is a still more inexplicable discrepancy than this, for in the lithographic plan printed with 

the other papers by order of the House, and which I supposed would have been an exact counterpart 
of the original as laid upon the Table, the reduction in the length of the channel from 3,814 to 3,000 feet 
has been made. 

If Mr. Gowliand's original tracing be placed upon the lithograph, this discrepancy will become at 
once apparent; and I must say, that I do not think it quite fair to impute to me that I have over-estimated 
the quantity of dredging as shown on his own original chart, and to alter Parliamentary documents to 
support the imputation, which it is plain Lieutenant Gowilarid has done. 

But to return to my calculation of the quantity of dredging in the western channel. I took, as I 
have said, 3,500 feet for the length to be dredged; the width which I have assumed is 600 feet, the same as 
suggested by Admiral iRichards, but to this has to be added the side slopes, for it is clear that the sand on 
either side of the channel will not stand vertically. These slopes I have taken at 10 to 1, being about the 
same as that of the adjoining beaches. 

The next dimension to be considered was the depth of the dredging which would be required, and 
I have taken it at 6 feet 6, the present channel being about 21 feet average depth. 

In determining the depth of the channel, it will be necessary to have a clear conception of what is 
required, and what was proposed to be done, the proposal being that the channel should be deepened 
sufficiently to admit of an iron-clad or line-of-battle ship entering at all times. 

xame. Draught. The list on the margin gives the draught of water of some of the iron-dads of the English Navy, 

warrior 
... in. which will be observed to range from 25 feet 8 inches to 27 feet 3 inches. In a channel of only 27 feet as 

Black Prince 27 a proposed by Lieutenant Gowliand, the "Black Prince" and "Achilles" would qround at low-water, and 
Achilles 

::: owing to the rise and fall of the wave, which is rarely less than 2 feet in even the finest weather, vessels of 
1crth1umber- 26 this class would not have very much to spare even at half-tide. Nothing under the 27 feet should therefore 
lan
Agincourt 26 jo be allowed for clearance, and the rise and fall of the swell. 

In my computation I allowed 6 inches over the 27 feet for an average, which few persons will I 
Prince Consort 25 8 think consider excessive ; •and it must further be borne in mind that, as it is not possible in dredging a 

RoyalAifred 25 6 
channel of this length to shave it off to an exact level as a carpenter would plane a board, it becomes the 

Lord Clyde ... 26 o more necessary in a place where the water is not perfectly still to allow some small margin for safety and 
rInarden 26 0 irregularities in the work. 

25 7 That this was Lieutenant Gowliand's own opinion may be gathered from the fact that, on his own 
Valiant 
Besistance ::: 26 original tracing, the dredging is shown as proposed to be carried out at either end of the channel to the 

el1erophon :
Befence 

1g 30-feet line, which would give a depth of 3 feet for clearance, or 2 feet 6 inches more than I have 
estimated. 

The computation according to my estimate was as follows :—Length, 3,500 feet; width, 600 feet; 
depth, 6 feet 6 inches = 13,650,000 cubic feet; which, divided by 20, the number of cubic feet in a ton of 
sand, gives 682,500 tons; to which has to be added the sand taken from the side slopes = 73,937 tons, 
snaking in all 756,437 tons; and if to this again be added one-third more for sand likely to be washed into 
the channel, it gives a gross total of 1,008,582 tons; from which deducting (say) 87,500 tons for rock, we 
get 021,082 tons of sand to be dredged from the western channel. (I took it in my former report as 000,000 
in round numbers, being resolved, as I have said, to keep well within rather than seem to exceed the 
quantity in my estimate.) 

But, meanwhile, as to the estimated addition of one-third for sand likely to be swept into the channel 
by the waves and currents from either side, it will be seen from my report that I did not profess to give 
this quantity as anything more than a very rough approximation, but I have kept it too on the low side, 
under- rather than over-estimating the quantity, as I was unwilling to seem in any manner to over-state 
the case against the western channel. Mr. G-owlland thinks I have made a "fallacious inference" in 
assuming that the compact sand and clay, as he calls it, of the Sow and Pigs Shoal must possess "the 
same erratic properties as the sewerage silt of Darling Harbour." I would assure him that I have fallen 
into no such error. The sewerage and silt of Darling Harbour, which are mostly street detritus mixed 
with mud, settle down at once, and have no "erratic properties" whatever; while the evershifting sand of 
the Sow and Pigs possesses those "erratic qualities" in the highest degree, being almost a pure quick 
sand. 

In reference to the question as to what allowance would be fair in this instance, I would beg to 
refer to the reports of Messrs. Portus and Laing, masters of the dredges "Vulcan" and " Samson," whose 
opinions, from their long experience in dredging in sand, are entitled to considerable weight. They esti-
mate from 13  to -1. more than the neat measurement as being a fair allowance. 

We have had considemble experience, in the dredging operations at Newcastle and other harbours 
and rivers, of the movement of the sand, and since my former report we have acquired some actual experi 
ence of the character of the sand at the Sow and Pigs. At Newcastle, time after time, the dredge has 
deepened the berths for large vessels at the Horse-shoe, which have been as frequently filled in again 
immediately. It is found that the dredge can be worked for days almost in the same spot, it being only 
necessary to let the buckets down and dredge a deep hole, when it is found that the action of the tides 
and waves on the bottom causes the sand from all sides to flow into the depression almost as if it were 
water. 

The reports of Mr. Laiug and Mr. Portus are appended, and will be found to fully bear out what I 
have stated in this respect. I think, then, that in estimating one-third over and above the neat measure-
ments of the cutting, it will" be seen that I have in no way over-stated it. 

It will be observed that, in speaking of this channel, Lieut. Gowlland himself refers to a silting up 
which be statcs to have taken place at one part since the survey of Captain Denham ; and it is clear from 
a comparison of former soundings with those of the present day that, although in the main there is no 
alteration worth mentioning—no permanent shoaling, that local changes have undoubtedly taken place, the 

channel 
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channel being now deeper in some parts than formerly and shoaler at others. Similar changes are always 
taking place at other ports on this coast, where the bottom of the channel is composed of free-moving sand. 

Now, to take Mr. G-owlland's own computations :—At paragraph 12 he describes his channel as 
3,000 feet in length, 600 feet in width, and gives the lowest depth of water, as shown by his soundings, as 
191 feet; and at paragraphs 14 and 13 he says—" to secure the requisite unijbrrn depth of 27 feet through 
the channel at low-water springs it is clear that, by deepening it to an average depth of 5 feet over the whole 
area, the desired result can be obtained. The solid contents of the area to be dredged I calculate at 379,500 
tons. 

Here, in a simple matter of multiplication, there is an error of over 70,000 tons in his own' favour, 
for, taking the figures he has given, 2 are equal to 450,000 tons, not 379,500, as he makes it to 
appear, and this without making any allowance for the side slopes or for any irregularities in the bottom, 
but assuming that the channel shall be dredged to the uniform depth of 5 feet with mathematical accuracy, 
the absurdity of which is too patent to require comment. It shows, however, this gentleman's total want 
of acquaintance with the subject of dredging. 

The depth of 27 feet 'minimum, or 27 feet 6 inches average (as they would probably wait for some 
time before attempting to come up), while but just sufficient for a line-of-battle ship or ironclad, would be 
unnecessarily deep for merchant ships; and if a return be obtained from the Harbour Master's Office of 
the draughts of water of ships entering this port, on which pilotage has been paid, for the last twenty years, 
I venture to assert that there will not be found twenty merchant ships which would require the depth of 
water Lieut. Gowilarid proposed for his channel. 

Lieut. Gowiland, in a former report, reminded me that I had agreed to a paragraph in the report 
of the Harbour Commission, to the effect that there seemed to be some indication of a permanent 
shoaling at the Sow and Pigs. I certainly did so, but I have since discovered, on carefully going over 
the sections prepared by that gentleman himself for the Commission, and by which the other members 
with myself were misled, that a considerable shoaling is represented to have occurred at places where no 
such shoaling has really taken place, the error at one part amounting to as much as 25 feet in the depth 
of the channel for about 500 feet in length. It is scarcely to be wondered at, with such a document before 
them, that the Commission were led into the error of reporting, as they did, that there appeared to be 
some evidence of shoaling in the channel. 

As I have stated, there are undoubtedly evidences of some local changes, but there is no evidence of 
any general shoaling over the whole area of the channel,;. Any disturbance of the existing regimen of 
this channel, however, or of the equilibrium established between the scour of the tides on the one hand 
and the tendency of the waves to deposit the sand on the other, is certain to be followed by the result 
always experienced in similar cases, namely, the tendency to restore the pre-existing state of things. And it 
is to this tendency that I look for the levelling off the floor of the channel, and the filling up of any 
artificial cutting which we might snake, to such an extent as would demand the extra allowance which I 
have made. 

Having in the foregoing pages, I think, shown pretty conclusively that I have not over-estimated 
the probable amount of dredging, I shall now show that, in so far as regards the rock excavation, I have 
been equally moderate in my computations. I have estimated it at pfobably. 120,000 yards, but Lieut. 
Gowliand states, "if any at all, it will not exceed one-twelfth part of my 'gigantic estimate.' 

"If any at all" is rather a curious expression to use in the fitee of his own borings. 
At boring No. 1 the rock is only 23 feet from the surface of the water, according to Lieutenant 

Gowliand, and may be assumed to deepen thence towards the other borings, which show about 27 feet to 
the rock. I have already shown that a channel with 27 feet of water would be only barely sufficient for 
an ironclad of the "Warrior" or "Black Prince" type, and that as regards the sand portion, an extra 
depth of 6 inches should be allowed for contingencies, and as a margin of safety, above the minimum 
depth of. 27 feet. On a rock bottom of the uneven character that would be left after blasting, it must be 
anticipated that a ni.imber of projections and prominencies will be left, for it is quite impossible to exca-
vate it to an exactly smooth .or level surface. Whatever be determined on for the minimum depth of the 
channel, therefore, it is obvious that the average depth must be something more. I allowed 6 inches as the 
margin in sand, but in rock, owing to the greater injury a ship would receive if she struck on the hard 
bottom, and the greater difficulty there would be of blasting it out to a uniform level surface, I allowed 
2 feet 6 inches extra, or 3 feet in all, over and above the minimum depth, for the mean depth in the rocky 
parts of the channel, and I am confident that any person who has had the slightest experience in blasting or 
in quarrying operations nuder water will admit that 3 feet is not too much. 

To Lieutenant G-owlland, perhaps, who has had no practical experiencb whatever in such matters, 
it may seem possible to smooth off the bottom to an exact level, and that it would be unnecessary to make 
any allowance for the irregularities and prominencies which would be left, but this is only one of those 
errors into which unprofessional and inexperienced persons are apt to fail, when dealing with matters 
that they do not understand. 

It will have been obvious, from what I have stated, that in any computation of the quantity of sand 
and rock to be removed, much depends on the margin of safety to be allowed for very heavy ships. 

I have allowed 6 inches, and 3 feet, for sand and rock respectively. Lieutenant G-owfland allows 
nothing. Which of the two is the safer estimate I now leave for others to say. 

In no other part of the channel than in the immediate neighbourhood of boring No. 1 has Lieut. 
0-owliand any misgiving as to the nature of the bottom; and " assuming that Captain Stanley's recorded 
soundings are correct, the inference is (he thinks) imperative that the diminished depth of soundings is 
attributable to the deposit of silt." 

But a more careful study of Captain Stanley's soundings than Lieutenant Gowiland would seem to 
have bestowed on them will show that, in the immediate neighbourhood of boring No. 1, Captain Stanley 
shows only 23 and 24 feet. At boring No. 1 Lieutenant Gowiland shows rock at 27 feet, and about the 
same at borings 2 and 3. At boring No. 4 there is 1912feet water and 61- feet sand to clay. Close to this 
boring is the Sow and Pigs rock, dry at low water. The inference from these depths, and from the 
horizontality of the stratification of the sandstone rock on either side, seems to me to be that the rock in 
this channel forms part of the plateau of the Sow and Pigs reef, the surface of which is nearly level, and 
that it extends over a considerable portion of the area of the channel; and this supposition is sustained by 
the circumstance that, for the greater part of its length, a cothparison of Captain Stanley's and Captain 
Denham's soundings with those of Captain Sydney, of more recent date, show very little difference in the 
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depths. Lieutenant G-owlland's surmise, that any rock found in the vicinity will be in the forth of 
detached knolls or blocks seems to me quite unsupported by the facts, as far as they are known. 

The plan which accompanies Lieutenant Gowliand's last report purports to represent the western 
channel as originally recommended by himself, and the eastern as suggested by the Hydrographer, and recom-
mended by me, with the addition recommended by Commodore Stirling, tinted pink. 

I have shown before, that, as regards the western channel, it is not by any means a correct and 
truthful representation of the original plans submitted by Lieutenant Gowliand, the channel being now 
diminished in length from 3,814 to 3,000 feet. As regards the eastern channel, it i unfortunate in being 
equally incorrect. 

At paragraph 16, Lieutenant Gowiland says, deducting the allowance for washingin from Mr. 
Moriarty's figures, the 900,000 tons of silt to be removed became reduced to 600,000 tons, as.  against 
879,500 tons by his calculation. "That as regards the rock, he cannot speak as conjidentl/y as he could 
wish," but he feels assured that the amount required to be removed," if any at all, will not be one-twelfth" 
of my gigantic estimate, as in no other part of the channel than at boring No. 1 has he any misgiving as 
to the nature of the bottom; nor does it (he thinks) follow, if future borinqs in this locality show the 
existence of rock, that it is necessarily a continuous stratum, it is "more probably" in the form of detached 
boulders or blocks. 

I give this as a sample of this gentleman's style of reasoning. Being unable to speak with con-
fidence, he yet feelsfully assured that everything will turn out just as he would wish it, and so it becomes quite 
unnecessary to make any allowance for contingencies, or for a possible disappointment of his "full assurance." 

As to the first of the above statements, I have shown that it is not safe to disregard the washings 
in, in the face of testimony to the contrary, of persons who have had considerable experience in work of 
this kind, and who report that a greater allowance than of the neat measurements of the channel should 
be made; the 900.000, or more correctly speaking 921,000 tons, cannot therefore be reduced by 220,000. 
I have shown that Lieutenant Gowiland's own estimate of 379,500 is wholly erroneous; that by his own 
dimensions it should have been at least 450,000 tons; and further, if any allowance is to be made in the 
depth of the channel, over and above the exact draught of a heavy ship, for margin of safety, it will be 
found fully to make up the difference between my estimate and his. 

The grounds, therefore, for reducing my estimate from £145,000 to £19,000, or to even £600 as he 
gives it in another place, are to be found only in Lieutenant Gowlland's imagination; and my only surprise 
is that, while on this part of the subject, he did not reduce the dredging and rock excavation to a negative 
quantity, which would have been more satisfactory to himself, and not much further from the truth. 

Turning now to the eastern channel, which Lieutenant Gowiland has represented by the portions 
tinted green and pink, I must here again complain of the inaccuracy of his representations. The channel 
is not correctly placed, nor shown as I represented it, being about 250 feet nearer the rocks of the south 
reef. I suppose that having altered his own channel, he felt bound to perform the same office for mine. 
However, the effect in the latter instance is to render the channel apparently less accessible than originally 
shown, a point on which Lieutenant Govlland has dilated at some length. This erroneous representation 
is also shown on Lieutenant Giowlland's  lithoqraplzs, published by order of Parliament. 

The tracing accompanying .this paper shows correctly the position of this channel, as suggested in 
the first instance by me, with the addition recommended by Commodore Stirling. Its width was 600 feet, as 
suggested by Admiral Richards, and widened out at either side. 

The estimate of £5,306 for deepening this channel was, as the papers show, made before the 
additional width of the 17-feet patch was proposed by Commodore Stirling, but the cost of the whole with 
the addition became £9,306. 

Lieutenant G-owlland desires to guard against accepting my rates for cost of dredgings; but as he 
has probably never done any dredging he can know nothing whatever about the cost of it, and his accept-
ance or rejection of those rates is not perhaps of any great importance, nor likely to affect in any very 
material degree the actual cost of the work. 

It remains to consider the two channels from the navigating point of view, as regards the facilities 
for entry and exit by- 

1st. Large vessels, such as line-of-battle ships and iron-dads, referred to by Admiral Richards. 
2nd. Vessels of deep draught entering or. leaving under canvas. 
3rd. Vessels of the last class while being towed. 

Lieutenant Gowiland contends that the channel which could be most safely used by any of the 
above classes of vessels, the iron-clad, the mail steamer, and the heavy draught coal-laden ships (as 
represented by the ever-recurring "St. John") should be par excellence the channel for Port Jackson. In this 
I entirely concur with him, with some slight reservation, however, as to the question of cost; and the latter 
being settled in favour of the eastern channel, that it is considered the better of the two in a navigating 
point of view by Commodore Stirling. Admiral Richards, at least one member of the Marine Board, and 
several of the more intelligent and experienced shipmasters of the port, must be considered deciding "par 
excellence" in its favour. 

That all experienced navigators were agreed to prefer the western channel, and that the improve-
ment of it would entail no alterations of existing beacons or leading marks, or divert navigation from a 
ship's passage which has been in use for nearly a century, would doubtless have much weight if there 
were any proof—anything beyond the mere bald assertion that experienced navigators would "prefer it," 
or that the improvements in the eastern channel must necessarily cause any alteration in the beacons and 
leading marks of the western channel. The pathetic and touching appeal in favour of these old familiar 
leading marks and beacons does equal justice to Lieutenant Gowiland's head and heart, but even old 
familiar beacons must yield to inexorable necessity at times, even as old familiar mile-stones have to be left 
to pine in solitude when a road is diverted from its old familiar track. But the deepening of the eastern 
channel, in which there are also "old familiar leading marks and beacons,'.' need lead to no such melancholy 
results as Lieutenant Gowiland dreads for the western channel, for any of the merchant vessels entering 
the port might continue to use it as at present. Lieutenant Gowlland claims that the western channel 
would be more convenient for vessels of deep draught entering or leaving the port under canvas. In this 
observation Lieutenant G-owlland does not show a very intimate acquaintance with the present practice. 
I believe I am correct in saying that, as a matter of fact in the present day, and for many years past—
indeed, ever since the introduction of steam-tugs—none of the long merchant ships are attempted to be 
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brought in or taken out under canvas—they all come up under steam. He admits that "if the requirements 
were confined to the na.vigaton only of large and powerful steamers, there can be no doubt but the eastern 
channel is not without some merits. But the Ocean-going commerce of the port is and will continue to be 
in the main by large sailing-vessels of 1,000 to 2,000 tons burthen, of the class of the present London and 
Liverpool ships." As regards these latter, I have already  shown that as all of them are brought up under 
the charge of steamers, they are in precisely the same condition for taking either channel as if they were 
under their own motive power, and that practically for vessels of this class, either channel in its present 
unimproved state is sujicient. 

Lieutenant Gowliand shows by a diagram in his chart (to which I would invite careful attention) 
the course that would be taken by a ship entering the port in a southerly gale, and which, as he says, would 
carry her with a fair wind into the western channel. There are some rather novel, though perhaps not very 
instructive, features about this diagram, as has been pointed out by a gentleman of considerable nautical 
experience. 

It will .be observed that this course which he has laid down would bring a ship about 250 feet closer 
to the South Reef than the line of leading mark at Middle Head show to be safe, and that off this point of 
the reef she would be only 60 feet from the 3-fathom line, and would consequently have to pass right through 
the breakers in rough weather. If this be a sample of Navigating Lieutenant G-owlland's navigation, most 
people, I think, would prefer not being his passenger when entering Port Jackson in a southerly gale; 
and as to carrying a fair wind into the western channel in a southerly gale, it has also been pointed out 
that no ship could possibly lie up into it. 

On the tracing I have prepared to accompany this paper, 1 have shown how a ship could enter the. 
eastern channel, taking precisely the same easy course as Lieutenant Gowlland has drawn for the western, 
while in south-easterly or easterly gales a vessel would have the additional advantage, as pointed out by 
Commodore Stirling, of being on the windward side of the channel, and in smooth water under the shelter 
of the South Head. 

Lieutenant Gowiland also shows the course a vessel would take, in such weather as he mentions, 
entering the eastern channel, but I think he would get few sailors to agree with him that any such course 
could be necessary, or would be attempted, and he seeks to raise a false issue by misrepresenting the 
eastern channel, as I at first proposed it, or as it has since been determined to carry it out, with Commodore 
Stirling's suggested additions. 

The original width of the channel as sketched
'
in by me was 600 feet, which had been named by 

Admiral Richards; and although no person can doubt the advantages that would accrue from the greater 
width proposed by Commodore Stirling, few also will be disposed to consider that the width named by 
Admiral Richards was so insufficient as Lieutenant Gowliand would represent. 

Lastly, as to vessels while in tow. Lieutenant Gowliand asserts that the necessity for a long and gradual 
sweep is even greater perhaps in the case of a ship with a tug ahead than if left to her own motive power, 
meaning the sails, I suppose; and he thinks it would be necessary to steer well to the northward between 
the heads to gain sufficient sea-room to round up. I have already pointed out, and illustrated on the tracings, 
that from the mid-channel between the Heads a ship could round up into the eastern channel on exactly 
the same curve as he has drawn for his western channel; and as to a vessel in tow being less manageable 
in narrow waters than if under her own canvas, it is only one of Lieutenant Gowiland's opinions, and will 
be taken for what it is worth. 

In conclusion, he altogether fails to appreciate my objection as to the effect on the maintenance of 
the channel from the oblique direction of the current, which, he thinks, if run at right angles, would not be 
likely to exert any material influence during the process of dredging. I have already dealt with this 
branch of the subject at length, and need only in this place observe that it is not the current of one and a 
half knots alone which would have to be considered. It is necessary also to take into account the action 
of the waves on the bottom, assisted by the current. The manner in which heavy articles from the wrecks 
of the "Dunbar" and" Catherine Adamson" were swept along the bottom and ultimately washed up on 
the beach in Middle Harbour and elsewhere, shows how great is the influence of the waves upon the 
bottom of the harbour in bad weather. 

I now come to the closing paragraph of this very lengthy report, which contains the statement that 
his own observations show that the set of the tide both at ebb and flow is almost if not quite parallel to the 
course of his proposed cutting; but whether this be the case or not, he regards the tidal influence as 
unimportant. I can only state as to this, that "his own observations show" that, as I am willing to 
believe, he knew very little about the currents, or he could not possibly have ventured to make such an 
assertion. The extreme care and accuracy with which the currents as represented by me were taken put 
any doubt of their correctness quite out of the question. 

The report winds up with a postscript as to the military view of the matter, in which I regret to 
find Lieut. G-owlland's opinions at fault quite as much as he has shown himself to be in the engineering 
and nautical views of the question. The acknowledged difficulty in the way of the" defence of Sydney is 
its great accessibility to an enemy's ships ; and if the western channel would be. the more easy of access 
than the other for ordinary ships, it would also be for an enemy's ship, and in so far should the port be 
more open to attack, by his own showing. 

But a real objection in a military point of view would be that, in consequence of the height of the 
batteries of Middle and George's Heads above the water only admitting of a plunging fire, which all 
artillerists know to be uncertain, the closer a ship's course would bring her under their guns the less 
effective would be their fire, and it would be quite impossible to depress the guns of George's Head so 
as to bring them to bear on a ship at the inner part of the western channel. 

But in the eastern channel an enemy's ship would, by reason of her greater distance from those 
batteries, be under constant fire from them, as well as froni the batteries of Inner South Head, which, from 
being much lower and further retired, could also be brought to bear upon a ship in the eastern channel. 

- ' B. 0. MORIARTY. 

DIMENSIONS, 
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DIMENsIoNs, draught, &c., of a few of the Vessels in H. M. Navy which could not enter by a channel of 
only 27 feet deep at low-water. 

Name. Service. Tonnage. Length. Eem. Depth. I Draught. 

H. M. iron-clad frigate--iron 6,109 380 58 265 Warrior ...................... 
,, 380 58 273 Black Prince ................ 

Achilles ...................... 6,121 380 59 272 
6,621 400 59 2610 Minotaur ...................... 

Northumberland 
,, ,, ,............ 
,, ,, 6,621 400 59 2610 

,, ,, ,, 6,621 400 59 2610 
Caledonia ............. ..... ,, ,, wood 4,123 273 59 ' 269 
Agincourt ................... 

. . . .  
,, ,, ,, ,........... 4,056 273 58 25-8 

,, ,, ,, ,............ 

,, ,, ,, 4,045 273 58 25-8 

,, ,, ,, ,........... 

4,017 273 58 269 

Royal Oak ................... 

4,068 273 58 256 

Prince Consort .............. 
Ocean ......................... 
Royal Alfred ................ 

,, ,, 4,067 280 59 260 Lord Clyde..................... 

,, ,, ,, ,........... 

4,067 280 59 260 Lord Warden................,, 
Zealous ......................,, 

,, ,, ,, ,........... 

,, ,, 3,716 252 58 260 
,, ,, iron 4,089 280 56 257 

4,063 280 56 2610 

,, ,, ,........... 

,, ,, 3,710 .. 280 54 260 

Hector.........................,, 
,, ,, ,........... 

,, ,, 3,720 280 54 2510 

Valiant ......................,, 
Resistance ...................,, 
Defence .......................,, 

,, corvette 4,246 300 - 50 260 Bellerophon ................,, 
hercules ......................, ,, ,, 

H. M. Transport Service Troop Ships. 

Jumna ........................ 4,173 370 49 414 .................................. 
Euphrates .................. .................................. .4,173 

. 
365 49 

REGIsTERED Tonnage and draught aft of some of the Ships trading to Sydney which could enter by either 
Channel at present. 

No. Name of Ship. Registered
Tonnage. 

Draught 
aft. No. Name of Ship. Registered Draught 

ft in ft. in 
1 22 0 18 Clara ..................................938 
2 
Sobraon ...............................2,130 
Surrey ................................. .1,089 22 0 19 Nineveli .............................. 11174 

3 22 0 20 19 0 
4 21 6 21 * Strathnaver ........................ 1,017 19 0 
5 

Glendower ..................................... 
Agra .......................................... 
Essex .................. ...............1,255 20 6 22 

* Sir John Lawrence ................879 

1,152 18 3 
6 ........... La Rogue .................. 1,331 20 6 23 

* Abergeldie ......................... * Carisbrook Castle ................ 1,415 20 6 
7 Aviemore ............................1,091 20 0 24 1,011 17 6 
8 Dtmbar Castle ...................... 925 20 0 25 

* Border Chief ...................... 
17 6 

9 Merwamjee Framjee ............... 1,079 19 6 26 
* Ethiopian............................838 

.. 18 4 
10 20 0 27 

* Duke of Sutherland ................... * Centurion ................... ...... .1,000 18 6 
11 
Lady Bowen ................................ 

19 4 28 1,013 20 .0 
12 
Thyatira ...............................962 
Cordillera. ........................... 
Hawkesbury ........................ 

. 

,120 
19 0 29 18 0 

13 19 0 30 Catheart ........................... 1,387 21 6 
14 19 0 31 

* Bruckley Castle ................... 

18 6 
15 

.852 

Agnes Rose ........................... 991 18 6 32 

* Ironsides ............................899 

Parramatta ........................ 1,521 21 0 
16 

Patriarch ............................1,339 

Ascalon 938 

. 

33 

Commissary .................... .....998 

* Ben Lomond 21 0 
17 

............................... 
Damascus ............................964 

. 

34 
......................986 * John Duthie ..................... 1,031 19 10 

* Ships in Sydney Harbour in November, 1873. 

Sydney, 27 Nov., 1878. 
Sir, 

I have to request your replies to the following queries :- 
1st. Over what length of time has your experience extended in dredging sand from Newcastle or 

Sydney Harbour, and about what quantity have you removed in that time? 
2nd. In dredging, about what length have you to move the dredge daily to lift (say) 1,000 tons of 

sand? 
3rd. In estimating for the gross quantity of sand you would have to move in forming a channel of 

any dimensions through sea sand, such as that of Newcastle or Sydney Harbour, what proportion over and 
above the neat measurements of the cutting would you consider it necessary to allow Ibr the sand liable 
to be washed in from either side by the action of the waves or currents? 

I have, &c., 
F. 0. MORIARTY. 

Mr. J. Laing to The Engineer-in-Ohief for 1-larbours and Rivers. 

Dredge "Samson," 2/12/73. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 27th ultimo, requestiug 
replies to the fbllowing queries 

1st. Over what period of time has your experience extended in dredging sand from Sydney Harbour, 
and about what quantity have you removed in that time? 

2nd. In dredging, about what length have you to move the dredge daily to lift (say) 1,600 tons of 
sand? 3rd. 
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3rd. In estimating for the gross quantity of sand you would have to move in forming a channel of 
any dimensions through sea sand, such as that of Sydney Harbour, what proportion over and above the 
neat measurements of the cutting would you consider it necessary to allow for the sand liable to be washed 
from either side by the action of the waves or currents? 

.Azswers. 
1st. My experience has extended over five years in Sydney Harbour, during which time I have 

removed nearly 600,000 tons of sand, debris, and silt, the sand being sometimes pure and sometimes 
mixed with other matter. 

2nd. The length we require to move the dredge varies according to circumstances, such as the depth• 
of water and depth of cutting, &c. I have loaded 300 tons of clear sand without moving the dredge from 
the spot or lowering the ladder, except what it fell with the tide, and having occasionally to lift a little to 
clear the buckets as the sand fell in, and we have often lifted over 100 tons in one cut. This is done at 
the Heads, where the bottom seems to be a lively quicksand, composed of sand and shells mixed, but the 
average space over which the dredge is moved for each 1,000 tons lifted will run about 10,000 superficial feet. 

3rd. The proportion which should be allowedover neat measurements will depend a good deal upon 
the force and direction of the currents where the work is being done. At the top of Darling Harbour, off 
Market Wharf, Cuthbert's yard, the Circular Quay, and head of Woolloomooloo Bay, there is very little 
current, and the shore sand and debris from the streets is heavy silt. I believe there should at least be 
one-third added to the neat measurements for the quantity which will tumble or wash in from the sides 
before the natural bed in which it will lie is formed (and this should be independent of the quantities 
washed in after every heavy rain from the shores and sewers, for which I refer you to my letter dated 
12/6/69). 

Respecting the percentage which should be added to the neat measurements for the channel near 
Sydney Heads, where it appears to be very lively light sand, I can scarcely hazard an opinion yet, but it 
will be much greater than the percentage up the harbour. I have, &c., 

J. LAING. 

Mr. A. B. Portus to The Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers. 
Dredge "Vulcan," 

Newcastle, 29 November, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 27th instant, requesting me 
to state the length of time I have been employed dredging, the quantity dredged during that Lime, and the 
percentage in addition to the cubical contents of a cutting which it has in practice been found necessary 
to allow in estimating the quantity actually to be removed by dredging. 

My experience of dredging extends over eight years, more than half of which has been spent in 
deepening Newcastle Harbour, the remaining portion of the time having been occupied in improving the 
navigation of the Hunter. 1,063,400 tons of sand and other material have been lifted during the above 
period by the dredge "Vulcan." 

I have no difficulty in readily replying to your query as to percentage of material, which can best 
be done by stating the rule I have from experience laid down to guide me when replying to the many 
inquiries I have had to answer as to the time when work at which the dredge was employed would be 
completed. 

Although you do not ask me to supply any information as to river dredging, I have thought it 
would not be unacceptable to state the results of my observations at the Flats as well as at Newcastle. 

If dredging has to be done at Eale's or Raymond Terrace, 33 per cent. more sand must be removed 
than the cubical dimensions of the finished channel will show. 

At the Finger-post channel (between Schuapper island and Hell's Gates) an allowance of over 40 
per cent. must be made, while at Hell's Gate cutting, a mile below, and Schnapper Island, a mile above it, 
an allowance of 25 per cent. will be ample. It should be borne in mind, however, that at the Finger-post 
cutting the material to be dredged is lively sand, whereas at the other two places shell mud and sand are 
met with. 

At the Horseshoe, Newcastle, the disturbing influences are so great that I would not feel safe in 
estimating the quantity to be dredged at anything less than one-half more than the cubical contents of 
the mass to be removed. 

During the strength of the ebb tide I have sometimes filled one of the punt hoppers without in any 
way altering the dredge's position or lowering the ladder, but under ordinary circumstances in the Horse-
shoe the ground got over in a day is about a section of 50 x 4 x 2 yards, in the removal of which from 
900 to 1,000 tons of sand have to be dredged. The deepened water at places where the dredge has never 
worked sufficiently explains the difference between the theoretical and practical quantities. 

Trusting that this letter embraces the information required,— 
I have, &c., 

A. B. PORTUS, 

No. 21. 
Tnx ENGINnER-IN-CuIEF FOR Hiunouns AND Rivxxs to REAR ADIMRAL RIcHARDS. 

Sm, 
Sydney, 12 July, 1873. 

I have taken the liberty of thus addressing you direct in reference to a matter which is of 
peculiar interest and importance to this port, and indeed to the whole Colony at present, and which, having 
been in the first instance brought under the notice of this G-overnnaent by yourself; you will probably feel 
sufficiently interested in to wish to examine in all its bearings. I allude to your suggestions to Navigating 
Lieutenant G-owlland in reference to the deepening of the eastern channel of the Sow and Pigs 'Shoal, 
near the entrance to this harbour, to admit of the passage of an iron-clad or line-of-battle ship. 

The accompanying papers and charts, which were published by order of the Legislative Assembly, on 
the motion of Captain Onslow, I do myself the honor to transmit for your perusal. They will, I trust, be 

628—D sufficient 
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sufficient to enable you to form a judgment as to the two proposals which have been made—namely, that 
of Lieut. Gowllancl, which favours the deepening of the western channel, and the other the dredging of 
the eastern channel, which was first suggested by yourself, in which, for the reasons set forth in my report, 
I entirely concur, and which you will also obserce is regarded with favour by Commodore Stirling. 

Should you, in reconsidering the question, require any further information as to borings or other-
wise, as Lieut. G-owlland is, I understand, returning to England, I would be- you to consider my services, 
or that of my department, entirely at your disposl, whether officially or otherwise, to obtain it. 

It may be that 1 have overlooked some matters, or taken erroneous views on others ; if it be so, I 
shall gladly endeavour to correct them, or to supplement the information already obtained in any particular 
that you may desire. 

Your first memorandum to Lieut. G-owlland suggested having borings made to ascertain whether 
the nature of the bottom in the eastern channel was such as to admit of its being dredged to a depth of 
27 feet. The borings which have been taken show the bottom is coipposed cntireiy of sand, and that there 
will be sw difficulty whatever in dredging it to the reqssirad depth. 

The borings in this channel, you will observe, are mostly confined to the outer bar, and to the 
17-foot patch. 

I have not considered it necessary to make any borings in the other parts, because I found, on 
examination of the old charts of Capt. Stanley and Admiral lenbain, that depths of 27 feet formerly 
existed at these parts, thus showing that any changes now observed must be due to the shifting sand, 
which in Port Jackson, as every other harbour and river on this coast, is always producing some alterations 
in the soundings. 

Lieut. Gowliand's borings in the western channel show that it cannot be dredged, the bottom of the 
proposed cutting for a considerable portion of its length being composed of rock. The very large quantity 
of rock excavation which would be reqpired to deepen it to 27 feet appears to me to be a most formidable 
objection to the proposal. To you, who know the localities so well, I need scarcely point out that in so 
exposed a position, liable to constant interruptions from passing vessels, and from rough weather, under-
water 'blasting would be it most tedious and expensive operation. The rock of which the visible portion of 
the Sow and Pigs reef consists is of the hard Sydney sandstone formation, and it is reasonable to suppose 
that the rock shown by Lieut. G-osvlland's borings, as underlying a thin skin of sand in the western channel, 
is of the same character. If it be so, no dredge could make the slightest impression on it; and to blast it 
out would necessitate either a coffer-dam to enclose the whole or portion of the area, or to drill and blast 
by "battery" from the surface of the water, dredging up the broken fragments of stone afterwards. The 
cost of a coffer-dam and the risk of maintenance, and the expense of pumping, if the former plans were 
adopted, would be enormous, while the difficulty and uncertainty of drilling from floating stages in a 
position always subject to more or less swell, added to the difficulty of keeping the drill-holes clear of sand 
(luring the operation, would make the cost of the latter probably nearly as great, while the uncertainty 
and delay in completion would be greatly increased. 

The minimum amount of rock excavation shown to be required by Lieut. Gowlland's borings, is about 
120,000 cubic yards, which I have estimated at only £1 per yard, being unwilling to seem to over-state the 
case against the proposal, although I feel convinced that it would cost considerably more. 

It would seem, therefore, when considered in the light of your memorandum directing the borings 
to be made in the eastern channel to determine the practicability of dredging it, it is by reason of the 
rock excavation alone shown by Lieut. Gowiland's borings to be necessary in the western channel, the 
deepening of that channel in preference to the other,where no rock occurs, would not be regarded 
favourably by you. 

Another very serious objection to the western channel, as laid down by Lieut. Gowiland, as it 
appears to me, consists in its obliquity to the direction of the currents both of flood and ebb, which at 
every stage of the tide flow across it at a considerable angle, which would not only render the navigation 
difficult, but would add greatly to the cost of its maintenance. As you will no doubt recollect, the sand 
forming the bank and in the adjoining bays is of that peculiarly fine-grained kind formed by the disinte-
gration of the carboniferous sandstone formation which abounds on this coast, it is easily moved by  the 
currents and waves. The changes which are apparent on comparisonof the soundings shown on the older 
charts with those which are more recent are clearly attributable to this cause; and I feel the same cause 
must always continue to operate against the maintenance of. any channel formed through such a material; 
but it would be with greatly exaggerated effect in cases where, like that under consideration, the direction 
of the channel was very oblique to that of the currents. The eastern channel has been laid down to 
correspond as nearly as possible in direction of that of the currents, so that the scour of tide would give a 
better chance of maintaining it. 

The next point for consideration is the great difference in the quantity of sand which would require 
to be dredged to obtain the minimum depth of 27 feet in either case. By Lieutenant Gowlland's proposal 
the quantity to be dredged would be about 900,000 tons, while in the other, for a channel of 1,200 feet in 
width, as recommended by Commodore Stirling, the quantity to be dredged would only be about 300,000 
tons, or about one-third of the former. 

In a correspondence of more rec.ent date than that which has been printed, it has been stated that 
one of the reasons (indeed, it is the only reason that I have heard alleged) in favour of the deepening of 
the western channel is that it would be more convenient for general purposes of trade than the other, 
while it is admitted that for men-of-war or large steamers the latter may be preferable;  but in assigning 
this for a reason it seems to have been forgotten that, with the most rare exceptions, either channel is suffi-
cient for any merchant ships visiting or ever likely to visit this port; and even if it were not so, or that 
the exceptions were more numerous, seeing that in every instance vessels are now towed in and out by 
powerful steam-tugs, they would find no more difficulty in taking the eastern channel than would be 
experienced by vessels navigated under their own steam. 

In conclusion, I would ask you to accept my apologies for trespassing on your attention at such 
lengths as I have, in reference to a. matter on which I have no right to address you officially, but, in view of 
the great importance of the subject, I trust you will exense it, and believe me to remain,---- 

Your very obedient servant, 
E. 0. MORIARTY, 

Engineer-in-Chief for Harbours and Rivers. 
[2s.] [Two plans.] 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Govermmsent Printcr,-1874. 







475 

1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

REPORT 

OF 

PROCEEIIINGS OF THE CONFERENCE 

OF THE 

PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE MARINE DEPARTMENTS 

OF THE 

AIJSTIRALASIAN COLONIES. 

CONVENED IN ACCORDANCE WITH A RESOLUTION PASSED AT THE INTERCOLONJAL 
CONFERENCE HELD IN SYDNEY, IN JANUARY AND FEBRUARY, 1873. 

ORDERED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY TO BE PRINTED, 

29 October, 1873. 

-  

SYDNEY: THOMAS RICHARDS, GOVERNMENT PRINTER. 

[i$• 3d.] * 99-A 1873. 

AL 



476 



477 

REPORT of PROCEEDINGS of the CONFERENCE of the 
Principal Officers of the MARINE DEPARTMENTS of the 
Australasian Colonies, convened in accordance with a 
resolution passed at the Intercolonial Conference held 
in Sydney, in January and February, 1873. 

MEMBERS OF THE CONFERENCE. 

New South Wales CAPTAIN Hixsow, President of the Marine Board. 
Queensland: CAPTAIN HEATH, R.N., Chairman of the Marine Board and 

Port-master. 
South Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board. 
Tasmania: C. M. MAXWELL, 1ESQ., Warden of the Hobart Town Marine 

Board. 
Victoria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, R.N., Chief Harbour Master, and Chairman 

of Steam Navigation and Pilot Boards. 
Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board of South 

Australia. 

The Conference having met at the Sydney Marine Board Office, Captain 
Hixson was unanimously elected Chairman, and Mr. W. J. Wilshire appointed 
Secretary. 

various documents relating to the Lighthouses, Shipping, and Statistics of 
the Colonies represented, having been laid on the Table by the Members present, 
the Conference proceeded to the consideration- of the questions referred to them, and 
decided to discuss them in the following order :- - 

State of the coast lights. 

Management with .regard to economy and efficiency. 

Where new lights are required. 

To decide upon the most equitable mode in which the highway lights of 
the various Colonies should be maintained. 

1.—STATE OF THE COAST LIGHTS. 

The Conference find that, without actually visiting the various lights on the 
Australian Coast, it would be impossible for them to express any decided opinion 
as to their -condition; but they have reason to believe, from information furnished 
by the representatives of the Colonies, as well as by masters of vessels constantly 
passing the. lights, and also generally from the absence of complaints as to their 
efficiency, that the lights answer the purposes for which they were erected, and 
bear favourable comparison with those of other parts of the world. 

2.—MANAGEMENT WITH REGARD TO ECONOMY AND EFFICIENCY. 

Tabular statements having been prepared in a prescribed form showing the 
cost of maintenance of all the Australian light-houses, and having been carefully 
considered, the Conference decided that, in consequence of the difference in rate of 
wages, the cost of maintenance, and the exigencies of the positions• in which the 
light-houses are Vlaced,  it was impossible to arrive at any standard by which to 
compare the relative cost and efficiency of the lights of the different Colonies. 

- The 
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The tabular statements referred to, and appended hereto, will be found to 
contain information of great interest and value to the Governments of the various 

Colonies. 

The Conference are also of opinion that the cost of maintaining the light-
houses would be reduced, and the intensity of the smaller lights considerably 
increased, were mineral oil substituted generally for vegetable oil. The former is 

used at nearly all the minor lights of New South Wales, Victoria, South Australia, 
and Queensland; but as the use of mineral oil in the higher class of lights has 
been only recently introduced in England, they cannot recommend its general 

adoption for first and second class dioptric lights uBtil its safety and advantages 

have been more fully tested. 

3.—NEW LIGHTS REQUIRED. 

After fully considering the requirements of the whole coast of Australia, from 
Swan River eastward to New South Wales, Queensland, and the Northern Territory, 
and after carefully discussing every case where it was thought a new light was 
necessary, the Conference resolved to recommend the erection of the following 

Light-houses 

TABLE of New Lights recommended for the coast of Australasia., abstracted from the Minutes of the 
Proceedings of the Conference, held at Sydney, Sept.—Oct., 1873. 

Name or Place. Order. Other particulars. Name or Place. Order. Other particulars. 

WESTERN AUsTRALIA TASMANIA. 

Cape Naturaliste 1 Fixed, not to exceed 400 feet Eddystone Point 1 Fixed. 
elevation. 

Cape Hamelin, near 1 Revolving, flashes of one NEW Soursi WALES. 
Cape Leeuwin minute interval ; range, 25 1 Revolving. 

miles. 1 
. 

Fixed and flashing. 
Bowen Island ......... Harbour light. 

SOUTH AUSTRALIA. 

Green Cape .............. 

2 Fixed red. 
Cape Spencer 1 Revolving. 

Montague Island ......... 
. .  

1 i Diopt.ric revolving white, 
Point Corny ............. 3 Fixed and flashing. 

Barrenjoey ............. 
Sugar.loaf Point ....... 

I shaded green over the 
Tipara Reef ............ Pile light, revolving, instead dangers. 

of light.ship. South Solitary Island 1 Revolving white. 
Point Lowly 3 Revolving. 2 Fixed. 
Penguin Island ......... 
Northern Territory, 

..... 

1 Fixed red. 
Lights recommended. 

Point Danger .......... 

QUEENSLAND. 
2 

I 

Fixed three minutes, flashing Dundas and Clarence Capricorn North Reef, 
Straits. Cli,snnel. every fourth. 

Booby Island ............ 
Three Light.vessels ........ 

1 
For lighting the inner passage 

VICTORIA to Torres Straits. 
Cape Nelson 

.... 

1 Fixed. 
1 Fixed red. 

Cape Liptrap or Anser 2 Revolving. NOT WITHIN COLONIAL JURISDICTION. 
Split Point ............... 

Group. Bramble Cay, Great ... Recommended. 
Cape Conran or Cape 1 Revolving. North-eastern Chan- 
Everard. nd, Torres Straits. 

The Conference also recommend that in the interest of the vast and increasing 

trade of these Colonies, the new lights above mentioned should be erected with all 

reasonable expedition. - 

With reference to the proposed lights for the, inner route, and for Torres' 
Straits, Captain Heath's report to the Queensland Government, in connection there-

with, is appended hereto. 

On the question of a light on Bramble Cay, at the entrance to the Great 
north-east channel to Torres' Straits, being discussed, it was resolved to recommend 
that the Imperial Goveinrnent be asked to assist in the erection and maintenance of 
this light, on conditions similar to those on which it was proposed to erect a light in 
the vicinity of the " Snares" and Auckland Islands, by a resolution passed at the 

Intercolonial Conference on 5th February las. 4.— 
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4.—SUPPORT OF THE LIGHTS. 

The question of the maintenance of highway lights, by general contributions 
from all the Colonies deriving benefit from the same, having been discussed at great 
length, it was found to be surrounded with many difficulties, and the Conference 
were unable to devise any such scheme which, in the opinion of all the Members, 

would be fair and equitable to each of the Colonies, and at the same time not too 
complicated to carry into practice. 

The Conference, however, after disposing of a resolution of Captain Payne's 
in reference to the general maintenance of highway lights, unanimously resolved,— 

That the cost of erection and maintenance of lights on the main coast line should be defrayed by 
the Colony in whose territory they are situated, except where coast lights are maintained 
especially for the use of the vessels of another Colony Provided always, that where any 
light is erected on or close to the line of demarcation between any two Colonies, that such 
light be maintained conjointly by such Colonies. 

That the lights on the islands in Bass's, Banks', and Torres' Straits, and in channels away from 
the mainland, be paid for "ratea.bly in proportion to the tonnage of the shipping entered 
inwards and cleared outwards in each Colony deriving benefit from the same." 

The Conference also unanimously resolved to recommend that the following 
sytein of distribution should be adopted in carrying out the foregoing resolution, and 
that it should come into operation on the 1st January, 1874. 

(A.) 

Lighthouse. Contributing Colony. 

On Tonnage of all Vcssels entered Inwards. 

From At 

Victoria ................... Europe, America (not including West All ports of contributing Colony 
Coast), India, Africa, South Australia, except Portland Bay. 
China, Mauritius ........................... 

New South Wales ....... Half Europe, America (not including West 
Coast)., India, Africa, South Australia, 

All ports of contributing Colony 
King's Island ......... Queensland ............... half Europe, America (not including West 

Coast), India, Africa, South Australia, 

China, Mauritius ............................. 

Ditto. Mauritius ..................................... 
Europe, America (not including West 
Coast), India, Africa, South Australia, 
China, Mauritius ............................ Launceston. 

L victoria (East of Cape Otway), New South 

. 

Wales, Queensland, Northern ports of 
Tasmania, New Zealand, South Sea 

Tasmania ................ 

South Australia .......... 

Islands, West Coast of America ......... 

I New Zealand, West Coast of America, 

..All ports of contributing Colony. 

Victoria ................... 

Ditto. 
New South Wales ....... Half Europe, America (not including West 

Coast), India, Mauritius, South Australia, 

ant s '.xroup ......... K , China 

land, South Sea Islands ..................... 

Launeeston Africa Victoria ... Ditto. 

i Queensland ......... ...... Half Europe, America (not including West 

Tasmania, New South Wales, Queens- 

t.ralis, Laimceston, Africa, Victoria ........ Ditto. 
Tasmania .................. New South Wales, Queensland ................ 

. 

Lsuncestou. 
Tasmania .................. Victoria .............................................. Hobart Town. 

( New Zealand, South Sea Islands, West 
Coast of America, New South Wales, 

.. 

South Australia .......... 

All ports of contributing Colony. 

I Victoria .................... 
Queensland ............... .................... 

Hobart Town and Southrn ports of 
Ditto. 

Nil ................................................... 
Swanlsland and Gose Queensland ............... 

Coast), India, Mauritius, South Aus- 

Nil ................................................... 
Tasmania .................. 

Tasmania ......................................... 

Hobart Town. 

New South Wales .......

Tasmania .................. New Zealand, West Coast of America, 

. 
Island ............... .. 

.. 
Launeeston. 

L South Australia .......... Middle Island, New Zealand ................... All ports of contributing Colony. 

Victoria ..............................................

South Sea Islands ............................... 

All ports of Queensland North of Sandy 
Ditto. 

Lady Elliot, s Island... J New South-Wales . 
Ditto. 

I 

Victoria ................... 

Tasmania .................. 

Cape......... ...................................... 
Ditto ............................................... 

Ditto. 
Ditt.o. South Australia ...........

Queensland ............... 

Ditto .............................................. 
Ditto ...... ......................................... 

t Ditto ...................... ........................ 

. 

All Queensland ports South ol . 
Sandy Cape. 



Victoria .............Port Philip and Eastern ports 

New South Wales All ports of contributing Colony 

King's Island ... Queensland .......Ditto .............................. 
Tasmania ..........Ditto ............................. 

South Australia... Ditto .............................. 

Victoria .............Ditto ...... 

New South Wales Ditto .............................. 
Queensland Ditto .............................. 

( Tasmania ...... 
Hobart Town ..................... 
Launceston ........................ 

South Australia... All ports of contributing Colony 

Ditto .............................. Victoria ..............

New South Wales Nil.................................... 
Queensland ....... Nil .................................... 
Tasmania .......... Hobart Town ..................... 

Kent's Grouo .. 

Swan Island and 
Goose Island. 

Tasmania ......... 
South Australia... 

C Victoria ............ 
New South Wales Lady Elliot's 
Tasmania ......... 

Island ............South Australia... 
Queensland ...... 

Launceston ....................... 
Nil................................... 
All ports of contributing Colony 
Ditto.............................. 
Ditto............................. 
Ditto............................. 
All ports of Queensland South 
of Sandy Cape. 

lei 
me 

(B.) 

On Tonnage of all Vessels cleared outwards. 

Light.house. Contributing Colony.  
At I For 

South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 
half India, and China. 

South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 
and one.fourth tonnage to India and China. 

Western Australia and South Australia. 
South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 
and half-tonnage to India and China. 

Victoria (East of Cape Otway), New South Wales, 
Queensland, Launceston, New Zealand (Middle 
Island). 

Tasmania, two-thirds Europe, half West Coast of 
America. 

Launceston, Victoria, South Australia, Western Australia 
Ditto Ditto. 

Victoria. 
Port Albert, New South Wales, Queensland, and half 
tonnage to India and China. 

New South Wales, Queensland, New Zealand, South 
Sea Islands, West Coast of America. 

Hobart Town, Southern Ports of Tasmania, one.third 
Europe, New Zealand, half West Coast of America. 

Nil. 
Nil. 
Victoria, South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, 
Mauritius, and one.quarter tonnage to India and 
China. 
Europe, New Zealand, West Coast of America. 
Nil. 
LU ports of Queensland North of Sandy Cape. 

Ditto Ditto. 
Ditto Ditto. 
Ditto Ditto. 
Ditto Ditto. 

It was likewise resolved . to recommend that Gabo Island be maintained 
conjointly by Victoria and New South Wales. 

Finally, it was resolved that the lights proposed to be erected on Cape 
Hamelin (near Cape Leeuwin), in Western. Australia, and on lEddystone Point, 
Tasmania, should be considered to be "lights maintained especially for the use of 
vessels of another Colony." The question of the cost of their erection and main-
tenance to be left to the decision of the Governments interested. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
President of the Marine Board, 

New South Wales. 
G. P. HEATH, 

Commander, R.N., 
Port-master, and Chairman of 

the Marine Board, Queensland. 

R. H. FERGUSON, 
President of the Marine 
Board of South Australia, and 

representing Western Australia. 

C. M. MAXWELL, 
Warden of the Hobart Town 

Marine Board. 
GIIARLES B. PAYNE, 

Commander, R.N., 
Chief Harbour-master, 

Victoria. 
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The Office of the Marine Board of New South Wales, 
Sydney, 30 September, 1873. 

MINUTES OF PROCEEDINGS of the CONFERENCE of the Principal Officers 
of the MARINE DEPARTMENTS of the several Colonies, this day convened at 
Sydney, upon the subject generally of the ATJSTRALASIAN LIGHTS, as directed 
by the Resolution of the Intercolonial Conference of 12th February last. 

THE undernientioned gentlemen were present, and represented the Colonies named, respectively :- 

New South Wales: CAPTAIN HIxsoN, President of the Marine Board. 

Queensland: CAPTAIN HEATH, RN., Chairman of the Marine Board and Port.master. 

South Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board. 

Tasmania : C. M. MAXWELL, Esquire, Warden of the Hobart Town Marine Board. 

Victoria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, RN., Chief Harbour-master, and (.nairman of the Steam 
Navigation and Pilot Boards. 

Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President, Marine Board of South Australia. 

It was proposed by Mr. Maxwell, seconded by Captain Payne, and carried, that Captain Hixson 
be elected to the Chair. 

It was resolved that Mr. W. J. Wilshire, Secretary to the Marine Board of New South Wales, be 
appointed Secretary to this Conference. 

The proceedings were initiated by the Chairman reading the resolution of the Intercolonial Con-
ference in relation to this Convention. 

Captain Ferguson laid on the Table an instrument showing that he is authorized torepresent the 
mterest of the Government of Western Australia; also 

.1. Papers and Charts relating to the Lights of that Colony. 
2: Tabulated statement of the Lights of South Australia. 
3. Amount of Tonnage inwards and outwards, Port Adelaide, to and from Australasian Colonies. 

Mr. Maxwell laid on the Table the following papers - 
Correspondence between the Hobart Town Marine Board and Colonial Secretary, 1865. 
Correspondence between the Colonial Secretary of Tasmania and the Chief Secretaries of 
New South Wales and Victoria, 1865. 

Further correspondence between the same, August, 1865. 
Do. do. . August, 1865, to November, 1866. 

iReport of Conference on Light-houses, Melbourne, 1856. 
Do. do. do. 1864. 

Cost of maintenance of Tasmanian Lights; 1870, 1871, and 1872. 
Contribution towa.rds maintenance of Lighthouses paid by New South Wales, Victoria, and 
Tasmania, 1870, 1871, 1872. 

Marine Board Act, Tasmania, 1857. 
Tasmanian Statistics, 1871 and 1872. 

Captain Payne laid on the Table the following Papers 
Tabulated statement of the Lights of Victoria, showing the number of persons employed, 
&c., &c. 
Return of the number and tonnage of Vessels, Melbourne, 1860 to 1871. 
Return of number of Vessels entered at Melbourne, from July, 1870, to June, 1872. 
Return of Tonnage, do. 
Statement of Tonnage using Bass's and Banks' Straits, &c., from 1863 to 1872. 
Statement of total Tonnage of each contributing Colony using Bass's and Banks' Straits Lights, 
and total amount paid by each contributing Colony, 1863 to 1872. 

Captain Heath laid on the Table the following papers 
1. Statistical Register, 1872, Queensland. 
2. Tabulated statement of the Lights of that Colony. 

The Chairman laid on the Table the following papers:- 
Tabulated statement of the Lights of New South Wales. 
Statistical Register for the year 1872. 
Reports, presented to the Imperial Parliament, of the Cothmissioners appointed to inquire into 
the management of Lights, Buoys, and Beacons. 
Various Reports, Charts, &c., bearing upon the subject under inquiry. 

Some 
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Some discussion arose, on the first duty devolving upon the Conference, as to the mode of procedure 
to be adopted in conducting the business to be taken into consideration, and it was resolved that a tabu-
lated statement of the Lights belonging to each Colony should be prepared by each delegate, in the 
following form 

Order. 
Name or Place. 

I 2 3 4 5 6 

Description. 
_______________ 

Von. 

ssunption 

Desrion 
Oil. oof No. 

f Men 

ployed. 

Wages. Con 
tingencies. Total Co2t. 

Cate. Diopte. lOin. Veg. 

• H 
The Conference proceeded to the consideration of the question as to what new Lights are needed 

on the coast of Australasia, and it was agreed to commence with the coast of the Colony of Western 
Australia. 

The correspondence attached to the charts handed in by Captain Ferguson was read, and after 
discussion it was resolved- 

1st. That the proposed light on the Abroihos isa matter for local consideration, as the erection 
of a light there does not affect general navigalion. 

2nd. That in view of the mail steamers calling at Frecinai tie, it is advisable that a light should be 
erected on Cape Naturaliste, if it be found impracticable to have it placed upon Naturaliste 
reef'. 

3rd. That a light is much needed on Cape Hamelin, in the vicinity of Cape Leeuwin, as shown 
by the chart forwarded by the Government of Western Australia. 

On the question as to the character of the lights best adapted for Capes Naturaliste and Hamelin 
being discussed, Captain Heath moved—" That the light on Cape Hamelin be of the first order dioptric, 
revolving with flashes at intervals of one minute, and having a range of 25 miles; that the light on Cape 
Naturaliste be also of the first order dioptrie, elevation not to exceed 400 feet, the light to be fixed every 
alternate minute, the interva.l to be occupied by a flash, preceded and followed by a short eclipse." 

Mr. Maxwell seconded the motion profornma. * 

Captain Payne moved an amendment,—" That the light on Cape Natnraliste be a fixed light, and not 
a fixed and flash light." 

The amendment was carried on division, as follows :— 

For Captain Payne'. 
Captain Ferguson, for South Australia. 
Captain Ferguson, for Western Australia. 
Captain Hixson. 

Aqainsi Captain Heath: 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
Chairman. 

The Conference adjourned until 1030 next dcv. 

Marine Board Office, Sydney, 1 October, 1873. 

1rcnt 

iYew South Wales: CAPTAIN lllxsoN, President of the Marine Board. 
Queensland: CAPTAIN HEATH, RN., Chairman of the Marine Board and Port-master. 
South Australia.: CAPtAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board. 
Tasmania: C. M. MAXWELL, Esquire, Warden of the Hobart Town Marine Board. 
Victoria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, RN., Chief Harbour-master, and Chairman of the Steam 

Navigation and Pilot Boards. 

Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board of South Australia. 

The Conference met at 1030 am. 

The Minutes of the previous day's proceedings were read and conflrnsed. 

The Conference resumed the consideration of the question as to what nw lights are needed on 
Coast of Australasia, and, on the motion of Captain Ferguson, it was resolved—after discussion of each 
proposal- 

1st. That, taking into consideration the increasing trade to Spencer's Gulf, a first-class light is 
needed in the vicinity of Cape Spencer; the choice of site to rest with the authorities of the 
Colony of South Australia. 

2nd. That a third-order fixed and flashing light should beplaced on Point Corny, with the object of 
indicating the anchorage in Hardwick Bay and the position of Webb Rock. 

3rd. 
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3rd. That it would be to the advantage of the navigation of Spencer's Gulf if a pile-light were 
erected on Tipara Reef, in substitution of the light-ship moored there; and the Conference 
advises, therefore, that should no engineering difficulties exist, a pile-light be erected on that 
reef. 

4th. That a third-order revolving light is necessary on Point Lowly, as a guide to vessels trading 
to Port Augusta, and to facilitate the navigation of Port Pine. 

5th. That a first-order fixed red light should be erected on Penguin Island, off the northern.end 
of Rivoli Bay. 

The Conference adjourned until 1030. next day. 

Marine Board Office, Sydney, 2 October, 1873. 

jrent 

.ITew South Wales: CAPTAIN Hixsou, President of the Marine Board. 

Queensland: CAPTAIN HEATH, R.N., Chairman of the Marine Board and Port-master. 

South Australia: - CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board. 

Tsniania: C. M. MAXWELL, Esquire, Warden of the Hobart Town Marine Board. 

Victoria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, R.N., Chief Harbour-master, and Chairman of the Steam 
Navigation and Pilot Boards. 

Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board of South Australia. 

The Conference met at 1030 am. 

The Minutes of proceedins of yesterday's date were read and confirmed. 

The consideration of the question as to what new lights are needed on the Coast of Australasia 
was resumed, and, on the motion of Captain Payne, it was resolved- 

1st. That a first-class fixed light is essential in the vicinity of Cape Bridgewater, but as Cape 
Nelson is the southernmost point of that portion of the coast, and within a few miles 
of Cape Bridgewater, the Conference would suggest that it be placed on Cape Nelson. 

2nd. That a first-class fixed red light should be erected on Split Point, in order to facilitate 
the navigation between Cape Otway and Port Phillip Heads. - 

At this stage of the proceedings the mover desired to bring under the notice of the Conference a 
suggestion at present engaging attention at Melbourne, as to the site of Wilson's Promontory Light, 
and as to the expediency of removing it to a more eligible position, in order to benefit shipping on either 
side of the Promontory, and expressed a wish that the Conference should record an opinion on the 
subject. - 

After discussion, it was resolved,—That this. Conference recommend that the light now in existence 
should remain intact. 

Captain Payne then moved,—" That to afford greater facilities to all vessels navigating this impor 
tant turning point of the coast, and to serve the purposes of those especially coming from the westward, a 
second-class revolving light should be erected either on Cape Liptrap or on one of the Islands of the 
Anser Group.' 

Mr. Maxwell seconded the motion. Discussion ensued. - 

Captain Ferguson moved as an amendment, that,—" After the word 'westward'• in the original 
motion, the following words be substituted—' A light should be erected on each of the positions, namely, 
Cape Liptrap and one of the Islands of the Anser Group." - 

Captain Heath seconded the aendment, which was lost on the following division 

For Captain Heath. 

Captain Ferguson. 

Against Captain Hixson. 

Captain Payne. 

Mr. Maxwell. 
The original motion was then put and carried, the names being the same. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 

The Conference adjourned until 1030 next day. 
Chairman. 

4 : .  

* 99B Marine 
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Marine Board Office, Sydney, 3 October, 1873. 

Jre%Ent 

]ew South Wales: CAPTAIN HIxsoN, President of the Marine Board. 

Queensland: - CAPTAIN HEATH, RN., Chairman of the Marine Board and Port-master. 

South Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board. 

Tasmania: C. M. MAXWELL, Esquire, Warden of the Hobart Town Marine Board. 

Victoria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, RN., Chief Harbour-master, and Chairman of the Steam 
Navigation and Pilot Boards. 

Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board, South Australia. 

The Minutes of the previous day's proceedings were read and confirmed. 
Further consideration of the question of new lights required, resumed. 

Captain Payne moved,—" That in order to take advantage of the recent accurate surveys pointing 
out the safe navigation along the 'Ninety-mile Beach,' and also of affording shelter to vessels navigating 
close to the shore against the heavy S.W. gales, a first-class revolving light be erected either at Cape 
Conran or Cape Everard." 

The reason for selecting either of these Capes in preference to IRame Head, is with the view of 
marking the vicinity of the dangerous outlying reefs about that part of the coast. 

The Conference then proceeded to consider what new lights are needed on the coast of Tasmania; 
and, on the motion of Mr. Maxwell, it was resolved,—" That a first-order light should be erected on 
Eddystone Point, to facilitate the navigation of the coast of Tasmania, and the traffic to and from New 
Zealand through Banks' Straits." 

Captain Payne moved,—" That owing to the Swan Island light being in such close proximity to 
the Eddystone Point, it is advisable to have the proposed light, to be erected at Eddystone Point, of 
such a distinctive character that the probability of mistaking it for a revolving light will be reduced to a 
minimum, and that therefore Eddystone Point light should be a fixed light." 

Mr. Maxwell seconded the motion. - 

Captain Heath moved as an amendment,—" That, in order to make the light sufficiently distinctive 
from that on Swan Island, and to avoid the liability of its being mistaken for a bush fire, and also with a 
view to obtaining a light of four times the power of a fixed light, the word 'light' be omitted, with a view to 
the insertion of the following words—' a flashing light, the duration of the fixed light being one minute.' 

This amendment was not seconded. 

Captain Ferguson moved as an amendment,—" That, in order to distinguish between the light on 
Swan Island and the one now proposed for Eddystone Point, the character of the light be an alternate 
red and white revolving light, each phase to be of half a minute's duration." 

Seconded by the Chairman pro forrna. 

On this amendment being put, it was found that the Conference was divided as follows :- 

For Captain Ferguson. - 
Captain Hixson. 

Against Captain Payne. 
Mr. Maxwell. 

Captain Heath declined to vote. 
The original motion was then put, and carried on the following division 

For Captain Hixson. 
Captain Payne. 
Mr. Maxwell. 

Captains Heath and Ferguson declined to vote. 

The Conference then proceeded to consider what new lights are needed on the coast of New 
South Wales, and, on the motion of Captain Hixson, it was resolved,- 

1st. That, having in view the extent of the traffic on this coast, and that Green Cape forms a 
considerable projection on the line of coast after rounding Cape Howe, a first-order revolving 
light should be erected on Green Cape. 

2nd. That a first-order fixed and flashing light should be erected on Montague Island; the 
navigation in that locality being rendered dangerous through the existence of irregular 
currents, and the island lying in the direct track of vessels. 

Captain Hixson then invited the attention of the Conference to the position of Cape St. George 
light, the site of which he represented as being faulty. 

After discussion, it was resolved to recommend the extreme point of Cape St. George as preferable 
to the one on which the light is now erected. The removal of the light, as suggested, whilst warning 
vessels from running into the dangerous locality of Wreck Bay, would not diminish its present usefulness 
as a guide to vessels coming from the northward or going into Jervis Bay. It is further suggested that a 
harbour-light erected on the northern point of Bowen Island would facilitate access to Jervis Bay, as an 
important harbour of refuge in bad weather. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
Chairman. 

Marine 

0 
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Marine Board Office, Sydney, 6 October, 1873. 

1tE1tt ;— 

New South Wales: CAPTAIN Hixsou, President of the Marine Board. 

Queensland: CAPTAIN HEATH, RN., Chairman of the Marine Board and Port-master. 

South Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board. 

Tasmania: C. M. MAXWELL, Esquire, Warden of the Hobart Town Marine Board. 

Victoria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, RN., Chief Harbour-master, and Chairman of the Steam 
Navigation and Pilot Boards. 

Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board of South Australia. 

The Conference met at 1030 a.m. 
The Minutes of the previous day's proceedings were read and confirmed. 
The Conference resumed the consideration of the question as to what new lights are needed on the 

Coast of New South Wales. 

Having visited the Macquarie and Hornby Lights, the Conference came to the conclusion that the 
former is not sufficiently powerful for so important a position. 

Captain Hixson mentioned that the light was exhibited as early as the year 1817; and although it 
has been classed a first-order light, the apparatus is not of equal power and quality with modern lights. 

It was resolved to recommend that the power of this light should be increased. 
On the motion of Captain Hixson, it was resolved,- 
3rd. That a second-order fixed red light should be erected on Barrenjoey, to replace the temporary 

lights now exhibited. 
The Conference recommend that the light should be of this character, in consequence of its 

proximity to the Macquarie revolving light to the southward, and to the Newcastle fixed white light to the 
northward, and at the same time fully to utilize Broken Bay as a port of refuge. 

Captain Hixson then moved,—" That although it is a recognized principle that all lights should, if 
possible, be placed on the dangers which they are intended to indicate, yet in view of the proximity of the 
dangers to the mainland, and to the difficulty of erecting and maintaining a light on the Great Seal Rock—
a revolving white light, shaded green over the dangers, would answer all the purposes of navigation, and 
that, therefore, a dioptric light of the first order should be erected on Sugar-loaf Point, near Seal Rocks." 

Mr. Maxwell seconded the motionprofbrma. 
Captain Ferguson moved as an amendment,—" That this proposed light should be erected; if possible, 

on the Great Seal Rock, for the reaon that, as a recognized principle, all lights should be on outlying 
dangers. 

Captain Heath seconded the amendment. 
On division there were— 

For the amendment Captain Ferguson. 
Captain Heath. 

.Against Captain Payne. 
Captain Hixson. 
Mr. Maxwell. 

The original motion was then put and carried, the names being the same. 

On the motion of Captain Hixson, it was then resolved to recommend,- 
4th. That a revolving first-order white light should be erected on the South Solitary Island. 
5th. That taking into consideration the large and increasing trade between New South Wales 

and Queensland, and the necessity of warning ships of the dangerous reefs lying off 
Cook's Island, the Conference is of opinion that a second-class fixed light should be erected• 

- in the neighbourhood of Point Danger. 
The Conference then proceeded to consider what new lights are required on the coast of Queens-

land; and, on the motion of Captain Heath, it was resolved,—" That for the use of vessels navigating the 
Capricorn Channel, it is desirable a light should be erected on North Reef, to be of the second order, fixed 
for three minutes, and flashing every fourth minute." 

Captain Heath then read a copy of a report he had sent to the Queensland Government, recom-
mending the placing of certain light-vessels for developing the inner route to Torres Straits and the erection 
of a first-class light on Booby Island. 

This report, which Captain Heath explained in detail, with the charts, is appended to the proceedings. 
Discussion ensued, and the Conference resolved to recommend that Captain Heath's suggestions for 

lighting the inner passage for the service of vessels taking that route should be adopted. 
The Conference further resolved to record their opinion that, notwithstanding that Bramble Cay 

is beyond the jurisdiction of the Colonies now represented, it is nevertheless an important position in the 
navigation of the great north-eastern channel to Torres Straits, and they agree to recommend that the 
attention of their respective Governments should be invited to the matter, with the view of having a light 
erected there, and maintained upon terms and conditions similar to those on which it was proposed to erect 
a first-class ocean light in the vicinity of the dangerous group of islands known as "The Snares" and the 
"Auckland Islands," by a resolution passed at the Intercolonial Conference on the 5th February last. 

On the motion of Captain Ferguson, it was resolved,—" That this Conference is of opinion that, in 
order to facilitate the navigation of Dundas and Clarence Straits leading to Port Darwin, lights should 
be erected on positions to be hereafter selected from data gathered from those persons who have navigated 
the straits in question. In the absence of such information it would be impossible for the Conference to 
express an opinion as to the best sites." - 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
Chairman. 

Marine 
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Marine Board Office, Sydney, 7 October, 1873. 

Jteseitt 
New South Wales: CAPTAIN HIxsoN, President of the Marine Board. 

Queensland: CAPTAIN HEATh, R.N., Chairman of the Marine Board and Port-master. 

South Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board. 

Tasmania: C. M. MAXWELL, Esquire, Warden of the Hobart Town Marine Board. 

Victoria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, R.N., Chief Harbour-master, and Chairman of the Steam 
Navigation and Pilot Boards. 

Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board of South Australia. 

The Conference met at 1030 am. 
The Minutes of proceedings of yesterday's date were read and confirmed. 
The Conference proceeded to consider what classification could be applied in the consideration of the 

question, "as to the state of the Coast Lights and their management, with regard to economy and 
efficiency"; and after long and careful deliberation it was resolved,- 

1st. That, without personally inspecting them, this Conference cannot express any decided opinion 
as to "the state of the Coast Lights"; they have reason to believe, however, that the lights 
answer the purposes for which they were erected, and bear favourable comparison with those 
situated in other parts of the world. 

2nd. That as "to their management, with regard to economy and efficiency," this Conference find 
that the rate of wages, cost of maintenance, and the exigencies of the positions in which they are 
placed, are so various as to render it impossible to apply any standard by which a trustworthy 
comparison between the lights of the different Colonies could be made. 

3rd. That great economy would be effected if mineral oil could be substituted generally for 
vegetable oil. The former is used at several of the minor lights in the Colonies of New 
South Wales, South Australia, Queensland, and Victoria, and much attention has been 
devoted by the Conference to the question, substituting mineral for vegetable oil in the high 
class lights; but as the use of mineral oil in such lights has been but recently introduced in 
England, they cannot recommend its general adoption until its safety and advantages have 
been more fully tested. 

4th. Whilst admitting that the existing lights are equal to the purposes for which they are 
specially intended, it is yet essential, in the interest of the vast and progressively increasing 
trade of these Colonies, that the new lights, now recommended by the Conference, should be 
erected with all reasonable expedition. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
Chairman. 

Marine Board Office, Sydney, 8 October, 1873. 

Hew South Wales: CAPTAIN HIX5ON, President of the Marine Board. 

Queensland: CAPTAIN HEATh, R.N., Chairman of the Marine Board and Port-master. 

Flouth Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board. 

Tasmania: C. M. MAXWELL, Esquire, Warden of the Hobart Town Marine Board. 
Victoria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, R.N., Chief Harbour-master, and Chairman of the Steam 

Navigation and Pilot Boards. 

Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board of South Australia. 
The Conference met at 1030 a.m. 
The Minutes of proceedings of yesterday's date were read and confirmed. 

Captain Payne then moved,- 

That in dealing with the question of general payment of lights, they shall be divided into two 
classes, namely 

1st. Highway or Ocean Lights, and 
2nd. Coast Lights. 

And that the definition of highway lights be as follows, namely 
Lights placed on headlands and islands for the benefit of ocean traffic generally. 

Coast lights,—those which give specia.l benefits to local shipping. 
That highway lights be maintained by the contributing Colonies rateably in proportion to the 

tonnage of the shipping using them. 
That coast lights be maintained by local Governments. 
That for the purpose of this Conference the following lights be considered highway lights 
King's Island, Gabo Island, Cape Borda, Kent's Group, Cape Schanck, Cape St. George, 
Swan and Goose Islands, Cape Northumberland, South Head Light, Cape Otway, Cape Jaffa, 
Cape Willoughby, and Queensland Highway Lights. 
That the above lights be maintained by different Colonies rateably in proportion to the tonnage 
using them, in accordance with the fbllowing scale A and B, subject to. further adjustment. 

TABLE 



I Victoria .................. 

King's Island .......... New South Wales ...... 
Tasmania.................. 

l. South Australia ......... 

1-  Victoria .................. 

New South Wales ...... 
Kent's Group ......... 

Tasmania ............... 
Tasmania ............... 
South Australia ......... 

Victoria .................. 

Swan Island and Goose J New South Wales ...... 
Island ................ T..ia ............... t 

Tasmania ............... 
L South Australia ......... 

Victoria .................. 

New South Wales ..... 
Cape Otway ............ 

Tasmania ............... 

L South Australia ......... 

Victoria .................. 

Wilson's Promontory New South Wales ..... 
I Tasmania ............... 
L South Australia ......... 

I Victoria .................. 

New South Wales ...... 

Gabo Island ............ 

Tasmania ............... 

L South Australia ......... 

( Victoria .................. 
"i Cape Schanck 
New South Wales ...... .........I Tasmania ............... 

( South Australia ......... 

( Victoria .................. 
M'Donnell Light,Cape New South Wales ...... 
Northumberland ...) Tasmania ............... 

( South Australia ......... 

( Victoria .................. 
\ Cape Willoughby......I 
New South Wales ...... 

( 
Tasmania ............... 
South Australia ......... 

( Victoria .................. 
' 

Cape Borda 
New South Wales ...... 

............ I Tasmania ............... 
(. South Australia ......... 

Victoria .................. 

I New South Wales ...... 

Cape St. George ...... 

Tasmania ............... 

South Australia ......... 

( Victoria .................. 
South Head Light,) New South Wales ...... 
Sydney ...............) Tasmania ............... 

( South Australia ......... 

Light.house. I Contributing Colony. 
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TABLE A. 

On Tonnage of all Vessels entered Inwards. 

487 

At 

All ports of contributing Colony, 
except Portland Bay. 

Europe, China, Mauritius ...................... 

Ditto ditto. Europe, China, Mauritius ....................... 
Europe, China, Mauritius ..................... Lau nceston. 
Victoria, New South Wales, Queensland, 

.. 

and Tasmania .................................. All ports of contributing Colony. 
New Zealand, West Coast of America, 

Ditto ditto. 
Europe, America (not including West 
Tasmania ......................................... 

Coast), India, Mauritius, South Australia, 
Ditto ditto. 

Launceston. 
Hobart Town. 

New Zealand, South Sea Islands, West 
All ports of contributing Colony. 

Hobart Town and Southern Ports of Tas- 

China, Launceston ............................. 

Ditto ditto. 
Nil. 
Victoria ............................................. Hobart Town. 

Launceston. 
All ports of contributing Colony. 

New South Wales, Queensland ................. 
Victoria ............................................ 

Europe, America (not including West 

Coast of America ................................ 

Coast), India, China, Mauritius, Africa, 
ditto. 

mania ............................................ 

Europe, America (not including West 

. 
New Zealand ..................................... 
Hobart Town ..................................... 

Coast), India, China, Mauritius, Africa, 
Ditto ditto. 

Europe, America (not including West 
Coast), India, China, Mauritius, Africa, 

.  

Victoria, New South Wales, Queensland, 
Tasmania, West Coast of America, New 
Zealand .......................................... All ports of contributing Colony. 
Queensland, Tasmania, New Zealand, West 
Coast of America, New South Wales Ditto - ditto. 
Victoria ............................................. ..Ditto ditto. 

Hobart Town. 
New South Wales, Queensland ................ All ports of contributing Colony. 

New South Wales, Queensland, West Coast 

South Australia ...............................Ditto 

of America, South Sea Islands ............. Ditto ditto. 

South Australia ................................ 

Europe, America (not including West 
Coast), India, Mauritius, China, Africa, 

South Australia ...............................Launceston. 

Tasmania, South Australia, Western 

. 

Ditto ditto. 
New South Wales, Queensland, West Coast 

Ditto ditto. 
New South Wales, Queensland, 'West Coast 

Ditto ditto. 
Ditto ditto. 

Australia ........................................ 

Ditto ditto. 

of America, South Sea Islands ............. 

Ditto ditto. 
Ditto ditto. 

South Australia, Western Australia Ditto ditto. 
South Australia, Western Australia Ditto . ditto. 

of America, South Sea Islands .............. 
All ports ............................................ 

South Australia, Western Australia Ditto ditto. 

Port Phillip .......................................... 
Port Phillip ......................................... 

Victoria, New South Wales, Queensland, 

Port Phillip ......................................... 

Tasmania, New Zealand, West Coast o 
DitW ditto. 
Ditto ditto. 
Dittb ditto. 

America, South Sea Islands ................. 
South Australia .................................... 

New South Wales, Victoria, Tasmania, New 
Ditto ditto. 

South Australia ................................... 

Zealand, Queensland, West Coast of 

South Australia .................................... 

Ditto ditto. America, South Sea Islands ............... 
Ditto ditto. 
Ditto ditto. 

Spencer's Gulf .....................................
Spencer's Gulf ..................................... 

Ditto ditto. Spencer's Gulf .....................................
Europe, India, China, America (not includ. 
ing West Coast), Africa, Mauritius, 

Ditto ditto. 
New South Wales, Queensland, South Sea 

Ditto ditto. 
All ports except those in Queensland, New 
Zealand, West Coast of America, South 

Islands ............................................. 

Ditto ditto. 
New South Wales, Queensland, South Sea 

Western Australia .............................. 

Ditto ditto. 

Sea Islands ....................................... 

New South Wales, Queensland, South Sea 
Ditto ditto. 

Islands ............................................ 

Ditto ditto. 
Islands ............................................ 
New South Wales, Queensland ................ 

Ditto ditto. All ports ............................................ 
Ditto ditto. New South Wales, Queensland ................

New South Wales, Queensland ................ Ditto ditto. 



Light-houses. ntributing 
CoColony. 

IVictoria ............ 
New South Wales 

King's Island ... 
Tasmania ......... 

L South Australia... 

I Victoria ............ 

New South Wales 
Kent's Group 

Tasmania ...... 

South Australia... 

Victoria ............ 

Swan Island and 
Goose Island 

Cape Otway ... 

New South Wales 
Tasmania ......... 

Tasmania ......... 
South Australia... 
Victoria ............ 

New South Wales 

Tasmania ......... 

L South Australia... 

I Victoria ............ 

Wileon's Pro- . New South Wales montory ...... 

I Tasmania ......... 
South Australia... 
I Victoria ............ 
New South Wales 

Gabo Island 
Tasmania ......... 

Cape Schanck... 

M'Donnell 
Light, Cape 
Northumber-
land ............ 

South Australia... 
Victoria ............ 
New South Wales 
Tasmania ......... 
South Australia... 
Victoria ........... 

New South Wales 

Tasmania ......... 

South Australia... 

( Victoria ............ 
Cape ) New South Wales 
Willoughby ) Tasmania ......... 

.. South Australia... 

( Victoria ............ 
Cape Borda ...... 

'i New South Wales 
Tasmania ......... 

(. South Australia... 

I Victoria ............ 
New South Wales 

Cape St. George . 

South Head 
Light, Sydney: 

Tasmania ......... 
South Australia... 
Victoria 
New South 

.......W...al.. 
es 

Tasmania ......... 
South Australia... 

4t*IS] 
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TABLE B. 

On Ponnage of all Vessels cleared Outwards. 

At I For 

Port Phillipand eastern ports I South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 
and half the tonnage to India and China. 

All ports of contributing Colony South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 
and one-fourth tonnage to India and China. 

Do South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 
and half tonnage to India and China. 

Do. Melbourne and eastern ports, New South, Wales, 
Queensland, Launceston, New Zealand. 

Do Tasmania, two-thirds Europe, half West Coast of 
America. 

Do Launceston. 
Victoria. 
Port Albert, New South Wales, Queensland, and half 
nn  tonnage to India and China. 

Hobart Town ...................... 

All ports of contributing Colony New South Wales, Queensland, New Zealand, South 

Launceston .......................... 

Sea Islands. 
Do Hobart Town, southern ports of Tasmania, one-third 

Europe, New Zealand, half West Coast of America. 
Nil. 
Victoria, South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, 

Nil...................................... 
Hobart Town ....................... 

Mauritius, and half tonnage to India and China. 
Launceston ......................... Europe, New Zealand, West Coast of America. 

Nil. 
All ports of contributing Colony South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 

and half tonnage to India and China. 
Do South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 

Nil..................................... 

and one-fourth tonnage to India and China. 
Do South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 

and half tonnage to India and China. 
Do Port Phillip and eastern ports, New South Wales, 

Queensland, Launceston, New Zealand, South Sea 
Islands. 

Do New South Wales, Queensland, Europe, New Zealand, 
West Coast of America, Tasmania, and half tonnage 
to India and China. 

Do Victoria, South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, 
Mauritius, and one-fourth tonnage to India and China 
Port Phillip and eastern ports. Hobart Town ...................... 

All ports of contributing Colony Nil. 
Do New South Wales, Queensland, South Sea Islands. 
Do Victoria, South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, 

Mauritius, Tasmania_ and one-fourth tonnage to 
India and China. 

Do New South Wales, Queensland, South Sea Islands, and 
half tonnage to India and China. 

Do New South Wales, Queensland, and South Sea Islands. 
Do All ports. 
Do Port Phillip. 
Do Do. 
Do Do. 
Do South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 

and half tonnage to India and China. 
Do South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 

and one-fourth tonnage to India and China. 
Do South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, Mauritius, 

and half tonnage to India and China. 
Do Victoria, New South Wales, Queensland, New Zealand, 

West Coast of America, South Sea Islands. 
Do South Australia. 
Do Do. 
Do Do. 
Do Victoria, New South Wales, Queensland, Tasmania, 

New Zealand, West Coast of America, South Sea 
Islands. 

Do Spencer's Gulf.- 
Do Do. 
Do Do. 
Do Europe, India, China, Africa, Mauritius, and Western 

Australia. 
Do New South Wales, Queensland. 
Do Victoria, South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, 

Mauritius, Tasmania, and one-fourth tonnage to 
India and China. 

Do New South Wales, Queensland. 
Do Do. do. 
Do Do. do. 
Do All ports. 
Do New South Wales, Queensland. 
Do Do. do. 

-. Mr. Maxwell seconded the resolution. 
The Conference was engaged during the remainder of this sitting in discussing the above resolution. 

Marine 



Marine Board Office, Sydney, 9 October, 1873. 

i— 

.New South Wales: CAPTAIN HIRsoN, President of the Marine Board 
Queensland: CAPTAIN HEATH, RN., Chairman of the Marine Board and Port-master. 
South Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON; President of the Marine Board. 
Tasmania: C. M. MAXWELL, Esquire, Warden of the Hobart Town Marine Board. 
Viet6ria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, RN., Chief Harbour-master, and Chairman of the Steam 

Navigation and Pilot Boards. 
Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board of South Australia. 

The Conference met at 9 o'clock. 
Discussion resumed on Captain Payne's motion, which, after long debate, was lost on division as 

follows :— 
For Captain Payne. Against Captain Ferguson. 

Mr. Maxwell. Captain Heath. 
Captain Hixson. 

Captain Heath then moved,— 
That the cost of erection and maintenance of lights on the main coast line should be defrayed by 
the Colony in whose territory they are situated, except where coast lights are maintained 
especially for the use of the vessels of another Colony, provided always, that where any light 
is erected on or close to the line of demarcation between any two Colonies, that such light 
be maintained conjointly by such Colonies. 

That the lights on the islands in Bass's, Bank's, and Torres' Straits, and in channels away from 
the mainland, be paid for "rateably in proportion to the tonnage .of the shipping entered 
inwards and cleared outwards in each Colony deriving benefit from the same." 

This resolution was carried unanimously. 
The Conference also unanimously resolved to recommend that the following system of distribution 

should be adopted in carrying out the foregoing resolution, and that it should come into operation on the 
1st January, 1874. 

(A.) 

On Tonnage of an Vessels entered Inwards. 
Light-house. I Contributing Colony. 

From At 

King's Island --------- - 

- Victoria -------------------Europe, America (not including West All ports of contributing Colony 
Coast), India, Africa, South Australia, except Portland Bay. - 
China, Mauritius ............................. 

New South Wales -------Half Europe, America (not including West 
Coast), India, Africa, South Australia, 
China, Mauritius -------------------------------All ports of contributing Colony. 

Queensland --------------- -Half Europe, America (not including West 
Coast), India, Africa, South Australia, 
Mauritius .........................................Ditto. 

Tasmania .................. .Europe, America (not including West 
Coast), India, Africa, South Australia, 
China, Mauritius ..............................Launceston. 
Victoria (East of Cape Otway), New South 
Wales, Queensland; Northern ports o 
Tasmania, New Zealand, South Sea 
Islands, West Coast of America ............All ports of contributing Colony. 

South Australia 

Kent's Group - - - - 

Tasmania, New South Wales, Queens- 
Ditto. 

Victoria ...................New Zealand, West Coast of America, 

land, South Sea Islands ...................... 
Half Europe, America (not including West 
Coast), India, Mauritius, South Australia, 
China, Launceston, Africa, Victoria ....... Ditto. 
Half Europe, America (not including West 
Coast), India, Mauritius, South Australia, 

Ditto. 
Launceston. 

Victoria ............................................. Hobart Town. 

Launceston, Africa, Victoria .................
New South Wales, Queensland ................. 

New Zealand, South Sea Islands, West 
Coast of America, New South Wales, 

.. 

Queensland ..................................... All ports of contributing Colony. 

New South Wales 

Queensland........ 

Tasmania ....... 
Tasmania ........ 
South Australia.. 

Swanlsland and Goose 
Island ............... 

Lady Elliot's Island. 

Hobart Town and Southern ports of 
Ditto. 

Nil. 
Tasmania ......................................... 

Nil. 
Victoria ............................................. Hobart Town. 
New Zealand, West Coast of America, 

. 

South Sea Islands ............................ Launceston. 
Middle Island, New Zealand .................. .All ports of contributing Colony. 

All ports of Queensland North of Sandy 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 

Cape................................................. 

Ditto. 
Ditto................................................ 

Ditto. 
Ditto................................................. 
Ditto ................................................ 

All Queensland ports South of Ditto .............................................. 
Sandy Cape. 

Victoria ...... 

New South Wales ...... 
Queensland............... 
Tasmania.................. 
Tasmania.................. 

- South Aflstralia ......... 

- Victoria .................. 

New South Wales ...... 
Tasmania.................. 
South Australia ......... 
- Queensland............... 



Light-house. ContributingCoiony. 

[ Victoria........... 

INew South Wale 

Queensland ...... 
Tasmania ......... 

South Australia... 

Victoria............ 

New South Wales 

Queensland ...... 
Tasmania ......{ 

South Australia... 

Victoria............ 

New South Wales 
Queensland ...... 
Tasmania ......... 

Tasmania ......... 

South Australia... 
Victoria............ 

New South Wales 
Tasmania ......... 
South Australia.. 
Queensland ...... 

King's Island ............... 

Kent's Group .............. 

Swan Island and Goose 
Island ..................... 

Lady Elliot's Island ..... 
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(B.) 

Jj 

On Tonnage of all Vessels cleared Outwards. 

At For 

Port Phillip and Eastern ports South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, 
Mauritius, half India, and China. 

All ports of contributing Colony South Australia, Western Australia, Africa, 
Mauritius, and one-fourth tonnage to 
India and China. 
Western Australia and South Australia. 
South Australia, Western Australia, Africa 
Mauritius, and half tonnage to India and 

Ditto ................................ 

China. 

Ditto ................................ 

Victoria (East of Cape Otway), New South 
Wales, .Queensland, Launceston, New 
Zealand (Middle Island). 

Ditto ................................ 

Tasmania, two.thirds Europe, half West 
Coast of America. 
Launceston, Victoria, South Australia, 

Ditto ................................ 

Western Australia. 
Ditto ............................... 

Ditto ditto. 
Hobart Town ...................... Victoria. 
Ditto ................................ 

Port Albert, New South Wales, Queensland, 
and half tonnage to India and China. 

Launceston ......................... 

All ports of contributing Colony New South Wales, Queensland, New Zea- 
land, South Sea Islands, West Coast of 
America. 
Hobart Town, Southern Ports of Tasmania, 
one-third Europe, New Zealand, half West 

Ditto ................................ 

Coast of America. 
Nil. Nil...................................... 
Nil. Nil ...................................... 

Hobart Town ...................... Victoria, South Australia, Western Austra- 
lia, Africa., Mauritius, and one quarter 
tonnage to India and China. 
Europe, New Zealand, West Coast of 
America. 

Launceston ......................... 

Nil.................................... Nil. 
All ports of contributing Colony 

. 
All ports of Queensland North of Sandy 
Cape. 

Ditto ............................... Ditto ditto. 
Ditto ditto. Ditto................................. 
Ditto ditto. Ditto ............................... 

All ports of Queensland South Ditto ditto. 
of Sandy Cape. 

Having disposed of the question of the proportion in which contributions should be paid by the 
various Colonies, it was resolved,— 

That Gabo Island Light be maintained conjointly by Victoria and New South Wales, in propor-
tion to the amount of tonnage entered inwards and cleared outwards from the one Colony 
to the other. 

On the motion of Captain Heath,— 
It was finally resolved that the lights recommended to be erected on Cape Hamelin (near Cape 

Leeuwin), in Western Australia, and on Eddystone Point, in Tasmania., should be considered 
to be lights "maintained especially for the use of vessels of another Colony." The question 
of their erection and maintenance to be left to the decision of the Governments interested. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
Chairman. 

Marine Board Office, Sydney, 10 October, 1873. 
Vrtzent:— 

New South Wales: CAPTAIN HIxsoN, President of the Marine Board. 
Queensland: CAPTAIN HEATh, R.N., Chairman of the Marine Board and Port-master. 
South Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board. 
Tasmania: C. M. MAXWELL, Esquire, Warden of the Hobart Town Marine Board. 
Victoria: CAPTAIN PAYNE, RN., Chief Harbour-master, and Chairman of the Steam 

Navigation and Pilot Boards. 
Western Australia: CAPTAIN FERGUSON, President of the Marine Board of South Australia. 

The Conference met at 1030 am. 
The Minutes of proceedings of yesterday's date were read and confirmed. 
The Conference went through the whole of the Minutes of the proceedings, which were amended 

and passed. 
The Sub-Committee, who agreed to draw up the report of the proceedings of the Conference, 

submitted the same, which having been read over and amended, was approved, and signed by the Membea's 
of the Conference. 

Captain Payne proposed and Captain Heath seconded the following resolution 
That the thanks of the Conference be given to Captain Hixson, for the Services he has rendered 

in the important position he has occupied as Chairman of the Conference.—Carried. 
Captain Ferguson proposed and Mr. Maxwell seconded the following resolution 
That the Chairman convey the thanks of the Conference to Mr. Wilshire, for the services rendered 
by him as Secretary.—Carried. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
- Chairman. 



491 

17 

APPE]NDICES. 
TABULATED STATEMENT of the LIGHTS belonging to each Colony. 

VICTORIAN LIGHTS. 

Order. Description. Co 
- Description 

of Oil. No.of Name or Place.  . _ 
(at(:.Dioptc. 

sumption 
Oil  

Wages. tinies. Total Cost. genc 
1 2 3 4 5 6 Minerali Veg. 

gallons £ s. d. - £ s. d. £ s d. 
*Wilson's  Promontory.. J................ i ... Fixed ... ,,600 .. Coiza 3 442 17 0 66o o o 1,102 37 0 
Cape Otway ............ .  IRevol 11400 ... ,, 3 482 17 0 625 0 01 5,097 17 0 
*Gabo Island ...... ..... 

.... .... .... 
... Fixed 700 ,, 3 510 5 0  457 50 0 967 15 0 

Cape Schanck ........... I Fined&flssh „&fiash'd 700 ,, 3 510 5 0 300 0 0 810 5 0 
Queensclifi' (Righ) 

i ................. 
i 

.. 

Fixed óoo ,, 2 327 15 0 225 0 0 552 15 0 

11 (Low) ... i 
. .  

,, 16 2 255 10 0 116 0 0 371 10 0 

Point Lonsdale ............ i I ... Fixed ... Fixed 70 
8o 

- ,, ,, jI a 109 10 0 
255 10 0 50 -o o 63 0 0 059 10 0 318 10 0. Swan Spit ..................

South Channel (East) 

... 
8o Mm 2 282 17 6 63 6 o 345 17 6. 

(West)  8 0 ,, 2 255 20 0 63 0 0 318 10 0 
Warnambool ::: ..' 

............... . . . .  

::: . ::: Colza } 2 282 17 6 78 0 0 360 27 6 

............. 

i 

...i ........... 
I ....... 

.......... 

Revol 80 ... ,, . 2 282 17 61 63 0 0 345 17 6 Port Fairy ................... i Fixed 8o ... ,, 2 282 17 6 63 0 0 345 17 6 
Port Albert ............... . ... Revol 8o ... ,, 2 282 17 6 63 0 0 345 37 6 i Light-ship .. 

........... 
Fixed 900 ... ,, 4 681 3 6 220 0 0 909 6 

Portland....................... 

Geelong .... .............. 
i ...... 

I ,, 
.......... 

500 ... ,, 3 428 16 6 132 10 0 561 6 6 

West Channel ........... 
Gellibrand's Point ...... 

.... 
i ,, .. ... iRevol 400 ... ,, 3 428 16 6 iio 0 0- 538 16 6 

7 I I 7 2... 
.. 

41 7,664 

Beacon and. Jetty Lights unclassified (ten), averaging £25 each per annum 
I ............................................... 250 0 0 

219,703 3 0 
* Total cost of Wilson's l'romontory Light-house, of £1,102, is paid * Total cost of Gabo Island Light-house, of £967, is paid rateably, 

rateably, thus:— thus 
Victoria..................£640 Victoria ... ... ... ... ... ... ... £430 
New South Wales ...............430 New South Wales ............... 500 
Tasmania ...................32 Tasmania ................... 37 

Total ... ... ... ... £1,102 Total ... ... ... ... ... £967 
Cost of Victorian Lights ... .................. £8,704 
Contribution to Bass's Straits Lights ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 2,109 

Total cost to Victoria ... ... ... ... . ... . ... ... ... £10,813 
During year 1872, cost of the lights marked *, VZ.— 

Wilson's Promontory 1.  Victoria, Swan and Goose Island 
Gabo Island SC 2, Kent's Group -Pasmania, 4, 

King's Island ) 
amounted to £5,555 iso. 8d., which wasdefrayed by New South Wales, Victoria, and Tasmania— £ s. d. 

Tasmania contributing .......... 454 27 II 
New South Wales contributing ... ... ... ... 1,775 I 5 
Victoria contributing ... ... ... ... ... 3,325224 

£5,555 II 8 
Amount of tonnage using these lights, 2,002,144 tons. f Signal.man at Point Lonsdals assists at light, but is employed as signal-man. 
NTEW SOUTH WALES LIGHTS. 

Name or Place. 
Order. Description. Con- 

sumption 0 i . 
Description 
of 1 . No. 

of Men 

ployed. 
Wages. tingencieB. Total Cost. . I 2 3 4 15 6 Cate. I Dioptc. Mm. Veg. 

Nelson Bay ............. 
Newcastle (Leading 
Lights). 2 pairs. 

i ............. Fixed 
Rev 
Fixed 

gallons 
200 

49 100 
I 
... 
xpr. & 
gas xpr. 

... I I 3 
£ s. d. 
96 o o 
372 0 0 
48 0 0 
£ a. d. 
6o 10 0 
192 16 0 
75 17 6 

£ s. d. 
156 20 0 
564 16 0 
223 17 6 Port Stephens .......... 

Nobby's.................... 
Broken Bay (2) .......... 
Hornby Light ............. 
Macquarie Light ..........
"Bramble” Light.ship
Fort Denison ............ 
Wollongong .......................... 
Cape St. George ............. 
Ufladulla .............................. 

x .1............ ..... 
temp. lights i ................. i ................. 
.redharbour light 
.............. 
i red i ............. , red i red 

, ................ 

.... 

Fixed 
Rev 

Fixed ... 
Rev.  
- ... 
Fixed 

Fixed 

Fixed 

Fixed 
... 

260 
i8- 
364 

45 
285 100 
95 
49 
127 

322 

... I 

.. ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 

I I I I I I . I I 

3 . 2 
3 
-3 
5 I 
3 
3 I 
4 

442 0 0 
240 0 0 
372 0 0 
372 0 0 
564 0 0 
96 0 0 

*367 0 0 
372 0 0 
144 0 0 
*538 0 0 

142 0 0 
81 13 9 
562 19 0 
152 18 0 
147 0 0 
55 0 0 
84 0 0 
177 18 0 
6o 8. 0 
329 II 0 

584 0 0 . 322 13 9 
534 19 0 
524 18 0 
711 0 0 151 0 0 
451 0 0 
549 iS 0 
204 8 0 
667 II 0 

32 4,023 0 0 1,522 II 3 5,545 II 3 
Eden ............................... 

3,411 . 
New South Wales Lights ............... £5,545 II 3 
Position Lights ... ............... io 0 0 
Contribution to neighbouring Colonies 1,750 0 0 

Total expenditure by New South Wales ... ... ... £7,445 II 3 
* The light-house stair at these places also perform the duties appertaining to the pilot stations; half only of their wages ohould therefore be 

chargeable to lights. 
In addition to the above, there are eeven position lights at different pilot stations on the coast, at a total cost  of £io. 
Apart from her own lights, New South Wales contribute, on an average £5,750 towards the maintenance of the lights in Bass's Straits and 

in the neighbouring Colony of Victoria. 

* 99—C 
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QUEENSLAND LIGHTS. 

Order. Description. Con- 
Description 
of Oil. No. Con 

Name or Pl,ice. ________________ - ___________ sumption  of Alen Wages. - g Total Cost. 

2 3 4 5 6 J 
of Oil. Cate. Dioptc. Mineral Veg. empid. 

gallons £ s. d. £ S. d. £ s. d. 
Cape Moreton ......... I H. ... 900 Veg - 4 576 0 0 360 0 0 936 0 0 

I R. 950 4 500 0 0 374• 0 0 874 0 0 

F.&Fl. 600 392 0 0 280 0 0 672 0 0 

Cape Capricorn ...... ... R. 190 Mm 2 246 0 0 90 0 0 336 0 0 

a Cape Bowling-green ... 
I ....... 
I ....... ... ,, 

.... 
190 ,, 4 50 0 0 125 0 0 625 0 0 

.....  

.....  
F. comi,. 110 ,, i io8 0 0 38 0 0 146 0 0 

Sandy Cape ............... 

Comboyuro Point ... ,, 110 ,, •• 1 38 0 0 38 0 0 
Woody Island ......... 

.... 

... ................... 

2... .... .... ,, 220 ,, 2 246 0 0 90 0 336 0 0 

11  Cowan Cowan Point....  

Lady Elliot's Island ... 

.... 

i 

........................ 

.... H. 110 ,, ... 2 575 0 0 48 0 0 223 0 0 
Yellow Patch, Moreton 

Bastard Head .................... 

...... 

. 

I 

.... 

Island ............... 

... ........... 

...... 

F. 5 ,, 
... .......... 30 0 0 30 0 0 

..............

...... 

x 

.... 
.... 

,, 

.... 

5 ,, i 25 -0 0 30 0 .0 55 0 0 

.... 

I ,, 95 ,, 
•• 'L 35 0 0 35 0 0 

1'Cleveland Point ..............
5Burnett River Head...........
GatcombeHeaci .............. 

........ 

I 

I .... 
,, 

.F. &(oad 
95 
95 

, 
,, 

...... 

I 

'i  

120 0 0 45 0 .0 

5 0 0 40 0 0 
165 0 0 
45 0 0 

Oyster Rock, Gatcoinbe ç i 
.... 
,.. F. ,, 

1 32 0 0 32 0 0 
Port Denison .................... 

I Ilolophote & apparent light1  Head . ...................
Lightships— 

...... 

"Brisbane Bar ...) ç ... . ,, iSo ,, 3 

. . .  

342 0 0 136 0 0 478 0 0 
... Three ... ... ,, iSo ,, 3 312 0 0'  16 0 0 448 0 0 Keppel Bay ........ 

Fitz Roy River....) I I I (.-. iSo ,, 2 216 o 0 86 o o 302 0 0 
Unclassified Lights ... .... Seventeen F. , 630 ,, ' 12 0 0 18o 0 0 192 0 0 

Three F. 

2 I 25 5 

.. 

I 3,775 0 02,593 0 05,968 5,120 32 0 

Lights in course of eonstruetioa. S Lights in course of alteration. Lamps being changed for burning mineral oil. 
l'hese lights are attended to by men employed on and paid for other duties. 'Also telegraph and signal stations. 1 Tidal signals are made 
from these light-ships by day and night. 

TASMANIAN LIGHTS. 

Name or Place. 
Order. 

________________ 
Description. Coo- 

sumption 
of Oil. 

Description of 
______________ 

No. of 
Men cm- 
ployed. 

Wages 
and 
rations. 

- Co, 
geneses. Total Cost. 

I 2 3 4 5 6 (ate. Ds 
-optc. - 

Mm. Veg. 

TASMANIA. . gallons £ s. d. £ a. d. £ a. d.- 
Iron Pot, River Der- 

South Bruni ................ 
i .... 
... 

F 
R-. 

... 

... 
368 
467 

... 

... 
Veg. 
,, 

3 
4 
265 10 0 
326 9 o 

117 10 0 
81 9 II 

383 .0 0 
507 18 i-s 

Low Head, River 

.... .. went ............................. 

Tamar ............... 
Swan Island, Banks' 

.... i .... 

.........  

... .... 

.... 

.... ... ... ,, 3 295 6 8 141 II 4 436 S 0 

I ... 

.... 

18 ... ,, 4 324 I 1 297 ii 6 621 12 7 
Goose Island, Banks' 

.... 

...... 

..H. 

Straits ................. i 

........ 

F: 578 ... ,, 4 324 53 6 382 2 6 706 16 o 

Straits ................. 

Kent's Group, Bass's 

King's Island, Bass's 
I 

.....  

.............. 

H. 

..H. 

... 86 ... ,, 4 5 398 14 II 736 0 0 Straits ................. 

x ... .... 

............

.... .... .... F. 723 ... ,, 5 468 0 0 387 5 4 855 5 4 Straits ................. 

4 2 2... ... ........ 

. . . .  

4 3 3,894 ... 27 2341 5 41906  5 6 4,247 10 10 

Mto.—The above statement is an average of the cost of the Tasmanian Light-houses for the three years 1870, 1871, 
and 1872. The cost of repairs to buildings is not included. 
Sydney, i October, 1873. 

SOUTH AUSTRALIAN LIGHTS. 

Order. 
Name or Place _________________ 

I 2 4 5 6 

Description Con- 
sumption 
'foil. 

Description 
0 No. 

of Men 

ploycd. 
Wages. tin

Con 
 ie. Total Cost. 

Cate Diopte Mineralj Veg 

Teil 
gallons seed. £ S. d. £ a. d. £ a. d. 

I :H.Hol 900 Veg 4(1 boy) 550 0 0 320 0 0 870 0 0 
i ... Rev 480 ,, 3 400 0 0 250 0 0 650 0 0 

Cape Willoughby ...... 480 2(1bOy) 360 0 0 220 0 0 580 0 0 
CapeNorthsunaberland I 

.........  

..................... 

... 

.......... 

480 ,, 2 310 0 0 220 0 0 530 0 0 
Troubridge Island ... i 480 ,, 400 0 0 200 0 0 600 0 0 

Cape Jaffa ................. 

Tipara Light-vessel ... .... .... .... 
.................... 

F.,, 480 ,, 2(sbs)) 350 0 0 250 0 0 600 0 o 

Cape Borda ............... 

house 

..I 

..........  

..... 

F.C.Dop 160 Mm 2 280 0 0 120 0 0 0 0 

...... 

x 

................. 

... 

.... .. 

F 320 I(IhOY) 230 0 0 
400 

100 0 0 330 0 0 

Port Adelaide Light- 
.......................... 

Cape Jcrvis .................... 

.... 

I ......... 
........  .... 

COAST LrnMTs. 
-1- 

Semaphore ........... ........... 
Glenelg About 

i 
i 
... 
... 
Fix.Cat ioS 

o8 ... 
Mm ... 50 0 0 

0 0 ... 50 
50 0 0 100 0 0 

0 0 100 0 0 
Irt Wakefield ......... I ... 

,, 
... 40 

,, ... 
... ... 4 0 Oj 

50 
20 0 Oi 24 0 0 

....................... 
........... 

4,036 19m4b 2984 0 01800 0 0 4784 0 0 

A first-class revolving holophotal light ordered for this light-house. 
t Keepers allowed fuel and oil for cottages. 
I A fourth order fixed catadioptric apparatus to be substituted for the present eatoptrie light. 
The amount of light dues collected for twelve months ending 30th -June. 1873, was £5,729 2a—thie being an exceptionable year. Former years 

always showed a deficit, which was defrayed from the general revenue. 

No. 
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No. 1. 
RETURN showing the Number and Tonnage of Vessels arrived at the Port of Melbourne during the Years 

1860-1871 respectively, and the first Sit Months of 1872. 

-. 

Year. 
From United Kingdom. 'From British Possessions) From United States. From Foreign States. Total. 

No. 
j 
Tonnage. No. I Tonnage. No. Tonnage. o. Tonnage. No. Tonnage. 

18130 193 200,756 1,180 250,603 55 3'S,054 80 38,726 1,517 528,139 
1861 159 164,540 1,235 281,277 45 31,190 72 29,794 1,511 506,801 
1862 ,.. ., 145 152,647 1,214 307,916 34 22,413 96 89,856 1,489 522,832 
1863 ... 180 182,365 1,198 314,781 38 29,038 102 48,434 1,518 574,618 
1864 ... 150 163,124 1,289 337,895 42 26,278 91 39,019 1,572 566,316 
1865 128 146,629 1,288 344,011 35 22,975 106 43,549 1,557 557,164 
1866 127 146,045 1,377 367,241 72* 45,032 123 52,120 1,699 610,438 
1867 128 142,442 1,259 341 39 25,515 83 41,270 1,509 553,321 
1868 13 137,074 1,366 393,451 37 22,760 99 43,187 1,635 596,472 
1869 ... . 155 165,305 1,489 418,422 35 . 25,852 99 45,231 1,778 654,810 
1870 134 153,853 1,365 388,167 30 19,203 107 46,120 1,686 607,343 

114 134,989 1,396 408,014 30 20,978 79 33,880 1,619 597,891 1871 ........ 
1872 (Jan.-June) 52 62,696 672 201,251 13 10,182 35 14,860 772 289,292 

* In 1566 there were 47 vessels (23,553 tons) entered inwards from San Francisco, many of which were laden with grain, flour, &c.; cargoes 
valued at £323,028. 

No. 2. 
:RETUBN showing the Number and Tonnage of Vessels arrived at the Port of Melbourne, from 1st July 

1870 to 30th June 1872. 

- 

Year.  

From United 
Kingdom. 

From British 
l'ossessions. 

_____________ 

From United From Foreign 
States. States. 

___________ ____________ 

. oas wise, Total. a. 

No.1 Tons. No. I Tons. I No. Tons. No. Tons. No.1 Tons. No.j Tons. 

From 1st July 1870 to 30th 115 136,499 1,416 399,718 18,965 92 18,656 Sailing-vess
Steamers 

 } 
 228 o 24,401 } 67,549 2,272 661,187 

From 1st July 1871 to 30th m 133,475 1,361 406,127 29 21,707 81 35,341{ Steamers  }53o '
485 
} 63,191 - 2,112 659,811 

269,974 2,777 805,845 40,672 173 73,997 1,150 130,740 4,384 1,321,228 Total ................... 226 58 

BASS'S STRAITS LIGHTS. 

ToTAL Tonnage of each Colony using the Lights, and Total Amount paid in each year, from 1863 to 
1872. 

Tsnnage. I 

Victoria. New South Tasmania. 

Maintenance, 

Victoria. 
T ot al.  

Wales. 
 New South Tasmania. Total. 

1863 1,821,600 944,944 152,214 2,918,738 
£ s. d. 

3,131 7 2 
£ s. d. 

1,364 16 01. 
£ s. d. 
319 9 612 

£ s. d. 
4,815 12 9 1863 

1864 1,748,039 748,971 303,229 2,800,239 3,478 16 1 1,270 17 7 720 12 10 5,471 6 6 1864 

1865 1,894,703 1,317,013 254,551 3,466,273 2,959 14 5 1,629 19 6 586 10 6 5,176 4 5 1865 

1866 2,127,659 1,562,564 164,578 3,854,794 3,814 16 0 1,940 14 3 541 19 10 6,297 10 1 1866 

1867 1,995,597 1,305,443 151,973 3,453,013 3,330 3 7 1,630 3 6 441 4 3 5,401 11 4 1867 

1868 1,956,512 1,315,220 190,063 3,461,795 3,190 8 1 1,407 8 2 593 10 9 5,191 7 0 1868 

1869 2,230,500 1,562,226 185,248 3,977,974 3,907 1 7 1,742 12 2 .639 5 10 6,378 19 7 1869 

1870 2,021,560 1,459,363 214,835 3,695,758 3,133 18 0 1,571 12 11 534 12 0 5,240 2 11 1870 

1871-11  736,272 100,082 1,845,886 1,612 114 710 16 290 159 2,613 87 1871-1 

1871-2' 1,037,314 740,183 109,803 1,887,300 1,273 6 3 671 10 11 202 3 2 2,147 0 4 1871-21 

1872-12 1,052,094 829,609 69,259 1,950,962 2,125 11 10 1,076 5 0 283 0 4 3,484 17 2 
- 

1872-i 

112- 1,077,655 840,209 84,280 2,002,144 1,200 0 6 698 16 5 171 17 7 2,070 14 6 1872-12 

1871-Cost per ton=1-22 farthings. 
- 1872- 11 109 11 

WESTERN 
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WESTERN AUSTRALIA. 

COAST LIGHT-hOUSES, 'ABROLHOS AND CAPE LEBUWIN. 

IN looking into the matter, I find that my predecessor, Captain Roe, RN., has clearly dealt with the ques-
tion of lighting the Abroihos Islands and the G-eelvink Channel, between that group and Champion Bay, 
in a letter, dated 23rd July, 1858, to the Honorable the Colonial Secretary. I enclose an extract. The opinion 
expresed therein I carefully endorse, merely remarking that the Champion Bay Light is now in course of 
erection on the same site as indicated. - - 

I find also the Leeuwin and Cape Naturaliste Lights have been proposed also by Captain Roe, in a 
report dated 9th April, 1858. Extract herewith. I have marked up a chart with the positions and range 
of the light-houses existing, or in course of erection, in red, and those proposed in blue. - 

MALCOLM FRASER, 
Surveyor General., 

12 July, 1873. 

Extract from a letter, dated 23rd July, 1858, from Captain Roe, RJV., late Surveyor General, to the 
Honorable the Colonial Secretary. 

"To elucidate my remarks, I have shown on the accompanying two charts the positions in 
which I consider light-houses might be most advantageously placed for meeting present requirements, and 
by which the Houtman Rocks, and the whole of the channel, 10 leagues wide, between them and the 
main, might be effectually lighted. 

"Although abundance of limestone and of good lime are procurable on the spot for the construc-
tion of light-houses at the Abrolhos and at Champion Bay, I fear the former would be found too porous 
and soft for buildings of this nature, which require the very best materials. Iron shafts, in portable 
sections constructed in England, would be far preferable, if lined with the same material, to obviate the 
heat in 28*°  south latitude, and such cou]d be readily and securely erected by the aid of the skilled labour 
in the Colony. 

"I should recommend the height of each tower to be 50 feet above its base; that at Champion Bay 
to be erected on the northern pitch of a projecting hill, about 50 feet in height, immediately over the 
tower of G-eraldton. The tower for East Wallabi Island to be on Flag Hill, which has an elevation of 
0 feet above the sea; and that for the Pelsart Group to be on Hammock Island, 13 feet above sea-level, 
or preferably on any island of greater elevation which may be found amongst those lying off the north end. 
of Pelsart Island." 

Extract from a report, dated 9th April, 1858, by Captain Roe, RN., late Surveyor General. 

"And for the convenience and safety of the postal steamers and shipping generally, navigating 
these seas, a good light-house on Cape Naturaliste and another off Cape Leeuwin would prove most 
valuable. 17 or 18 miles to the north of the former headland lies the Naturaliste Reef, a large patch of 
rocks nearly awash; and Cape Leeuwin is fronted by rocks above and below water to the distance of 6 to 
8 miles. The currents near both are very uncertain, and during the winter season heavy gales from sea-
ward are of frequent occurrence, attended with very thick weather. Several ships have at different times 
been wrecked on the reefs adjoining Cape Leeuwin, which might probably have been saved by the existence 
of a light-house in the neighbourhood. 

"The cost of building and maintaining light-houses at Capes Naturaliste and Leeuwin could, not 
fairly be charged altogether to Western Australia; their chief value being to shipping voyaging to and 
from the Colonies to the eastward." 

Amount of tonnage arriving at, and departing from, Port Adelaide, to and from Australasian ports, for 
twelve months ending 30th June, 1873. . 

tons 

From Victoria, inwards ... ... ... ... ... 72,600 
New South Wales, ... ... ... ... .'.. 44,400 
Queensland, ... ... ... ... ... 700 
Tasmania, ... . ... ... ... ... 5,700 
New Zealand, ,, ... ... '... ... ' ... 2,800 

Total inwards . ... ... ... 126,200 

To Victoria, outwards ... ... . .•.. ... ... 42,000 
New South Wales, ... ... ... •... ... 37,400 
Queensland, ... ... . . ... ... ... 91000 
Tasmania, ,, ... ... ... ... ... 2,000 
South Sea Islands, ,, ... ...' ... ... ... 2,000 
New Zealand, ,, ... ... ... ... ... 1,800 

Total outwards ... ... ... 94,200 

Port 
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Port Office, 18 June, 1873. 

Sir, 

As the mail steamers will probably in a few months be running through Torres Straits, I have 
the honor to address you with reference to lighting the inner route, so that in ordinary weather the 
vessels might continue their course day and night without delay. 

You are doubtless aware that this question has given rise to the expression of various QpiniOns as 
to the proper means to be adopted to insure safe and expeditious navigation through the Straits from the 
ports on the eastern coast of Australia.. The original and broader question of the respective merits of 
the outer and inner routes is set at rest, as far as a mail route is concerned, by the necessity for steamers 
calling at the northern ports of this Colony, and communicating at the earliest opportunity by Electric 
Telegraph. 

In using the inner route it has been suggested that the steamers should pass out through the 
Barrier IReef, near Cape Melville, which forms a good mark for the purpose, and thus keeping by night in 
open water for about 150 miles, avoiding the most intricate part of the inner route, and entering again by 
the Raine Islet passage, and vice versd. This course is about 25 miles longer than that through the inner 
passage, and, were the latter not lighted, it would offer in fine weather some advantages, but in bad weather 
it exchanges the advantage of the smooth water, and the anchorage to be fouiid inside the reefs, for the 
heavy sea and exposure to the current and tides near the outer edge of the Barrier, while, though with a 
well-appointed steamer, probably the dangers are reduced to a minimum, yet it must be borne in mind 
that a large proportion of the wrecks and casualties in the neighbourhood of Torres Straits have taken 
place in trying to make Raine Islet entrance, or in getting from that island to the channel of the inner 
passage at Sir Charles Hardy's Islands and Cockburn Reefs; the marks being low and badly defined, and 
the ground too frequently studded with coral patches for safe navigation. If the steamer arrived off 
Raine Islet at daylight, then she would not reach Somerset by some 40 miles before dark, so that a 
great portion of that night would be lost; and similarly, on coming southwards, she would have to leave 
Somerset in the middle of the night, to clear Raine Islet before dark the following evening. The adoption 
of this route would also necessitate the establishment of two powerful lights—one on Raine Islet and one 
on Cape Melville, which would be expensive to establish, and the former difficult to communicate with. 

It has also been proposed by Captain Van Rees, of the Dutch corvette "D'Jauibi," that the inner 
route should be divided into day and night portions, and that the latter only should be lit up. His 
proposal was forwarded to the Board of Trade for their consideration, and Admiral Sullivan reported 
against it, as necessitating an equal speed for all vessels, but recommended instead that the most important 
positions for leading through difficult channels should be marked by third-order revolving lights, and that 
at any future time intermediate lights could be placed where necessary, as trade increased. 

It appears to me, however, that these important positions are the very places where light-houses 
cannot be advantageously established. Where the islands and prominent points of the mainland form the 
beacons by which to navigate the channel, the objects which are the real dangers are the reefs, which are 
either itwash or sunken, and which cannot be used, except at a very heavy outlay, as sites for light-houses, 
which if erected would be unsuited as dwellings for the light-keepers, who must be left several months at 
a time without being relieved or communicated with. - 

I would therefore suggest that, now a regular speed has to be maintained by the mail steamers, the 
proposal of Captain Van Bees be adopted so far as the division of the route into day and night portions is 
concerned, and I would take as the starting point the part of the passage which appears to require the 
greatest caution in navigating, namely, from about 5 miles westward of Flinder's Group to Lloyd Bay in. 
12° 45'S. latitude, thus passing e, d, andf reefs in Princess Charlotte's Bay, the Heath, Chilcott, and Dugdale 
sunken rocks, the shoal water off Cape Direction, y reef, and other dangers, by daylight. From thence 
northwards, by night, Restoration Island gives a good bold mark. The first danger to be avoided would be 
Middle Reef; and off its northern end, in 120  30' S. latitude, I would place a light-vessel, which would 
make this sunken danger a point of safety. From that as a point of departure the Piper Islands could be 
picked up; and the passage between Young Islet and in reef—both of which by night are as sunken 
dangers—I would also point out by -a second light-vessel so placed to the north-west of in reef, in about 
129 5' S. latitude, as to give a- line of bearing through the centre of the passage, and for clearing the 
north-west extremity of in reef. A vessel would then steer to round the Home Islands, and from thence past 
Bird Islets, and towards a third light-vessel moored to the northwest of v reef, in 11° 36' S. Cairnc-ross 
Island would be the next island ahead, and by the time it was reached it would be daylight; a four hours' 
run frorn thence would take the vessel to Somerset. 

If Somerset were a coaling-station, by leaving not less than five hours before sunset the vessel 
would be clear of Torres Straits before dark ; if merely a place of call, a delay of three hours would still 
give her time to run clear of the Prince of Wales' Channel by daylight. - 

I would recommend the erection of a first-order revolving light on Booby Island, for the use of 
vessels entering the Straits from the westward, so that by night, in thick weather, they might pick up 
the light and retain their position, so as to make the entrance of the Prince of Wales' Channel at daylight. 

From the westward of the Flinders' Group, southwards, vessels could, at dusk, round the Flinders' 
Group, and, with caution, pick up the Pipon Islands on a west-half-north bearing; thence pass Barrow 
Point and the Howick Group; pass southwards of the supposed position of Megra Rock, and pick up, 
if desired, and pass northwards of it Island; make Lizard Island, and from thence proceed to Cape 
Flattery, in 15° south latitude, when the day run would commence, thus allowing  c and d reefs off Monk-
house Point and a reef near the Ilope Islands to be passed, and Cape Grafton to be approached within 
18 miles by daylight. Fitzroy Island and the Frankland Islands would be passed by night, and the passage 
be clear to Port Hinchinbrook, or past the Palin Islands. The only other danger southwards is Cape 
Bowling Green, where the building for the light.house is in course of erection, and the light will be 
exhibited probably before the end of the year. - 

The advantages which for this route I think light-ships possess over lights on shore are as follows, 
Viz. :— - 

That they mark the fairway of the channel, when lights on shore could not be made available. 
They make the most dangerous part of the channel the most safe. 

ZD 

They give the ipen greater protection from the attacks of the natives. 
90---D They 
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They are easily communicated with by vessels passing. 
They can be shifted to any position as may be found most desirable. 
Should the mail route be discontinued at any time, they can be removed and be made available 
for lights in other parts of the Colony, or sold for use as sailing-vessels. 

At the same time, the lights exhibited from them would be sufficiently powerful for the purposes 
for which they are required. 

The three vessels proposed should be above 100 tons measurement, and could be fitted out and 
placed in position for about £3,000 each; while the light on Booby Island, which would be in some 
respects of lesser importance, as being of use only to vessels bound through the Straits from the westward, 
would cost about £9,000, and could be attended to by the Government cutter at Somerset. 

The annual cost for Would be about. TotaL 

£ £ 
Light at Booby Island . ................................................................................. 1,000 

800 
1,000 
2,400_— 

£3,400 

Each light.ship, allowing crew of four men ....................................................... 
. 

There are several reefs upon which it would be advisable to erect beacons, especially :— 
a Reef, Hope Island. 
e Reef, off Endeavour Bay. 
d andf Reefs Princess Charlotte's Bay. 
Reef northward of No. VII, Claremont, should the construction of one on the Chilcott 
Rocks be impracticable. - 

Reef abreast Cape Direction. 
z Reef off Newcastle Bay. - 
Ipili Reef. 
Buoy off the spit of Wednesday Island. 

The beacons I would propose to build of blocks of coral or stone, where they could be conveniently 
obtained, and elsewhere of three hollow iron piles, carrying a wooden cage for a beacon; the piles being 
braced together and let into the coral rock, or screwed into the broken coral; care being taken not to place 
them upon the sand patches on the reefs, which have been found to shift with the monsoons. 

It must not of course be supposed, from the foregoing suggestions, that strangers could with the 
aid of the proposed lights navigate the inner route without anchoring at night, but that they could do so 
after making two or three voyages and getting a good general knowledge of the appearance of the islands 
atid head-lands. As, however, it would at least take from nine to twelve months—provided vessels were 
built expressly for the service—before they could be got ready, the masters of the mail steamers would have 
ample time to gain the necessary experience. 

I have, &c., 
The Honorable G. P. HEATH, 

The Colonial Treasurer. - Commander, R.N., 
Portmaster. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1873. 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W S O UT H W ALES. 

WRECK OF THE "OSCAR.." 
(REPORTS OF PILOTS RESPECTING THEIR ABSENCE FROM THE PILOT STATION) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 13 .Yovember, 1873. 

[Laid on the Table in reference to Question N. 4, in Votes and Proceedings of lltk .Yovernber, 1873, .?To. 37.] 

A. 
24/9/73. TELEGRAMS. 

From Pilot Cork to President Marine Board. 

I know nothing about the "Oscar." On 12th instant I was attending upon the ship "Zenobia" up to 8 p.m. 

From Pilot Jack to same. 

I cannot say, being absent from the station. I that morning received a telegram to be in town as early 
as possible on important business. My turn for inward ships was the seventh arriving. I boarded the 
Glengairn" from the light-vessel on the 10th night. 

From Pilot Christison to same. 

I know nothing of the "Oscar." On the 11th September I brought in the barque "L.Y.V." from Melbourne, 
and on the 12th I was summoned to attend on the Marine Board, and did not reach Watson's Bay until 
the evening. 

From Pilot Coutts to same. - 

Being a witness upon the "Airey Force" case, and not having my own boat in Sydney, I intended to go 
to Watson's Bay by the 4 o'clock boat, but it was detained until 6 o'clock by something unknown to me, 
therefore I could not get down until about 7 p.m. 

No.1. 

SENIoR PILOT COEU to THE PRESIDENT or THE MARINE BOARD. 

Watson's Bay, 

SIR, 
30 September, 1873. 

 
I have the honor to inform you, on the 11th September I was engaged taking in the barque 

"L.Y.V." from Melbourne. After anchoring the barque I called alongside of the "Zenobia" and the 
Kingsbridge,". both being loaded, and inquired when they would be ready for sea. The captain of each 
ship requested me to attend on them on the 12th. I did so, and waited on board the "Kingsbridge," and 
the chief officer informed me the captain had gone on shore to get some of his crew from the Water Police, 
but his intentions were going out that day in the evening. My boat being badly stove, and repaired with 
canvas, I went with her to Mr. Barnett to get her properly repaired;  in the meantime, finding the ships did 
not go that evening, I informed the captain I would not come again without a telegram. When I left the 
pilot station in the morning I was not aware that Pilot Coutts was off the station, as he was on the lookout 
in the morning for outside; Pilot Jack and Pilot May being also on the station. 

I have, &c., 
ROBERT CORK, 

Senior Pilot. 

231— No. 2. 
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No. 2. 

P.rroT JAcK to THE PRESIDENT OP THE MARINE BoARD. 
South Head, 

1 October, 1873. 

SIR, 
I herewith beg to acknowledge the receipt of yours of the 29th ultimo, calling upon me to 

show cause why my license should not be suspended. 
On the day in question I was absent from the station, through the receipt of a telegram calling me 

to town on important business, not having any idea for what I was wanted, as the word "important" carries 
weight with it. I append telegram for your perusal. It is now three years since I received my license, 
during which time we have been working with the system of turns—a system which was carried on long 
before I became a pilot, arid the same system still remains. 

Now, in this instance the seventh inward ship would have been my turn, I having boarded the 
Glengairn" from the)ight-vessel, which put me a ship ahead of the other pilots, which left the turns as 

Cliristison, per margin, but, taking into consideration that Messrs. Christison and Coutts were in town on the "Airey 
Force" case, I should have followed Mr. Cork until their return; so that if you take cognizance of our 

Coutts, system of working you will perceive that Mr. Cork should have boarded before me. 
Christison, I also beg to call your attention to the fact that the " Oscar" was not in sight until about 430 p.m. 

My absence from the station was entirely caused through the interference of Mr. Cork in the matter 
of the "Eastern Light," he being on board that vessel with a view of getting me into trouble, and you will 
see that altogether Cork has drawn me into this unpleasant affair, as I had no intention of leaving the 
station that day but for the telegram received, which was the cause of my learning the unmanly proceedings 
of Mr. Cork. I cannot but acknowledge my absence, but that absence was caused by my endeavouring to 
save my character and reputation- in town, whilst at the same time I was meeting with the displeasure of 
the Marine Board, go that my honor and livelihood were at stake on all sides. 

I now most respectfully ask the Marine Board to take the merits of the case into consideration; 
and if they recognize our system of working, they, I trust, will admit that I have shown a just and reason 
able cause why my license should notbe suspended. 

A. W. JACK. 

Sydney TholoM Richards, Government Printor.—i5S. 
[3d.] 
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1813. 

LEGIsLATiVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

LOSS OF THE "OSCAR." 
(CASE OF PILOT MAY.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 11 December, 1878. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 
South Wales, dated 24th October, 1873 :- 

"That there be laid upon the Table of this House, copies of the Report of, 
"and the Evidence taken by, the Marine Board respecting the loss of the 

(Mr. Cunneen.) 

188—A 
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LOSS OF THE "OSCAR." 

REPORT. 

AFTER holding a very careful inquiry into the charge against Mr. Pilot May, and 
giving full consideration to the evidence, the Marine Board arrived at the following 
conclusions :- 

That he failed in the performance of his duty, in endeavouring to wear 
the ship after she missed stays. 

That he permitted his boat and boat's crew to leave the ship without 
making an effort to recall them. 

That if, as alleged in the defence, the crew of the "Oscar" was inefficient 
and the ship's gear defective, it was clearly the duty of the pilot not 
to have attempted to beat the ship through the Heads, but to have 
stood to sea, or to have worked the ship at a safer distance from the 
shore. - 

That genera]ly, Mr. Pilot May has displayed a want of seamanship and 
knowledge of his duty in handling the vessel when he found himself 
in difficulty, although it is admitted that the weather was favourable 
at the time for working the ship; and the Board therefore regrets 
being compelled to revoke Mr. May's license as a Sea Pilot of Port 
Jackson. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, - 
President, 

25 September, 1873. 
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LOSS OF THE "OSCAR." 

MINUTES OF PROOEEI1TNGS. 

Marine Board, 18th September, 1873. 

PRESENT 

Captain Hixson, President. 

Captain Faircloiigh, ) 
Captain Broomfield, Wardens. 
Mr. G. B. Dibbs, ) 

Barque "Oscar." 

THE Board met to hold an inquiry into the loss of this vessel. The master, mate, and coast-pilot were 
examined on oath, in the presence of Pilot May. The Court was cleared, and on deliberation, the Board 
found that Captain Kiolseth was exonerated from blame, but charged Mr. May, the pilot of the vessel 
when she was wrecked, with neglect of duty, and, pending further inquiry, suspended him. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
President. 

Marine Board, 23rd September, 1873. 

PRESENT :— 

Captain Hixson, President. 

Captain Broomfield, ) 
Captain Fairciough, Wardens. 
Mr. G. B. Dibbs, ) 

Barque "Oscar." 

THE inquiry into the conduct of Pilot May, in connection with the loss of this vessel, was commenced. 
The evidence of the master and coast pilot was taken, and that of two of the pilot's crew. Mr. May was 
then sworn in his defence. 

It transpired in his statement that he was the only pilot on duty when the "Oscar" arrived. The 
Board decided to adjourn the hearing until 330 p.m. to-morrow, and in the meantime the pilots at Watson's 
Bay are to be requested to account for themselveson the day of the wreck. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
President. 

Mr. Want, instructed by Messrs. Merriman and Driver, appeared for Mr. May. 

Marine Board, 24th September, 1873. 

PRESENT 

Captain Hixson, President. 

Mr. G. B. Dibbs, ) 
Captain Fairciough, Wardens. 
Captain Broomfield, ) 

Barque "Oscar." 

THE Board proceeded with the inquiry into the loss of this vessel. Pilot May's evidence was concluded, 
and that of the mate of the "Oscar" taken. The Court was cleared, and after deliberation the Board 
resolved as follows :— 

After holding a very careful inquiry into the charge against Mr. Pilot May, and giving full 
consideration to the evidence, the Marine Board arrived at the following conclusions :- 

1. That he failed in the performance of his duty, in endeavouring to wear the ship after she 
missed stays. 
That he permitted his boat and boat's crew to leave the ship without making an effort to 
recall them. 
That if, as alleged in the defence, the crew of the "Oscar" was inefficient and the ship's gear 
defective, it was clearly the duty of the pilot not to have attempted to beat the ship through 
the Heads, but to have stood to sea, or to have worked the ship at a safer distance from the 
shore. 
That generally, Mr. Pilot May has displayed a want of seamanship and knowledge of his duty 
in handling the vessel when he found himself in difficulty, although it is admitted that the 
weather was favourable at the time for working the ship; and the Board therefore regrets 
being compelled to revoke Mr. May's license as a Sea Pilot of Port Jackson. 

FRANCIS HIXSON, 
President, 

- 25 September, 1873. 
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LOSS OF THE "OSCAR." 

MINUTES OF EVThENCE. 

18 S'EPTE3iBRB, 1873. 

£iibsr Jhccnt.— 

CAPTAIN HIXSON, PRESIDENT. 

CAPTAIN FATRCLOUGH, I CAPTAIN BROOMFIELD, 

Mn. G. II. DIBBS. 

Rij /1w .Piesiden/ :—L. S. K/else/k, sworn, shites :—I am a master manuel; I was the master of the 
Oscar" when she was lost; she was a barque of 306 tons, registered Kolding, Denmark ; she is partly 
nisured; I had a pilot on board (Mr. May) ; I got him inside the North 1-lead, and I gave all the command 
of the ship to him when he boarded me; lie came in whaleboat ; I think there were four mcii in it—could 
not say for certain ; the boat left after the pilot got on board; I don't know how she left; we had a line 
already for her; about 530 in the afternoon he boarded us; the pilot worked the ship; he put her about, 
so far as I remember, ten 'or eleven times before the last time; I did not interfere with the working of the 
ship—I left it to the pilot—I only tried to see his orders properly carried out; the vessel was not far off 
shore, and missed stays; the wind was very puffy, and took her aback just as she was on the point of 
staying—I mean by that .that the way of the ship was taken from her; I mark on the chart, where the 
pilot boarded me; she was heading to the south when the pilot boarded, and I was on the starboard tack; 
by the pilot's orders the foreyarcls were braced back and filled ; on considering, I find I was on the port 
tack when the pilot boarded me; I mark as near as I can say where the ship struck ; the wind was very 
strong right out of the entrance when working in; as a stranger, I don't consider I should give any 
opinion whether it was prudent of the pilot to try and work in ; when I say the vessel was taken aback, 
the sails were only shaking—they never caught aback; the pilot attempted to wear the ship round before 
the wind—hauled the spanker up to put the vessel before the wind; the ship paid off willingly, but the 
wind was only a point abaft the beam before she struck; just as she struck Ifancy the pilot saw the 
impossibility of wearing her, for he ordered the anchor to be let go ; if I had been on the coast of China., 
that I knew, I should not have thought it a prudent thing to have attempted to wear the ship at the time 
the pilot did ; exactly as she missed stays I advised the pilot to put the helm down, let go the anchor, and 
wait for a steamer, or else sacrifice the anchor, and get her on the other tack, but he said to me—" There 
is no anchorage there; she will do it—she will do it—let the vessel go round"; both anchors were clear, 
and ready to let go in deep water or low water; the vessel struck as soon as we brought the wind abaft the 
beam; the anchor struck the bottom at the same time as the vessel struck the rocks, as near as I can say; 
we had the pumps sounded when she struck; she had made 2 ft. 4 in, when the sounding-rod went down; 
about this time the pilot shortened sail—this was about 8 o'clock ; after shortening sail the pilot o.rdered 
the boat out; I went to look to the boat then myself, the only boat, as the other was broken in the gale, 
expecting the ship was sinking—she was bumping very heavy ; after seeing the boat out I came back to the 
pump,—sounded, and found 3 ft. 6 in. water in an interval of -five minutes time; in the meantime the 
ship washed off the rocks ; there was a second anchor let go, and the officers went to see after some oars, 
but they could not get them, as the water was above the between deck beams; I think the first 
chain parted, as I saw,  it was quite slack and the vessel was drifting out to sea; the second anchor 
checked her; the wind was the same right out., blowing stiff in puffs; the ship seemed to me foundering 
very fast, drifting out; the pilot asked inc then to give him a boat to go into Sydney to bring out a 
steamer; I of course refused, as I had about twenty-two lives to be responsible for; my fficers were 
all the time pressing me to leave the vessel; after a consultation, and speaking to the, coasting pilot, 
I took their advice and did, as I saw no means to save the ship with a strong wind blowing out of 
the entrance, and having only one boat; after leaving the pilot, kept on pulling for the Lighthouse, 
and after pulling a very long time we found we were only losing ground; one oar broke, so we had only 
two oars and the bottom planks; I advised the pilot to make for the weather land, but the coast pilot 
knew of a sandy beach round the point, so I took his advice and went to it and,landed there—it is called 
Manly Beach,'-'Cabbage-tree Bay; we all jumped into the surf and pulled the boat up, and took out my 
wife and children; we got to a house and roused the people and stayed during the night; I left at once 
my children, and went with the coast pilot to see after a steamer; Mr. May had left without saying any-
thing to me; but there was nobody to be found on board, or to give information; I went intending to 
charter the steamer to go out to see if anything further could be done; I was on board the steamer, but 
could not make anybody hear; but I am not sure I was actually on board; the coast pilot was; the 
steamer was alongside the wha.rf and I was close to her, but could not say exactly whether I went 
on board. - 

Bi Uap[aim Bi'oomfield :—It was at 4 p.m. that I hoisted a signal for the pilot; the Sydney Light 
bore S.S.W. 12 miles; I had a flag for a steamer then flying, and all the time was working in; 1 think I 
made two tacks before the pilot came on board; the vessel stayed remarkably well; when he boarded me 
I had dewed the maintopgallant sails up; the vessel was under .topsail courses, jib, and spanker ; 1 don't 
think the pilot took any sail off after he came on board ; the vessel did not miss stays before it was dark 
I could not judge how far I was off when the vessel was taken aback ; the lamp was altered and blue- 
lights were burned after the vessel struck, but we were too confused to do much. 

By 



504 

By Captain Pairclouqh :—The ship was well manned; I have been in narrow waters often under the 
same canvas; I was in ballast; the ship was well ballasted and properly trimmed. 

By Mr. Dibbs :—The pilot first gave the order to put out the boat, as far as I remember; I gave 
an order to see everything ready for the boat, after I saw the first sounding from the pump; the crew was 
very obedient; I had no fault to find with the crew; I think, but can scarcely form an opinion, that the 
pilot boat was made fast; the ship was eleven years oU, recoppered and reelassed lately; I have no 
complaints to make; I cannot judge of the conduct of the pilot, being a stranger in the port; she is partly 
insured. 

By Captain Fairciough :—The wind was strong, N.N.E., when I first signalled for a pilot, but change, 
strong and puffy, when we dame to the entrance. 

By Air. Mat,' :—I could not give the bearings when you boarded me; I have marked where you 
boarded me on the chart, and that is as near as 1 can say; I have said you tacked ten or eleven times; I 
am not quite sure on what tack you boarded me; I don't remember your first order; I think you filled 
the fore-yards; you called my attention to the mainsail being torn; I don't know that I told you how 
that happened; I said some- explanation about my mate not being ready with the ladder, and your remark 
was—" Damn the bloody vessel and all"; I don't remember any remark about the ropes for the boat; 
you sent the crew to furl the mainsail when we were standing to the southward, but the crew was called 
down before it was only half furled, as the vessel was going to tack; the mainsail not being furled, the 
bunt dropped; I called them down at your order; the main-brace was jammed only for a moment on the 
south reef side—the last safe tack; the jib tack carried away in a strong puff of wind, and I went with 
the officer and put on a new tack-lashing, and had it ready a few moments afterwards for you I reported 
the jib ready to you, and you did not require it then, and you did not order it to be put up; the ship was 
taken aback before we attempted to stay last time, otherwise the ship would have come round; I can form 
no idea of the distance we were off the land then, but I considered myself close into it; after she lost 
her headway, she payed right off as the vessel was standing across, and when well over to the north side 
a puff of wind took her and shook the sails; the sails filled again then, and you put her helm down; 
after the sails were shivering they filled again for a little time on the same tack, and then when the helm 
was put down she stopped; when she stopped she payed right off; you brailed the spanker up then 
and squared the mainyard, and later on hauled the foresail up; you let go the anchor before you hauled 
the yards aback; after the anchor wits let go she was bumping on the rocks; I think the chain parted, as 
I found it slack when I went to look after; I let go the second anchor on my own order, to prevent the 
vessel going to sea; that was when I found her sinking; you did not ask me for the sounding-rod after the 
vessel struck; you told me to get the boat out; you asked me if I had anything to make signals with; I 
ordered the bright light to be burned and a blue light; you asked for a lantern; I ordered it to be 
brought; when we got the boat out, there was 3 feet 6 inches in then ; you did not ask me repeatedly to 
stand by the ship, that I know of; you did not say that "if I was you I would not leave the ship"; you 
was not the last man out of the ship; the ship washed off after we left in the boat; there was no sails 
hove aback, that I know of, before we got into the boat; I did not see you after I got to the hotel. 

Sworn before me, at Sydney, the 18th September, 1873,— 
L. S. KIOLSETH. 

FRANcIs HIXSON, J.P. 

By the President :—Uhristian Uhristofersen, sworn, states, through an interpreter, M. Tangd :-
I was mate of the "Oscar" when she was wrecked; I saw the pilot come on board; I can't tell how many 
men were in the boat—I believe three or four; we made two or three tacks before the pilot came on board; 
we made seven or eight tacks after he came on board and before she struck; we got on shore through being 
too close; we came too near the land, and the wind was not able to fill the sails ; the cptain told the pilot 
before he came so near he'd better let go the anchor; the pilot said there was time enough yet; the ship 
did stay well as she was working into the port ; the sails were all in perfect order when she missed stays; 
I got orders first to clear the anchor just a moment before she struck; I was attending more to the anchors 
than to what the ship was doing; the pilot ordered me to get the boat ready, not the captain. 

By Afr. May :—Your rope from the boat was not thrown aboard, but a rope-end was thrown to you 
from the vessel. 

Sworn before me, at Sydney, 18 September, A.D. 1873,— 
C. CHRISTOFFEBSEN. 

FxiNcIs HIXSON, J.P. 

By the President :—..Ioseplt Early, sworn, states :—I am a master in the coasting trade; I was coast 
pilot to the "Oscar"; I boarded her about 5 miles the other side-of Bird Island; I brought her towards 
Sydney, ; the Sydney pilot came on board to relieve me; he boarded us between the Heads; I mark where 
the pilot boarded us, to the S.W. of the North Head, inside; we came down about 9 knots; we were 
about half an hour off the Heads before the pilot came; he boarded us while we were in stays off the 
North Head on the second tack; there was a good breeze to work her into the harbour—rather too much; 
the pilot worked her in with the assistance of the captain; I think there was something the matter with 
the jib just before we got on shore; I am not sure, but I think the damaSe was repaired before the helm 
was put down to stay,  her; she got on shore through missing stays; we tried to put her round, and a puff 
came and put her on shore ;  she lost way, but would not come round; when she paid off again to the wind, 
we tried to wear her to get her right round ;  when the pilot saw there was not sufficient wind, he tried to 
wear her and get her right round; I could not say how far we were off the land; I was at the wheel—that 
is, when she missed stays; if I had been in charge of the vessel, and thought there was not room to wenr 
her, I would have let go the anchor; I believe in this instance I would have tried to bring her head to 
wind and drop the anchor; as far as I could see, the crew worked well; the wind was westerly, and half. 

a 
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a gale of wind, not much swell on; I belive the line of the pilot's boat was let go, and not payed out; 
I heard the pilot say that somebody had let go the painter; he said—" Never mind, we'll pick her,  up next 
tack"; I did not see what the boat did—I never saw her again till next morning; r don't know who gave the 
orders to leave the vessel; the captain asked me about the boat going for a steamer, and I said—"If she goes 
we'd better all go"; I think we done as far as ever we could; after trying to get into the Heads we made 
for Manly; I went with the captain to the "Breadalbane" steamer;  I went on board and sang out at both 
ends, but no one heard me—I could not find anybody; we gave up the idea then of going out to look for 
the vessel; just before we got round the North Head we could see a light outside, which I believe to be 
the vessel drifting to sea; I believe the vessel sank because of the water she had in her; the pilot picked 
up some of the things belonging to her; our last sounding was 3 ft. 6 in. ; I took them myself; when 
we left the vessel I consider she was in a dangerous position; it was about an hour from the time she 
struck to when we deserted her; from the time of my last sounding her to the time of leaving her was 
about half an hour; I heard it said that the water was over the ballast; the vessel steered well. 

By Captain Broomfield :—We had a flag for a pilot 10 miles before we came into the Heads; I took 
the helm when the pilot came aboard; when the vessel was partiallytaken aback,the pilot's orders were "Keep 
her full"; I put the helm up then; from the time the pilot gave me the order to " Keep her full" until 
the order "Hard a lee" was given was three or four minutes; the next order was to put the helm "hard 
up"; he let go the spanker sheet and hauled the foresail up; after the foresail was hauled up it was two 
minutes before she struck. 

Cross-examined by .2t&. Ma&i :—The anchor was let go before the vessel struck; the second anchor 
was not let go until after the vessel struck; I heard you asking for the sounding-rod; I heard you ask for 
a lantern; I did not see one; the crew were Malays; the orders were interpreted through the captain; 
the vessel was very light; you talked to the crew in a foreign language; they seemed to understand you; 
I did not see the pumps used. 

JOSEPH EARLY. 
Sworn before me, at Sydney, the 18th September, 1873,— 

Fx&crs HIxSON, J.P. 

23 SEPTEMBER, 1873. 

fArmbcro Junt 

CAPTAIN HIXSON,, PRESIDENT. 

CAPTAIN BROOMFIELD, I CAPTAIN FAIRCLOUGH, 
Mr. G. R DIBBS. 

B, the P'resident:—L. S. KioZsetJ, sworn, states :—I was master of the "Oscar" when she was wrecked 
at the Heads; my vessel was boarded about between the Heads by the pilot; I put her,  about twice before 
the pilot came on board; she made several tacks under the pilot's charge—a great many; the pilot made 
no complaint, when he came on board, about the working of the ship; the tack of my jib carried away 
shortly before I got on shore ; it was repaired again immediately; I told the pilot it was ready when he 
required it; he did not .say he wanted it; the wind headed the vessel shortly before she got ashore; the 
sails shook—the vessel' way was partly stopped; the helm was put up again; she filled again and 
gathered way through the water; I could not tell whether she gathered  headway; the pilot tried to stay 
her after that; she missed stays; I advised him to let go the anchor; he said—" No, this is no anchorage, 
there is plenty room to wear her"; the helm was put up to wear ship; after this the spanker was brailed 
up, afterwards we shivered the mainyard; the jib was not hoisted; the after-yards were squared a little; 
he foresail was dewed up, I think, altogether; I heard the order given to clew up the foresail; the wind 
was, I think, more or less abeam at this time; the foretopmast stay-sail was on the ship the whole time, 
as far as ii remember;  the topsails were on at all this time; the mainsail was furled; the wind was very 
strong in puffs; the weather was clear; I could see the land well; there was no swell to speak of; the 
pilot made no complaint about the working of the -ship; he once grumbled at the main-brace fouling. 

By Mr. Dibbs :—The pilot boat left the ship after the pilot got on board; I received the pilot at the 
gangway; I did not observe the painter handed up; I did not observe the boat towing astern; I lost the 
run of her; if the boat had been cast oil' from the ship, we could have picked her up on the next tack; I 
was annoyed that the chief officer wasndt ready with the ladder, and went to excuse him; the pilot was 
out of temper on account of it, and said,—" Damn the bloody ship and all." 

Cross-examined by Mr. Want :—I have had some experience at sea, thirteen years captain; I don't 
think the pilot lost my ship willfully; he may have done his duty, but as captain of my ship I would not 
attempt to wear my ship with so little room; I think there is 15 or 20 fathoms water about where 
my ship struck; my ship drew 9 feet 4 inches; if the water was as deep right up to the shore as it was 
out a little I do not think there was room to wear, the ship; the anchor was not let go immediately she 
missed stays; after the ship. missed stays the pilot did not give orders to haul the weather-braces to make 
the foresails go back; the foresails did not come aback until she struck on the rock; I let the 
second anchor go after she struck, when I saw her filling with water; the first anchor touched just 
as the vessel struck; I saw the chain after-slack; I did not see it part, and don't know when it did 
part; the chain snapped after the vessel got afloat again; she was not afloat when I dropped the 
second anchor, and I dropped it as I saw the ship was going to sea; the first anchor dropping and the 
striking occurred at the same time; I suppose the chain was broken, because it was quite slack; I believe 
it was parted; I saw it broken, as I supposed, some time after the vessel struck; I did not see -the pilot 
and my coast pilot hauling on the fore-braces themselves, and they did not; I did not see them do every 
thing to prevent the vessel forging ahead; I don't think they could have ddne it; my mate is Mr. Chris-
toffersen; he has been first mate about two months, before that second mate some months, and he shipped 
as second mate in China; he signed articles as second mate; there was not a regular row between me and 
my first mate when the pilot got on board; we spoke Danish, but there was no row; I did not tell May, 
the pilot, that there had been a row between us; I don't remember telling the pilot that since the first mate 
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died I had had a great deal of trouble with my officers; I did not point out that. the mainsail was torn, 
but I know it was torn on the starboard leech; I supposed he ordered that sail to be furled because there 
was too much wind; he told me to furl the sail because it was useless ; the jib was not going down when 
the pilot went on board ; I don't know that I told the pilot the vessel would stay as well without as with 
the jib ; she would I know; when 1 was staying the vessel myself I took the jib down;. we were off south 
reef, I think, when the jib-tack gave way ; the vessel had then filled well on the port tack ; when the jib 
carried away the pilot asked me what had happened and I told him ; 1 told him it was only the jib-tack 
gave way, and it was all ready; I believe, I supposed, the jib had split; I went forward and came aft and 
told the pilot it was ready ; I think the ship was about midway between the Heads then; they were 
holding in when I saw it; the mate ordered the jib to be taken down; the mate ordered the jib to be taken 
down, to save it being broken ; my chief officer speaks Malay and Chinese enough to give orders ; I give 
orders when I am in charge, but I do not when the mate is in charge- ; I did not interpret the pilot's orders—
he gave them himself in Malay; the pilot asked me to stay alongside of him when he came on board; I 
don't know for what purpose; I took Mr. Early on board off Bird Island; I will swear that my vessel was 
not on her beam-ends off Bird Island; I told them I wished to got inside to touch my ship up, as she was 
sold on approval I did not tell the pilot I could not set the gaff-topsail, maintopgallant-sail, and topmast-
staysail, because they were not fit I did tell him about the gaff-topsail; there was too much wind; I did 
not tell the pilot it was my oficers' fault that the tacks were not let go ; Pilot May mentioned about the 
boat just after the ship struck—this was shortly after; the first anchor was Lot let go when the vessel 
missed stays, but when or just about as she struck. 

By G'aptain. Faii'clonqls :—The pilot did not at any time make a-ny complaint about my crew or the 
working of the vessel; he said she worked nicely. 

By 1I1. Want :—Everything was done by the pilot in the discharge of his duty, except that Le tried 
to wear the ship when she was too close to the land. 

L. S. KIOLSETH. 
Sworn before me, at Sydney, the 2.3rd September, A.D. 1878,— 

Fxxeis Hixsox, J.P. 

By the President :—foseph Early, svorn, states :—f was coast-pilot of the " Oscar"; 1 boarded 
her near Bird Island; she was brought down off Sydney Heads under my charge; the crew worked 
properly as far as you could expect for Malays; I made two tacks with the vessel before the pilot boarded 
her; I went to the wheel when the pilot took charge I did not steer the whole time, but most of it, 
until she struck; the captain called me to supper, and I was away from the wheel then; the vessel did 
not miss stays when I worked her; the wind headed her and shook the sails just before she got on shore; 
I got the order to keep her full; before this, there was something the matter with the jib ; it was, as far 
as my belief goes, repaired before the wind headed her; when the wind headed her, and the sails flapped, 
she was getting in more towards the Quarantine Station; I could not judge ; the ship was then just about 
the inner North head ; she was more than a cable, I should say three cables, off the land when she missed 
stays; if the pilot had ordered me to put the helm down instead of up, I don't think the vessel would 
have gone round; the tack before that, almost the same thing occurred; she got very nigh aback, and the 
pilot said, "Keep her full," and afterwards, " See if she'll come"; she did not come. From the time the 
pilot gave the order to keep her full, until the helm was put hard a lee, it was two or three minutes; she 
was running about five knots then ; the helm was put hard a lee, and the would not stay; when she missed 
stays I put the helm up; the spanker-sheet was let go, hauled the foresail up, squared the foreyard—
the foresail was dewed up before the foreyard was squared; the braces might have been let go at the 
same time; the next thing was the anchor was let go; I could not be certain how the vessel was heading 
when the anchor was let go; the vessel had about six knots on her when the anchor was let go; the 
vessel touched soon after the anchor was let go—about a minute after; the anchor caught her and she 
struck at the same time; she did not yieldt o her anchor until she struck. 

By Captain Broomfield :—The wind was on the beam when we hauled upon the forebraces ; we 
hauled on the forebraces so that the ship would wear; it was not possible to lay the foreyard aback 
unless it was braced sharp up ; she was riding head to wind when the second anchor was let go, striking; 
I don't know if the foretopmast stay-sail was set. 

By Uap fain 13'airclou.qhs :—The pilot did make some remark about the mainsail and the jib being 
carried away, but he did not complain of the mcii. I made two tacks before the pilot, and she worked 
well then. 

.312. Want :—I boarded just outside Bird Island; there was nothing wrong with the ship; she was 
not on her beam-ends; I have been a master-mariner, and know something about wor]dng a ship I think 
the pilot did his duty as far as his judgment went; he gave proper orders ; the crew were as well as you 
can expect from Malays, but you do not expect a very good crew with them; when I gave orders they 
had to be interpreted, and this took some time I did not hear the pilot say the mainsail would have to 
be furled, because it was split, but I knew it was split ; directly after it was furled it came down by the 
run; I do say the pilot had sonic difficulty in staying the ship before this; we were on the port tack when 
the jib carried away; the captain went forward to see what was the matter, immediately it happened; 
we were close to the south reef when the jib carried away—about 300 yards off I don't know if the tack 
lashing carried away; I believe the captain told the pilot that the jib would be ready ui a minute; 
when the sails were shaking there was good way on the vessel; she was going two or three knots; I think 
the pilot was right in trying to put the ship about ; after this there was not room to wear the ship, i.e., 
after she missed stays; the ship hung in the wind, and fell off immediately; perhaps she went back 
again; it was a dark night; there was no fhult in the handling of the ship that she did not go about: 
I-did not help the pilot to square the foreyard; I was steering, and believe the yards were swung, but 
I do not know what for; the chain snapped; I believe the vessel was going about six knots when the 
anchor was let go ; this was almost immediately after she missed stays; about a minute after the anchor 
was let go the ship struck; I believe it was let go as soon as it could be; the pilot was perfectly sober; 
I saw him take a cup of tea on deck; lie would not go below at the captain's invitation. 

By 



By Captain Fairclou1 :—The weather was quite calni when I boarded; I did not work the ship; 
the 'captain did it for me. 

By Mr. Want :—If the-jib had been hoisted, the ship would have come round more. 

Sworn before me, at Sydney, the 23rd September, A.D. 1873,— 
JOSEPH EARLY. 

'FRANCIS Hixsoir, J.P. 

By the President :—Tosep1 &loa, sworn, s'tates :—I am coxswain of Pilot May's boat; I put our 
own line aboard the" Oscar"; we were made fast with our line; one of the men took the line—a China. 
man; he took the rope aft of the fore-rigging;  I had no orders from the pilot to leave the ship.; we were 
cast adrift from the ship; we were annoyed about it; we had to pull in against a strong wind; I brought 
the boat ashore; 1 had no orders to do that. 

By Captain Broonfield :—I could not pick the ship up—she went away to the S.E.; it was half-past 
5, and soon came dark. 
- By Captain Faircloughi :—We had four men in the boat; they are all here; it was a whaleboat. 
By 2fr. Dibbs :—We had been tacking a ship in that day before; the vessel had a flag-for a tug, I 

mean the "Oscar." 
his 

JOSEPH + SILOA. 
Witness— mark. 

W. J. WILSHIRE. 
Sworn before me, at Sydney, 23rd September, A.D. 1873,— 

:Fncis HIlsoN, J.P. 

By the President :—Wilhiam Dowries, sworn, states :—I am one of Pilot May's crew, and was in the 
boat when he went to the" Oscar";  I believe our own rope went on board; we carry a rope for that 
purpose; the vessel went away after the line was taken on board'; we tried to tow clear of the vessel, and 
- we found it was cast off; we had no orders from the pilot to leave; one of the men said—" We are cast 
adrift"; the " Oscar" had a flag for a tug when we went on board; we pulled in of our own accord. 
- By Captain Broomfield :—I believe some one in our boat called out to let go our line; I may have 
sung out myself-; it was blowing hard, and we had hard work to keep off the barque; we could have caught 
the "Oscar" again on the next tack if we had.pleased; we thought we would not be required, and that is 
why we did not try to catch the barque. 

his 
WILLIAM + DOWNES. 

Witness— mark. 
W. J. Wu.sninz. 

Sworn before me, at Sydney, 23rd September, A.D. 1873,— 
Fm&ricrs HixsoN, J.P. 

William May, sworn, states :—I brought the "Duke of Sutherland" in and returned to Watson's 
Bay; there was a signal for a pilot and none on the station to go out; I did not land, but went out to the 
"Oscar"; when off the reef I saw the "Goolwa" coming in with the "Woodlark," and at the same time 
the "Oscar" was flying a flag for the tug; when I saw her first after rounding the south reef she was 
standing to the southward, his whole topsails, foresail, foretopmast-sta'sail, jib, and mizen, all set; the 
mainsail was hauled up, hanging to the brail; after I got hall-way between the reef and the vessel the 
vessel went in stays standing to the northward, hauling his jib partly down when he went into stays, ship 
being very light;  I don't know 'whether he saw me at first, but soon after he put her into stays; she was 
in stays when I went on board, the head yards had not been hauled round, her head was to the southward; 
.1 got on board, my rope being hove at the time; I mark where I got on board; after I got on board the 
captain seemed to be rather annoyed about a rope that ought to have been prepared for us; after this I 
told him it did not matter—I had my own rope; I was annoyed; and I did make use of some impatient 
remarks, but not the language attributed to me by the captain; after I was on board a little, the captain 
and chief officer had an altercation with the master in Danish; I could see from the attitudes that they 
were growling; the master said he had very much bother with his officers—that he had no chief officer on 
board, that the chief officer had died; after I got on the quarter-deck house I ordered the foreyard to be 
filled and we stood to the southward for about half an hour; the master came alongside of me on the poop 
and called attention to the mainsail being spiit, for which he blamed his officers for not letting go the main 
bowline when in stays; when I looked round I saw .ry boat riding astern—too far astern to hail; I gave 
no orders for her to be cast adrift, and did not know she was adrift until too far off to hail; I said 
"Botheration, the've let go my boat"; I said "We'll pick her up on the next tack" ; I asked the master his 
reason for hauling his jib down, as I saw him do it on two occasions; he said "Sometimes she works better 
that way"; I kept it up purposely to try to see bow she would stay with the jib up; I had plenty room 
there; I found she answered very well with it and did not haul it down; made several tacks; I made four:. 
tacks then off the south reef bearing S. and by W.; when in stays and swinging the main yard, something 
got into the block and we had toclear it; during that time the ship was paid off with head yards aback; 
shivered the head yards and eased off the head sheets to bring her up again to the wind; duringthat time 
I braced the main yard up, trimming all plain sail; I found something was the matter forward, and asked, 
the captain what was the matter; he told me the jib was split; I asked him to go forward to see; be. 
came aft and said the jib tack was gone and run to the mast head; I told him we could not do without 
the jib, and to get something done to it; we were then about half-way over; the jib not being ready i 
time when we got over; the captain had no word up to this time that the jib was ready' again; I heard 
the jib was ready just as I was going to put the helm down; it was too'late to use it on that tack; the 
ship's sails lifted and stopped her head-way; we had enough way to go about-; if I had the jib ready I 
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think she would have gone about; I would have had the same confidence on that tack as on any other if 
the jib had been set; when I found that she had missed stays I ordered the helm to be put up, the spanker 
to be brailed up, foresail hauled up, lowered the upper topsails down, ordered the weather braces to be 
hauled in, and let go the anchor; all this at the same time; the chain run out 20 or 30 fathoms when 
the chain snapped, and this happened before. she struck the rock; the second anchor was let go just 
as she was strikhg; the first anchor checked her and brought her head round ahttle, and set the sails 
aback; under the circumstances the jib would only have forged her more ahead; the ship would have 
been all right, I think, if the chain had not parted; I did all I could to prevent her forging ahead so that 
the chain would hold ; the night was dark; the ship was between two and three hundred yards from 
the shore when I tried to put her about, and I always make it a practice of keeping sufficient room to 
leeward in case of missing stays ; I never gave my men ord?rs to leave a vessel in the boat; finding the 
confusion there was on board I could not get anything further done. 

By Jill'. Dibbs :—There were no other vessels outside wanting a pilot that I knew of—I don't think 
any went to sea; two of the pilots were at the office that day; Mr. Coates told me he was subpmnaed by 
Captain Christison, and that he would be away from the bay, and would I take his ship; the "Duke of 
Sutherland" was Coates' ship, and the "Oscar" was Cork's; I went to the "Oscar" because there were 
no other pilots in the bay; I don't know where Cork was I believe Jack was telegraphed for by his 
landlady; I am certain when I returned to Watson's Bay I wa& the only pilot there; my daughter told 
me so, and the signal to proceed was up. 

WILLIAM MAY, 
Sworn before me, at Sydney, 24th September,.A.D. 1873,—

Fn&NcIs Hrxsoir, J.P. 

By Mr. Want :—William May, resworn, states :—I made use of no expressions about there being 
no anchorage—the anchor was actually let go at the time of the alleged conversation; this was after I got 
on board the vessel outside; he asked if he could anchor there, and I said ' No, it is not prudent to anchor 
here"; this was outside the Heads, when I first boarded him; I heard the captain say I spoke Malay; I 
know very few words of Malay ; all the orders were interpreted by the captain; respecting my not using 
the jib, I wish to explain that if the viucl had been before the beam I should have hoisted it. 

By Gaptain Broonifleld :—When I put the helm up it would not have been prudent to have hoisted 
the jib, as it would have forged the vessel ahead. 

WILLIAM MAY. 
Sworn before me, at Sydney, the 24th September, 1873,—

Fn.&iccxs Hixso, J.P. 

c1zriseian 0/iris! ofersen, sworn, states :—I was mate of the "Oscar" when she was wrecked; I did 
hear the master of the "Oscar" ask the pilot to let go the anchor; the pilot did not let go the anchor 
when the captain wanted him ; but instead, the pilot said "Fill the inainyard and keep her off"; it was six or 
ae"en minutes from the time the captain asked the pilot to let go the anchor until he. did let go the anchor; 
I let the anchor go by the pilot's orders; this was just before she touched ; there was about a minute from 
the time the anchor was let go until the ship struck; the mainyard was square and the foreyard braced 
sharp full and bye. 

B Air Dibbs :--The anchor did not have any effect in stopping the vessel; the second anchor was 
let go after she got adrift again about five minutes; the captain gave the order for this to be done. 

By Uaptain Faircloigh :—The chain was tight when I tried it; I don't know when it parted; there,  
was 20 fathoms before the windlass and 45 fathoms went out altogether on the first anchor; she was 
adrift when the second anchor was let go. 

By Mr. Want :—I was forward all the time by the anchor; I was there before she missed stays; 
I was forward when the vessel missed stays; I was there the whole time; I think the captain and pilot 
was aft and sometimes amidships; I have not read or heard anything of' the evidence given yesterday; 
the captain has not said anything to me about it; it was four or five minutes from the time she missed 
stays until she struck ; the vessel was going 2 or 3 knots at this time; when she missed stays the vessel 
was about, the ship's length off the shore then—not more; the jib was read.y for hoisting very soon after 
the tack lashing carried away—a minute or two; this was a tack or two before the vessel missed stays. 

By the President :—There was no disturbance between me and the captain about the ladder when 
the pilot came on board; I gave no impertinent answers to the captain—not since I have been on board. 

By Mr. Want :---The captain spoke to the second mate about the rope for the pilot; he did not find 
fault with me about the ladder for the boat. 

C. CHRISTOFFERSEN. 
Sworn before me, at Sydney, 24th September, A.D. 1673,— 

FIL&lcoIs Hxxso, J.P. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government rriuter.-1879. 
[9d.J 
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1873-i. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RICHMOND RIVER BAR. 
(PETITION OF RESIDENTS OF RICHMOND RIVER, RELATIVE TO.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assemblq to be printed, 15 January, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 
The humble Petition of the undersigned Residents in the District of Richmond River, ship-owners, 
masters of vessels, and others engaged in trading to the Port of Ballina,— 

HUMBLY S}IOWETH :- 

That the Port of Ballina, at the entrance of Richmond River, is the sole shipping port available 
for a population of 5,811 souls. 

That during the year 1872, 206 vessels, viz., 45 foreign and 161 coasters, representing 21,335 tons, 
entered the Richmond; and during the same period 203 vessels, viz., 33 foreign and 170 coasters, repre-
senting 23,060 tons, left the river. 

That during the first six months of the year 1873, 83 vessels viz., 24 foreign and 59 coasters, repre-
senting 8,233 tons, entered, and 85 vessels viz., 18 foreign and 67 coasters, representing 8,675 tons, left, 
the Richmond. 

That from the 1st July, 1873, to 18th November, 103 vessels, viz., 22 foreign and 81 coasters, 
entered, and 96 vessels, viz., 19 foreign and 77 coasters, left, the Richmond. 

That during the first four months of the present year, in consequence of the state of the Bar, 
39 vessels were detained for periods of from 9 to 17 weeks, causing great loss to all concerned; and that 
such detentions, at the same season, are almost periodical occurrences. 

That in the district of the Richmond 24,471 acres of land have been sold at auction, and in right of 
improvements made; and 101,042 acres have been conditionally purchased by 1,421 free selectors. 

That acccording to the last returns, the district contained 5,811 inhabitants, 1,937 electors, 4,900 
horses, 106,000 head of neat cattle, 1,900 pigs, and 55,000 acres under cultivation; and that it is the chief 
timber producing district in New South Wales. 

That of cattle alone upwards of £50,000 are annually sold to leave the district, independently of 
those consumed in it; and the exports. of produce by sea during the year 1872 were valued according to 
Customs returns at upwards of £80,000. 

That the entrance to Richmond River is over a dangerous shifting bar, on which and otherwise in 
consequence of which during seventeen years thirty-two vessels have been totally lost, and a large number 
of others have been seriously damaged; and that in consequence of the frequent detention of vessels ready 
to leave the port, through the same cause, the charges for freight and insurance have risen to such 
enormous rates as to materially affect the prosperity of all engaged in agriculture, the timber trade, and 
commerce in general. 

That in consequence of the difficulties to be encountered at the bar, wealthy individuals as well as 
companies have been deterred from the purchase of land for sugar plantations, although particularly 
suitable for such a purpose, as well as from the erection of sugar and saw mills. 

That there is still in the district a vast amount of land of the richest quality remaining unsold, of 
which, however, many settlers are afraid to avail themselves, in consequence of the serious drawback to 
which your Petitioners have referred. 

That your Petitioners have good reason to believe that the Richmond Bar is capable of great 
improvement, and, taking into consideration the large return the district has yielded in support of the 
general welfare of the Colony, consider your Honorable House would be doing an act of justice too long 
deferred by directing such steps to be taken as might lead to a removal or amelioration of the obstruction 
to prosperity under which they are at present suffering. 

That your Petitioners therefore pray your Honorable House will take the premises into your 
favourable consideration, and cause such steps to be taken that the entrance to Richmond River shall be 
thoroughly examined by some competent engineer aquainted with the nature of bar harbours, with a view 
to the construction of such work, or the effecting such improvement at the entrance of the river, as may 
remove or greatly ameliorate those obstructions in consequence of the existence of which such serious and 
frequent losses of valuable property have occurred, which during a number of years it has been the 
misfortune of your Petitioners to have endured. 

An d your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[Here follow 160 Signatures.] 

[3d.] 337— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

.STJBORIJINATE ROADS UNDER TRUSTEES. 
(SHOWING- PROPOSED DISTRIBUTION OF VOTE ON ESTIMATES.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 10 March, 1874. 

CLASSIFICATION AND PROPOSED DISTRIBUTION FOR 1874. 

N °. Class Length in 
Miles. 

Northern Roads. 

Proposed 
xpenditure 

1872. 1873. 1874. - £ 

1 3 3 3 5 Road from Middle Harbour to Pittwater Road ... ... 75 
2 3 3 3 16 ,, Manly Cove to Pittwater ... ... ... ... 240 
3 ... ... 5 16  Newcastle to Lake Macquarie Heads ... ... 112 
4 4 4 4 9  Newcastle -Municipality to Wailsend ... ... 90 
5 5 5 5 13 

bong ... ... ... ... ... ... 91 
6 ... 5  5  5  Cooranbong Wharf to Dora Creek... ... ... 35 
7 5 5 3 17 ,, Stockton to Raymond Terrace ... ... ... 255 
8 5 5  5 5 ,, Stockton and Raymond Terrace Road to Saltash.. 35 
9 4 2 2 31  Raymond Terrace to Strouci ... ... ... 775 
10 5 3  3 173 

,, Stroud, vid Gloucester, to Tinonee ... - ... 1,095 
11 5 5 5 17  Tinonee and Gloucester Road to Clarkin's Crossing, 

Wollomba River... ... ... ... ... 119 
12 5 2  2 7 ,, Tinonee to Cundle ... ... ... ... ... 175 
13 5 2  2 5  Cundle to Jones' Island ... ... ... ... 125 
14 ... ... 3 5  Ghinni Ghinni Creek, through Jones' Island, to 

Lansdowne River ... ... ... 75 
15 5 5  5 12  Tinonee to Bohnock... •.. ... 84 
16 6 6 6 6  Tinonee to Wingham Ferry ... ... ... 30 
17 4 4  4 7 

 Wailsend to Maitland and Gosford Road at Cooran- 

 Through Oxley Island ... ... ... ... 70 
18 5 5 5 2 ,, Tinonee and Bohnock Road to south channel of the 

Manning River (Redbank Road) ... ... 14 
19 6 6 4 8  Tinonee and Cundle Road to Wingham .. ... 80 
20 5 5  5 11  Wingham to Wherrol Flat, Dingo Creek ... ... 77 
21 ... ... 6 7.  Burril Creek to Wingham and Black Flat Road— 35 
22 5 4 4 16 ,, Wingham, on the left bank of the Manning River, 

to Black Flat .. ... ... ... ... 160 
23 5 5 5 11  Wingham and Wherrol Flat Road, up eastern 

branch of Dingo Creek, viii Marlee Flat, to 
Bobin Flat ... ... ... ... ... 77 

24 ... ... 4 4  Morton's Creek to Papenborough Creek, on north 
bank of Hastings River ... ... ... ... 40 

25 5 5 5. 16  Rolland's Plains to Upper  Plains ... ... ... 112 
26 5 5 5 4  Rolland's Plains to Ballingara Wharf ... ... 28 

Carried forward ... 91 328 4,104 
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NO. c. Length 
Miles.in 

Northern Roads—continued. 

Proposed 

£ 
1872. 1873-. 1874. 

328 Brought forward ... ... 4,104 

27 5 5 5 3 Road from Raymond Terrace and Stroud Road to Raymond 
Terrace and Seaham Road (Miscal's Road) .. 21 

28 5 5 5 6 ,, Raymond Terrace and Stroud Road to Raymond 
Terrace and ClarenceTown Road(Caswell's Road) 42 

29 5 5 5 4 . ,, Raymond Terrace and Stroud Road, vid the Duck- 
hole Swamp, towards the Parading Ground ... 28 

30 4 4 4 19 ,, Raymond Terrace, by east side of Williams River, 
to Clarence Town ......... ... ... 190 

31 3 3 3 8 ,, Raymond Terrace to Hinton ... ... ... 120 
32 3 3 3 4  Raymond Terrace and Hinton Road to Seaham ... 60 
33 3 3 2 6  Raymond Terrace, towards Maitland, to its junction 

with the Morpeth Road... ... ... ... 150 
34 3 3 3 5  Junction of Morpeth Road with Raymond Terrace 

and Maitland Road to East Maitland ... ... 75 
35 3 3 3 4  Raymond Terrace and Maitland Road to Morpeth 

Municipality ... ... ... ... ... 60 
36 2 2 ,, Raymond Terrace and Maitland Road to River 

Hunter ... ... ... ... ... ... 50 
37 5 5 5 6 ,, Raymond Terrace to Hexham ... ... ... 42 

38 5 5 5 5 ,, Aluwick to Hexliam... ... ... ... ... 35 
39 5 5 5 8 ,, Hexham to Fullerton Cove... ... ... ... 56 
40 2 2 2 4  East Maitland Municipality to Oak Yale ... ... 100 
41 3 2 2 14  Oak Vale to the Broken-back Gap ... ... 350 
42 2 3 3 5  East Maitland, vid Larg, to Dunmore Bridge ... 75 
43 2 2 2 22  Dunmore Bridge to Paterson and Gresford ... 550 
44 3 3 3 16  Dunmore Bridge to Seahani and Clarence Town ... 240 
45 4 4 4 13  Paterson and Gresford Road to Clarence Town and 

Dungog Road ... ... ... ... ... 130 
46 2 2 2 6  Clarence Town,.towards Dungog, to south boundary 

of J. D. Walker's 1,280 acres ... ... ... 150 
47 2 2 2 8  South boundary of J. B. Walker's 1,280 acres to 

Dungog :.. ... ... ... ... ... 200 
48 4 4 3 17 ,, Gresford to Eccleston ... ... ... ... 255 

49 4 4 3 12  Gresford to Ihowstock ... ... ... ... 180 
50 3 .3 3 9 ,, Largs, vid Tocal, to Paterson ... ... ... 135 
51 3 3 3 6 ,, West Maitland to Dunmore ... ... ... 90 
52 4 3 ,, Union Inn, Rutherford, to Crossing of the Hunter 

at Melville ... ... ... .., ... 30 
53 4 4 . 4 3  The north boundary of West Maitland Municipality, 

up the right bank of Hunter's River ... ... 30 
54 2 2 2 4  Morpeth Municipality, vid Hinton Punt, to Dunmore 

and Seaham Road ... ... ... ... 100 
55 4 4 4 4  Dunmore and Seaham Road, vid Butterwick, to 

Dunn's Creek ... ... ... ... ... 40 
56 2 2 2 3  West Maitland, vid Louth Park, to East Maitland 

and Brisbane Water Road ... ... ... 75 
57 5 5 5 15 ,, West Maitland to Muibring Creek ... ... 105 

58 4 10 ,, Muibring to Ellalong (Quarrybylong Road) ... 100 
59 3 3 3 17 ,, The Maitland and Paterson Road within L. Harris's 

1,114 acres to Luskintyre ... ... ... 255 
60 5 5 5 10  Lochinvar, vid Winclermere, to Pritchett's 2,000 

acres, and loop-line to same place, vid Kaloudah 70 
61 4 5 ,, Branxton, vid Daiwood Ford, to Irishtown ... 50 
62 5 5 5 7 ,, Deep Creek to Allandale Railway Station ... 49 
63 3 2 2 5 ,, Morpeth Municipality to Four-mile Creek ... 125 
64 4 4 3 2 ,, Morpeth Municipality to Largs ... ... ... 30 
65 5 5 5 4 ,, Morpeth and Largs Road, through Phmnix Park 

and Abbotsford, to M'Clymont's Swamp ... 28 
66 5  5 3 4 ,, Morpeth Punt, through Phmnix Park, to Largs ... 60 
67 5 5 5 9 ,, Clarence Town to Half-way House on Raymond 

Terrace and Stroud Road ... ... ... 63 
68 5 5 5 8 ,, Clarence Town, vid Glen William, to Clarence Town 

and Dungog Road, at south boundary of J. D. 
Walker's 1,280 acres ... ... ... ... 56 

69 3 3 3 8 ,, Dungog to Chichester River ... ... ... 120 
70 5  5 5 15 ,, Dungog and Chichester Road to tTnderbank ... 105 
71 5  5 5 6 ,, Dungog and Gloucester Road to Fosterton ... 42 
72 5 5 5 13 ,, Dungog and Monkerai Road to Stroud ... ... 91 

Carried forward ... £ 695 9,112 
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No. cj. Length in 

Northern Roads—continueã. 

Ip_ 

1872. 1873.1874. £ 

695 Brought forward ... ... 9,112 

73 5 . 5 5 14 Road from Upper Myall to Bullahdelah ... ... 98 
74 5 5 5 14 ,, Dungog, vid Monkerai, to Stroud and Gloucester 

75 
Road at lLangworthy's .. ... ... 98 

3 3 3 23 . ,, The Broken-btick Gap, vid Wyee to Wyong Creek 345 
76 3 3 2 13 ,, Wyong Creek to Gosford ... ... 325 
77 .. ... 3 11 ,, Main Northern Road near Laguna, Wollombi, to 

Upper Wattagan Creek... ... ... 165 
78 5 5 4 8 ,, Gosforl to K.incuniber ... ... 80 
79 ... 3 3 8  Erina Creek, near East Gosford, to Long's Grant 120 
80 5 5 4 10 ,, Wyong Creek to Bumble Hill ... ... 100 
81 5 5 4 10 ,, Bumble Hill to the Blood-tree ...  ... 100 
82 5 5 4 6 

ton's Hill ... ... ... ... 60 
83 5 5 Ci 21 ,, Bullock Wharf to upper part of Mangrove Creek 147 
84 5 5 5 4  Town of Eflalong to Main Road from Maitland 

to Wollombi ...  ... ... ... 28 
85 5 5 5 11 ,, Wollombi Road to Congewai ... ... 77 
86 5 5 5 29  Wollombi to Warkworth ... ... ... 203 
87 5 5 5 60  Wollombi and Warkworth Road to Cob River 

(Bulga Road) ... ... ... ... 420 
88 5 5 5 44  Wollombi to Wiseman's Ferry ... ... 308 
89 5 5 5 15  St. Alban's, up the M1DonaldRiver, to Melon Creek, 

and up that Creek ... ... ... 105 
90 4 4 4 3  Wiseman's Ferry Road into Parish of North Colah 30 
91 3 3 2 20  Main Northern Road, near West Maitland, vid 

 The Blood-tiee to Mangrove Creek, at Pember- 

Cessnock, to the Dividing Range ... 500 
92 3 3 2 13  The Dividing Range to Wollombi ... 325 
93 2 2 2 1  Tomago Crossing-place to Railway Station at 

Hexham ... ... ... ... ... . 25 
94 4 4 4 9. ,, Main Northern Road, near Anvil Creek, to Glendon 

Brook ... ... ... ... ... 90 
95 4 4 4 4 ,, Anvil Creek and Glendon Brook Road to Stanhope 40 
96 5 5 5 14 

nock, on Wollombi Road ... ... 98 
97 5 5 5 11.  Main Northern Road, near Black Creek, vidGlen- 

don, to Main Northern Road, near Singleton... 77 
98 3 3 3 16  Main Northern Road, near Munnimba Brook, vid 

Warkworth to Jerry's Plains Road ... ... 240 
99 5 20  Singleton to Cooper's Flat... ... ... ... 140 
100 5  5  Cooper's Flat Road to Karakoora Creek ... ... 35 
101 5 5 20 

,, Main Northern Road, near Black Creek; to Cess- 

 Singleton to Goorangoola ... ... .. ... 140 
102 5 10  Camberwell to Goorangoola Road... ... ... . 70 
103 5 15  Goorangoola Road to Carrow Brook ... ... 105 
104 3 3 . 4 4  Singleton, vid Abbey Green, towards Bulga Road.. 40 
105 5 5 5 11  Wittinghim Reserve to Broke, Wollombi Brook ... 77 
106 5 5 5 5.  'Singleton and Jerry's Plains Road to Warkworth.. 35 
107 2 2 2 15  Muswellbrook to Merton ... ... ... ... 37.5 
108 5 5 5 39 ,, Scone to Merriwa ... ... ... ... ... 273 
109 5 5 5 34  Scone to Denison Diggings, at Moonan ... ... 238 
110 5 5 5 8 . Box-tree Flat to Blandford ... ... ... ... 56 
111 5  5  Murrurundi up Page's River ... ... ... 35 
112 5 50  Tamworth to Gunnedah ... ... ... ... 350 
113 5 30  Coonabarabran to Baradine... ... ... ... 210 
114 5 5 4 69  Armidale Municipality to Inverdil ... ... ... 690 
115 5 45  Inverell to Warialda... .. ... ... ... 315 
116 5 5 18 ,, Inverell to the M'Intyre River ... ... ... 126 
117 4 4 4 4  Main North Road, at Uralla, to the Rocky River... 40 
118 , 5 18 ,, Missibotti, vid Bowra, to Nambuccra Heads ... 126 
119 5 5 5 25 ,, Frederickton to Macleay River Heads ... ... 175 
120 5 18 ,, Frederickton, vid Klybucca, to Macleay.River Heads 126 
121 5 4 4 10 ,, West Kempsey to Darkwater Creek ... ... 100 
122 5 4  Kempsey to Frederickton ... ... ... ..; 28 
123 ..: 3 3 11  Ferumount to Never Never .. ... ... 165 
124 4 4  4 18  Grafton to Smith's Flat ... ... ... ... 180 
125 ... ... 6 9  Wardell to Tuckombil (Richmond River) ... ... 45 

Total miles. 9 1,607 17,611 
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No Cl ass. Length in 
Miles. 

Western Roads. 

Proposed 
Expenditure. 

1872. 1873. 1874. £ 

126 ... 2  2 3 Road from Main Western Road to Canterbury ... ... 75 
127 4 2 2 2 

lem's Creek ... ... ... ... ... 50 
128 3 3 3 6  Main Western Road, near Parramatta, to Main 

Southern Road (Dog.trap Road) ... ... 90 
129 ... ... 3 2 ,, Dogtrap Road to Fairfield Railway Station ... 30 
130 5 4  4 3  Irish Town to Haslem's Creek Railway Station ... 30 
131 3 1 1 2  Main Western Road, at Burwood, to Main Southern 

Road ... ... ... . ... ... 100 
132 4 4 4, 5  Main Southern Road, near Burwood, over Cook's 

River, into Parish of St. George ... ... 50 
133 5 5 3 2 ,, Main Western Road to Government Wharf at 

Longbottom ... ... ... ... ... 30 
134 4 4  4 2 ,, Ienyon's Bridge, towards Cabramatta, to boundary 

., Main Western Road to Railway Station at Has- 

of Liverpool Municipality ... ... ... 20 
135 5 5 3 2  Longbottom to Breakfast Point ... ... .. 30 
136 2 2 2 13  North Willoughby Municipality to Pennant Hills 325 
137 2 2 2 3  Parramatta to Ryde ... ... ... ... ... 75 
138 2 2 2 1  Pennant Hills, it Duggan's Corner, to Parramatta 

and Ryde Road ... ... ... ... ... 25 
139 2 2 2 1  Parramatta and Ryde Road to Pennant Hills Wharf 25 
140 3 3 3 7  the Western Boundary of Ryde Municipality, at 

Duggan's Corner, vid Pennant Hills, to Castle 
Hill, to the Road from Baulkham Hills to G. 
Acre's 1,500 acres at Dural ... ... ... 105 

141 ... ... 2 1  Castle Hill to the Old Parramatta Road ... ... 25 
142 3 3  3 3  Main Western Road towards Parramatta River 

(Concord Road) ... ... ... ... ... 45 
143 2 2 2 4  Parramatta to Pennant Hills ... ... ... 100 
144 5 5 5 8  Main Western Road, near St. Mary's, to Orphan 

School Road ... ... ... ... ... 56 
145 5 • 5 3 8  D o. do. to Blacktown Road 120 
146 5 5 5 10 

147 4 4 4 15 
mond ... ... ... ... .. ... 

 D o. do. to Bringelly Cross 
70 

Roads ... ... ... ... ... 150 
148 4 4 4 6  Bringelly Cross Roads to the Road from the Main 

Southern Road, to Cobbitty ... ... 60 
149 4 4 4 11  Parramatta and Windsor Road, at Baulkham Hills, 

to south boundary of G. Acre's. 1,500 acres at 

 Penrith Municipality at Faux's Corner, to Rich- 

Dural ... ... ... ... ... 110 
150 5 5 6 15  South boundary of G. Acre's 1,500 acres at Dural, 

to its junction with Pitt Town and -Wiseman's 
Ferry Road (Great North Road) .. 75 

151 4 4 4 19  Parramatta to Windsor ... ... ... 190 
152 2 2 2 5  Windsor Road to Pitt Town Punt... ... 125 
153 2 2 2 1  Windsor Road to Muigrave Railway Station 25 
154 ... 2 .3 3  Windsor Road to Riverstone Railway Station 45 
155 ... ... 2 3  Blacktown Road to Riverstoiie Railway Station 75 
156 4  4 2 4  Parramatta and Windsor Road, through Pitt Town 

Bottoms ... ... . ... ... ...  100 
157 5  5 5 4  Broken-back Bridge to Pennant Hills ... 28 
158 4 4 4 20  Pitt Town to Wiseman's Ferry ... ... 200 
159 5 5 5  5  Pitt Town Punt to Churchill's Wharf ... 35 
160 4 4 3 5 . Windsor, vid Wilberforce,•to Pitt Town Punt and 

Churchill's Wharf Road ... ... 75 
161 5  5 4 5  Enfield to Freeman's Reach ... ... 50 
162 5 5 3 4 ,, Freeman's Reach to Windsor Punt ... 60 
163 5 5 5 6  Wilberforce and Churchill's Wharf Road, rid Page's 

Punt, to Pitt Town and Wiseman's Ferry Road 42 
164 5 5 5 2 

yule Reach ... ... ... ... 14 
165 5 5 5 8 ,, Churchill's Wharf to mouth of Cob River 56 
166 5 5 5 5 . ,, Windsor to Richmond ... ... ... 35 
167 3  3 2 3 

 Churchill's Wharf and Page's Punt Road to Sack- 

 Windsor to Coruwallis ... 75 
168 4 4 2 3 ,, Richmond to Richmond Bottoms ... ... 75 
169 3 3 3 2 ,, Windsor to Blacktown Road ... . ... 30 
170 5 5 5 4  Blacktown Road, rid Dight's Hill, towards Rich- 

mond Bridge ... ... ... ... 28 
171 3 3 2 2  Richmond to New Bridge ... ... ... 50 

Carried forward ... £ 248 3,284 
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No Class Length 
in Miles. 

Western Roads—continued. 

Proposed 
Expenditure. 

£ 
1872. 1873. 1874. Brought forward ... ... 3,284 

248 
172 4 4  4 9 Road from Main Western Road, near Parramatta, through 

Domain, and by Old Windsor Road, to Windsor 
Road ... ... ... ... ... ... 90 

173 3 3 3 19  Main Western Road, near Prospect, to Richmond 
(Blacktown Road) ... ... ... ... 285 

174 5 5 5 6 ,, Blacktown Road to Windsor Road... ... ... 42 
175 3 3 3 10  Penrith Municipality, rid Castlereagh, to Richmond 150 
176 4 4 4 10  Richmond Bridge to top of the Big Hill (Kurrajong) 100 
177 5 5 5 9  lEufield and Wood's Falls Road, opposite Belmont, 

rid Box Hill, to Bell's Line, North Kurrajong.. 83 
178 5 5 5 40  The Big Hill (Kurrajong) to Mudgee Road, near 

Bowenfells (Bell's Line) ... ... ... 280 
179 5 . 5 4 4 . Yarra Mundi Road, rid Wood's Falls, to Road from 

Richmond Bridge to Kurrajong . ... ... 40 
180 5  5 5 4  Penrith Municipality to Greendale ... ... 28 
181 5  5 5 2  Penrith and Greendale Road, at Mulgoa Church, to 

the Penrith and Bringelly Road .'.. ... 14 
182 4  4 4 10  Main Western Road, at Little Hartley., to Gan 

beang Swamp ... ... ... ... ... n 100 
183 6  6 6 30  Main Western Road, at Magpie Hollow, near 

Bowenfells, rid the Sod Walls and Mutton's 
Falls, to O'Connell Plains (Lockyer's Line) ... 150 

184 4 4 4 5  Hartley to Blaxland's Swamp ... ... ... 50 
18 ... ... 2 4  Bowenfells to Blaxland's Swamp ... ... ... 100 
186 5 5 5 7  Blaxland's Swamp to Antonio's Creek (part of Old 

Bathurst Road) ... ... ... ... ... 49 
187 4 4 4 30 ,, Hartley, rid Glenroy and Bindo Flats, to Fish River 

Creek Bridge, near Oberon ... ... ... 300 
188 ... ... 5 17  Ginkin to the Fish River Creek and Hartley Road 119 
189 6 6 6 10  Mudgee Road, near Middle River, to Main Western 

Road at Meadow Flat ... ...... ... 50 
190 ... ... 5 7  Lithsdale, Mudgee Road, to Wolgan Valley ... 49 
191 4 4 4 18 ,, Mudgee Road to Rylstone ... ... ... ... 180 
192 5 5  5 22 ,, Cudgegong Municipality to Ittyistone ... ... 154 
193 5 2 2 14  Cudgegong Municipality to Hargraves .. ... 350 
194 . 5 5 5 20 ,, Cudgegong Municipality, near Grattai, rid Win 

deyer and Tipper Pyramul, to the Sally's Flat 
and Tabrabucca Road. at Suttor's 640 acres ... 140 

195 4 2 2 28 ,, Kelso, rid the Limekilus, to Peel and Sofala Road.. 700 
196 5 3 3 15  Limekilus Road to Palmer's Oakey Road and Upper 

Turon ... ... ... ... ... ... 225 
197 5 5 5 9 ' ,, Kelso and Sofala Road, at Cheshire Creek, to Upper 

Turon ... ... ... ... ... 63 
198 5 4 4 12  Sofala to Palmer's Oakey Creek ... 120 
199 5 5 5 18  Sally's Flat to Hargraves ... ... ... ... 126 
200 5 5 5 7 .  Lower Turon and Tambaroora Road, near Sally's 

Flat, to Grattai and Tabrabucca Road, at G. 
Suttor's 640 acres ... ... ... ... . 49 

201 5 3  3 4 ,, Bathurst Road, at Kirkconnell, to Mitchell's Creek 
Quartz Reefs ... ... ... ... ... 60 

202 6 5 5 12 ,, Mitchell's Creek Quartz Reefs, towards Palmer's 
Oakey ... ... ... ... ... ... 84 

203 5 5 5 22 ,, Kelloshiel, vid White's Crossing, to Little Forest... 154 
204 5 5 5 12 ,, Bathurst and Ophir Road, near Stewart's, at 

Moulder's 333 acres, rid Emu Swamp, to Orange 
and Ophir Road ... ... ... ... ... 84 

205 ... ... 4 . 3 ,, Bathurst and Bocidey Road, to Camping Reserve, 
on the Vale Creek Road ... ... ... 30 

206 5 5 5 20 ,, Rockley to the Isabella River ... ... ... 140 
207 5 5.  5 18  Bathurst and Cowra Road, rid Grubbenbong Creek, 

to the Abercrombie River ... ... ... 126 
208 ... ... 2 4  Great Western Road at Dr. Favelle's, to Junction 

with Guyong and Icely Road, at Byng ... 100 
209 5 5 5 12  Orange to Icely, rid Byng ... ... ... ... 84 
210 5 5 5 6 ,, Guyong, rid Byng, to Tom's, on the Orange and 

Icely Road ... ... ... ... ... 42 
211 ... ... 4 12 ,, Orange to Canoblas ... ... ... ... ... 120 
212 ... ... 4 16 ,, Orange to Cadia ... ... ... ... ... 160 
213 ... ... 5 9  Lucknow to Junction with Vittoria and Carcoar 

Road at Cochrane's ... .... ... ... 63 

Carried forward ... £ 794 8,697 
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No. Class, 
Len'th th 
Miles. 

Proposed 
Expendfture 

Western Roads—continued. 
£ 

1872. 1873. 1874. Brought forward ... ... 8,697 
794 

214 .. .. 6 10 Road from Great Western Road at School-house, Guyong, to 
Orange and Carcoar Road at M'Kenna's ... 50 

215 5 5 5 44 ,, Cowra to Young .. ... ... ... ... 308 
216 . 5 16  Cowra to Hovell's Creek ... ... .. 112 
217 4 4 4 13  Bathurst and Caloola Road to Tea-pot Swamp ... 130 
218 ,., ,,, 4 13  Carcoar. vial Village of Shaw to Teapot Swamp ... 130 
219 4 4 4 30  Bathurst, by Gorman's Hifi and Lagoon, to 

Campbell's River ... ... ... ... 300 
220 5 5 5 11  Mutton's Falls to Fish River Creek Bridge, near 

Oberon ... ... ... ... ... ... 77 
221 5 5 . 4 8  O'Connell's Plains, vial Alick's Swamp, to Wise- 

man's Creek ... ... ... ... ... 80 
222 ,.. 5 2 9  Peel to Duramana ... ... ... ... •.. 225 
223 5 5 5 20  Oberon to Swatchfield ... ... ... ... 140 
224 6 6 6 50  Orange to Nanima ... ... ... ... ... 250 
225 5 5 5 16  Stony,  Creek to Burrendong ... ... ... 112 
226 5 5 3 27  Stony Creek to Wellington... ... ... ... 405 
227 ... 3 45  Dubbo to Cobborah ... ... ... ... ... 675 

Total miles. 1,106 1101 

Southern Roads. 

228 2 2 2 7 Part of Road from Sydney to South Head (Upper South Head 
Road) ... ... ... ... 175 

229 2 2 2 5 Lower South Head Road... ... ... ... ... .., 125 
230 2 2 2 1 Road from Upper to Lower South Head. Road (Point Piper 

Road) ... ... ... ... 25 
231 2 2 2 1  Upper to Lower South Head Road (Glenmore Road) 25 
232 2 2 2 1  Lower South Head Road to Darling Point ... 25 
233 4  4 4 4  Sydney to Coogee (Randwick Road) ... ... 40 
234 4 4, 4 3  Bandwick Road to Upper South Head Road at 

Waverley... ... ... ... ... ... 30 
235 ,2 2 2 4  Sydney to Botany Bay (Mudbank Road)... ... 100 
236 4 4 4 2  Mudbank Road to Botany Bay (Gardner's Road) 20 
237. 4 4 4 2'  Mudbank Road, at Williamson's, vial Franksville, 

to Cook's River Road ... ... .., ... 20 
238 2 2 2 3  Mudbank Road to Banks' Meadow (Bunnerong 

Road) ... ... ... ... ...... 75 
239 4 4 4 2  Banks' Meadow, 'vial Lord's and Handcock's, to the 

Bunnerong Road, near the Tannery ... ... 20 
240 4 4 4 3 ' Undercliff Bridge to George's River Road' ... 30 
241. 3 3 3 2 ,, Newtown Road, near the Church, to the Botany 

Road ... ... . ... ... ... ... 30 
242 2 2 2 6 ,, Cook's River Dam to Rocky Point (Rocky Point 

Road) ... ... ... ... ... ... 150 
243 2  2 2 8 ,, Rocky Point Road, near Dam, to George's River 

(Forest Road) ... .. ... ... ... 200 
244 ... 4 4 4 ,, Illawarra Road to Bond's Road (Broad-arrow and 

Stony Creek Road) ... ... ... ... 40 
245 3 2 2 2  Smithfield to Fairfield Railway Station ... ... 50 
246 4 4 2  2  Main Southern Road to Punchbowl Creek ... 50 
247 4 4 3 4  Puiichbowl Creek to Saltpan Creek ... ... 60 
248 3 3  3 10  Canterbury, vial Saltpan Creek, to George's River 150 
249 4 4 4 10 ,, Liverpool Municipality to Penrith and Bringelly 
- ' Road (Part of Orphan School Road) ... ... 100 
250 ... 4 4 8  Liverpool, 'vial Holdsworthy, to Illawarra Road ... 80 
251 ... ... 5 2  Liverpool Municipality to Fairfield Railway 

Station ... ... ... . .. ,.. ... 14 
252 6 6 6 10  Main Southern Road to Campbelltown ... ... 50 
253 5 5 4 6 ,, Campbelltown to Menangle ... ... ... 60 
254 ... .., 3 2  Campbelltown Railway Station to Raby ... ... 30 
255 4 4 2 4  Menangle to Main South Road, at foot of Razorback 100 
256 5 5 5 12  Menangle to Picton ... ... ... ... ... 34 
257 4 4 4  4  Main Southern Road at Camden to Road from 

Menangle to Main Southern Road ... ... 40 
258 4  4 4 10  Main Southern Road, at Came's Hill, towards 

.Bringelly,.. ... ... ... ... .. 100 

Carried forward ... £ 144 2,098 
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No. ClasS. Leiigthrn 

Southern Roads—continued. 

Brought forward ... ... 

EProposed 
re. 

• 
1872. 1873. 1874. 

£ 
2,098 

144 
259 5  5 5 8 Road from Main Southern Road to Campbelltown Road, near 
• Denham Court ... ... ... ... ... 21 
260 5 1 5 3 7 ,, Main Southern Road to Cobbitty .. .. 105 
261 3 

I 
3  3 2  Main Southern Road at Narellan, through Orielton, 

to Liverpool and Cobbitty Road ... ... 30 
262 ... 6  6 4 ,, Great Southern Road, near Raby, to the Campbell- 

town Road ... .. ... ... 20 
263 5  5  5 8  Cobbitty to Matavai, Westwood, and Vermont ... 56 
264 5 5 5 7  Main South Road near Camden, to Mulgoa Forest 

and Vanderville ... .. .. .. 49. 
265 5 5 5 3 ,, Main South Road at Cawdor to Westbrook Bridge 21 
266 5 5 5 10 ,, the Camden and Vanderville Road at Lefever's 

Corner vid the new Bridge across Mount 
Hunter Creek, to Mulgoa Forest ... ... 70 

267 3  3 3 10 ,, Campbelltown to Appin ... .. ... ... 150 
268 4 4 4 7 ,, Wollongong and Kiaina Road, to Mount Keira, 

towards Appin ... . .. ..• ... 70 
269 4 4  4 4 ,, Broughton's Pass to Wilton ... ... 40 
270 3  3  3 12 ,, Broughton's Creek to Kangaroo Ground ... ... 180 
271 2 2 2 5  Appin and Mount Keira Road, vid Douglass Park 

Railway Station, to Menangle Road ... .. 125 
272 4 4 4 4  Appin to Broughton's Pasi ... ... ... .. 40 
273 ... ... 5 4  Appin to Brooke's Point ... ... ... ... 28 
274 2  2 2 • 5 ,, North boundary of North Illawarra Municipality, 

aid Bulli and Westmacot's Pass towards Appin, 
to the top of the Mountain ... ... ... . 125 

275 3  3 3 15 ,, Top of the Mountain, near Westmacot's Pass, to 
Appin ... ... ... ... ... ... 225 

276 4 4 4 18 ,, Top of the Mountain, near Westmacot's Pass, to 
Bottle Forest ... .. 180 

277 ... ... 2 15 ,, . Bottle Forest, vid George's River Punt and 
Koggerah, to the Rocky Point Road ... ... 375 

278 ... 5 5 6 ,, The Bulli and Westmacott's Pass Road to the Coal 

279 6 6 5 51 
Cliff .. .. ... •... 

 Bomaderry Ferry, vid Nowra and Tomerong, to 
42 

Ulladulla ... ... ... •.. ... ... 357 
280 ... ... 5 7  Main South Coast Road to Jervis Bay ... ... 49 
281 4  4  4 17 ,, Bateman's Bay to Mullenderrie Cross Roads ... 170 
282 ... ... 5 13 ,, Milton and Bateman's Bay Road, vid Woodburn, 

to Brooman's Ford .. ... ... ... 91 
283 4 4 4 5 ,, Nowra to boundary of Numba Municipality ... 50 
284 6 5 5 75 ,, Nowra, vid Sassafras Range, Narriga, and Marlow,to 

Braidwood ... ... ... ... ... 525 
285 5  5 5 9  ' Nowra Municipality to Burriar ... ... ... 63 
286 ... 3  3 2 ,, Eastern boundary of .Nowra Municipality through 

Terrara to Greenwell Point Road •.. ... 30 
287 5  5 5 8 ,, Illaroo, vid Brown's Mountain, to Bomaderry Ferry 56 

The Old South Road :- 
288 4 4 3 9  A. From Little Forest to the crossing of the 

Kangaloon and Bowral Road ... ... ... 135 
289 5 5 4 5 . B. From the crossing of the Kangaloon and Bowral 

Road to Moss Vale ... ... ... ... 50 
290 ... ... 3 8  C. From Moss Vale to Cross Roads .. ... 120 
291 5  5 5 10  P. From the Cross Roads towards Taralga .. 70 
292 5 5 5 7 ,, E. From Well's Creek to Paddy's River ... ... 49 
293 ... 3 3 3 Road from Blenkinsop's, on Throsby Park and Robertson Road, 

to First Creek, on the Cedar Mountain Road... 45 
294 ... ... 5 5 ,, Main Southern Road near Berrima to Bowral ... 35 
295 3 3  3 4 ;, Berrima to Railway Station at Sutton Forest ... 60 
296 5 5 5 10 ,, Berrima, vid Soapy Flat, to Wanganderi ... ... 70 
297 3 3  3 2 ,, The Old Southern Road, at Mittagong, near Burke's, 

to the Main Southern Road, near the Old Fitz 
Roy Inn .. ... .. ... ... ... 30 

298 4 4 4 7 . Top of Alcorn's Hill to Roberton Park ... ... 70 
299 5 3 3 12  The Kangaloon and Bowral Road, at Roberton Park, 

to the western boundary of Central Illawarra 
Municipality, near Mount Murray ... ... 180 

300 , 4 4 4 3 Throsby Park and Kiama Road, at M'Cullum's, to 
the Mittagong and Illawarra Road, at Simpson's 
200 acres ... ... ... ... .. 30 

Carried forward ... £ 565 6,385 
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No. 

- 

Class. Length in 
Miles. 

Southern Roads—continued. 

Proposed 
Expenditure. 

£ 
1872. 1873. 1874. Brought forward ... ... 6,385 

565 
301 1 1 Road from Kangaroo Ground Road at Byrne's 167 acres, 

through C. Throsby's 640 acres to Collyer's 640 
50 

302 ... ... 5 5 
acres ... ... ... ... ... ... 

Throsby Park and Robertson Road, at north-west 
corner of CottonCompany's Reserve, near 
Robertson, to Lake's and Wakeford's farms ... 35 

303 ... ... 5 22 Windellima to Goulburn Municipality ... ... . 154 
304 4 4 4 36 Goulburn Municipality, via Taralga,to Richiands... 360 
305 5 5 5 13 ,, Goulburn Municipality to Upper Tarlo ... ... 91 
306 4 4  4 17 Goulburn Municipality to Bungonia ... ... 170 
307 5 5 5 15 Goulburn Municipality, 'vii Mummell, to Pomeroy 105 
308 ...  ... 5 14 Greenwich Park to Towrang ... ... ... 98 
309 ... ... 5 13 Laggan to Binda ... ... ... ... ... 91 
310 5 5 5 36 Wheeo to Burrowa ... •.. ••. •.. ... 252 
311 
312 

4 
5 

4 
5 

2 
5 

27 
66 

Burrowa to Young ... ... ... 
27 Young, vid Tyagong, Seven-mile, Grenfell, and 

675 

Boga Bogalong, to Forbes ... ... ... 462 
313 ... ... 5 58 1, Young to Bland ... ... .. ... ... 406 
314 4  4 4 15 Collector towards Goulburn ... ... ... 150 
315 5 5 5 9 . Collector to Mutbilly ... ... ... ... 63 
316 5  5 5 15 Ginindera to Gundaroo ... ... ... ... 105 
317 3 3 2 2 Collector, vid Collector Lane, to West side of Big 

Hill ... ... ... ... ... ... 50 
318 3 3  3 14 West side of Big Hill to Gundaroo, vi marked 

tree line ... ... ... ... ... ... 210 
319 4 4  4 15 West side of Big Hill to Gunning ... ... ... ,, 150 
320 ... 5  5 16 Collector to Gundaroo, via Lake George ... ... 112 
321 5 5  5 34 Queanbeyan to Morumbateman ... ... ... 238 
322 
323 

... 5 5 
4 

27 
10 

2' Braidwood to Molonglo (Cole's Line) ... ... 189 
100 ... ... 1, Foxlow to Molonglo... ... ... ... ... 

324 ... 5  5 16 Yass to Woolgarlo ... ... ... ... ... 112 
325 5 3 3 20 Currawang towards Goulburn ... ... ... 300 
326 ... ... 3 2 

23 Currawang Copper Mine to the Bangalore Road ... 30 
327 5 5 5 17 

2, Bungendore, vid Molonglo, to the Queanbeyan and 
Bungendore Road ... .. ... ... 119 

328 5  5  5 16 Queanbeyan to Lanyon Ford ... ... ... 112 
329 ... ... 6 30 

,2 Cooma to Jindabyne... ... ... ... ... 150 
330 ... ... 5 40 to Seymour ... ... ... ... .Bobundarah 280 
331 ... 5 5 50 Coorna to Kiandra ... ... ... ... ... 350 
332 5 5 5 16 Cobargo to Bermaguee ... ... ... ... 112 
333 2 2 2 12 Eden to Panbula ... ... ... ... ... 300 
334 5 5 5 16 Eden to Sturt ... ... ... ... ... 112 
335 2 5 5 10 Araluen and Moruya Road, via Kiora, to Moruya... 70 
336 5 5 3 4 Moruya to the Heads ... ... ... ... 60 
337 3  3  3 16  Moruya to Bodalla ... ... ... ... ... 240 
338 ... ... 5 8 Wogonga to Eurobodaila ... ... ... ... 56 
339 ... ... 5 8 Eurobodalla to Nerrigundah ... ... ... 56 
340 4 4  4 9 Braidwood to Sergeant's Point (Little River) ... 90 
341 4 4 6 8.. Sergeant's Point (Little River) to Clyde Road ... 40 
342 6 6 5 30 Main Southern Road,. at Little Billabong, to Turn 

berumba ... ... ... ... ... ... 210 
343 ...  ... 3 13 ,, Main Southern. Road, at Germanton, to Albury 

and Wagga Road, at Cookendina ... ... 198 

1,386 13,698 Total miles. £ 

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED DIsTRIBUTIoN 
£ 

Northern Roads ... . ..1,607 miles ... ... ... ... ... 17,611 
Western Roads ... .. .1,106 ... ... .. ... ... 11,691 
Southern Roads ... . . .1,386 ,, ... ... ... ... ... 13,698 

4,099 TOTAL ........... £43,000 

NorE.—The amount per mile proposed to be expended on each class of Roads is as under :- 

1st Class ... ... ... ... ... ... £50 per mile. 
2nd Class ............... 25 
3rd Class ................... 1 5 
4th Class .................. 1 0 
5th Class ................... 7 
6th Class .............. 5 

[Gd] Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

SuB ORDINATE ROADS. 
(UNDER OFFICERS OF ROADS DEPARTMENT.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be primted, 10 March., 1874. 

CLASSIFICATION AND PIROPOSED DISTRIBUTION FOR 1874. 

No. Clsss. Length 
in miss. 

. Proposed 
Expenditure. 

Northern Roads. 
1872. 1873. 1874. £ 

11 4 2 1 2 2 Road from Manly Cove to Balgowlah .. ... ... ... 50 
2 5 5 5 12 ,, Wiseman'sFerry, vid Shepherd'sGully,toSt.Albans 84 

3 5 5 5 10  St. Alban's, through Wallambirie Common ... 70 
4 ... 4  4 13  Wratah to Maitland ... ... ... •.. 130 
5 3  3  3 99  Singleton, vid Denman and Merriwa, to Cassilis ... 1,485 
6 5 5 4 28  Main Northern Road to Nimdle, Hanging Rock, 

and Peel River Gold Fields ... ... ... 280 
7 6 6 6 50  Main North Road, vid Currabubula, to Tainworth 250 
8 4 4 4 130  Willow-tree to Nannbri ... ... ...... 1,300 
9 ... ... 6 130  Narrabri to Walgett ... ... ...... . 650 
10 4 3 3 25  Tamworth to Manila ... ... ... ... 375 
11 6-5 6-5 5 95  Manila, vid Baraba and Bingert, to WariaJd ... 665 
12 3 1 1 60  Armidale to Glen Innes ... ... ..... 3,000 
13 2 1 1 40  Glen Innes to Invereli ... ... .. ... 2,000 
14 5 3 2 85  Main Northern Road at Bendemeer, vid Bundarra, 

to Inverell ... ... ... ... ... 2,125 
15 3 3  3 135  Armidale to Grafton ... ... ... .. 1 2,025 
16 5 5 5 38  Armidale to Waicha ... ... ... ... 266 
17 4 4  4 120 ,, Waleha to Port Macquarie ... ... ... 1,200 
18 3 3 3 60 ,, Kempsey to Armidale and Grafton Road ... ... 900 
19 2 2 2 35 ,, Port Macquarie to Kempsey ... ... ... 875 
20 5 5 5 6 ,, Port Macquarie to Tacking Point .. ... ... 42 
21 4  4 4 56  Cundle to Port Macquarie ... ... ... ... 560 
22 5 5 4 60  Kempsey to Bellinger River .. ... ... 600 
23 2 1  1 112  Lawrence to Tenterfield .. ... ... ... 5,600 
24 5 2 2 54  Glen Innes to Tenterfield .......... ... 1,350 
25 5 2 2 45  Tenterfield to Maryland ... ... ... ... 1,125 
26 3 50  Grafton to Solferino... ... ... .. •.. 750 
27 4 4  4 65  Grafton to Casino ... ... ... ... ... 650 
28 4-3 2 2 47  Casino to Ballina .. ... ... ... ... 1,175 
29 ... 2 2 54  Richmond River to the Tweed ... ... ... 1,350 

Total miles. £ 1,716 30,932 

Western Roads. 

30 5  5  5 13 Road from Bell's' Line to Colo River (Conileroy Road) ... 91 
31 2 2 1 11 ,, Bathurst to O'Connell's Plains .,. ... ... 550 
32 5 5 3 11  Bathurst and O'Connell's Plains Road, vid Dirty 

Swamp, to the Road from Mutton's Falls to 
O'Connell's Plains ... ... ... ... 165 

33 4 3 2 16  O'Connell's Plains, vid Eight-mile Swamp and 
Oberon, to Fish River Creek ... ... ... 400 

34 2 1 1 50  Bathurst, vid Kelloshiel and Monkey Hill, to 
Tambaroora and Hill End ... ... ... 2,500 

35 .. ... ... 36  Hill End vid Bragg's and Chambers' Creek to 
Main Western Road ... ... ... ... 1,522 

36 3  3 3 20  Sally's Flat, vid Upper Pyramul, to Tabrabucca ... 300 
37 ... 1 1 25 . Hill End, vid Tambaroora, to Hargraves ... ... 1,250 
38 4 4 3 34  Bathurst to Ophir ... ... ... ... ... 500 

Carried forward ... £ 217. 7,278 

20— 
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C1as. Length 

. 

Western Roads—continued. 

E e. 

1872. 1873. 1874. 
£ 

217 Brought forward ... 7,278 
39 2 2 1 29 Road from Bathurst to Sofala, vid Peel and Wyagdon ... 1,450 
40 4 4 4 4  Peel to Junction of Kelso and Sofala Road .. 40 
41 4  4 6 15  Sofala to Mudgee Road ... ... ... ... 75 
42 2 1 1 12  Sofala, vid Circus Point and Cockatoo Hill, to Tam 

baroora Road, at Monkey Hill ... ... 600 
43 5 5 5 16  Rockley to Caloola and Tuena Roads ... ... 112 
44 4 1 1 16  Bathurst and Caloola Road to Rockley ... ... 800 
45 5 5 2 10  Bathurst and Caloola Road to Limekilns and Cow 

Flat ... ... ... ... ... 250 
46 2 2 1 38  Bathurst to Caloola and Trunkey Gold Field .. 1,900 
47 5 3 3 15  One Eye to Tuena ... ... ... ... ... 225 
48 4  4 4 13  Tea-pot Swamp, vid Mallow Grove and Regan's 

Falls, to Carcoar.. ... ... ... .. 130 
49 5 3 3 25  Orange to Carcar ... .. ... ... ... 375 
50 5 5 3 30  Carcoar to Canowindra ... ... ... ... 450 
51 5 5 5 16  Orange to Ophir ... ... ... ... ... 112 
52 3 3 2 38  Orange to Stony Creek ... ... ... ... 950 
53 4 3 2 75  Orange, by Boree, to Forbes ... ... ... 1,875 
54 ... ... 2 43  Orange and Forbes Road, at Boree, vid Bumberry, 

to Bushman's ... ... .. ... ... 1,075 
55 5 5 4 40  Molong to Obley ... ... ... ... 400 
56 6 6 6 22  Molong to Stony Creek ... ... 110 
57 3 2 1 35 ,, Cowra to Grenfell ... ... ... ... 1,750 
58 4 5 4 70 ,, Cudgegong Municipality to Dubbo ... . 700 
59 .. ... 1 16 ,, Cudgegong Municipality to Gulgong ... ... 800 

60 5 5 5 40  Cudgegong Municipality to Cassiis ... ... 280 

Total miles. £ 835 21,737 

Southern Roads. 

61 5 5 3  3 Road from Main Southern Road, near Irishtown, to George's 
River Old Road ... ... ... 45 

62 1 1 1 5  Campbelltown to Narellan ... ... ... 250 
63 3 3 3  3 ,, Fita Roy Iron Mines to Bowral ... ... ... 45 
64 3 3 2 6 ,, Bowral to IRoberton Park ... ... ... 150 
65 5.4 4 4 4  Village of Robertson, vid Kangaloon, to top o 

Alcorn's Hill ... . .. ... 40 
66 5 3 3 5  The Mittagong and Illawarra Road, near Wallaby 

Creek, vid the Macquarie Pass, to the Central 
Illawarra Municipality ... ... ... ... 75 

67 2 2 1 21  Old South Road, at Throsby Park, vid Robertson 
and Vidler's, to Kiama Municipality .. ... 1,050 

68 5 5 1 26 
warra, to Broughton Creek Municipality ... 1,300 

69 4 4 4 11 ,, Picton, vid the Oaks, to Burragorang Road, near 
Vanderville ... ... ... ... 110 

70 5 5 5 10 ,, Vanderville to Burragorang Mountain. ... 70 

71 3 3 3 2  Burragorang Mountain Road ... ... ... 30 
72 .. ... 4 8  The Fig-tree, at foot of Burragorang Mountain, up 

East bank of the Wollondily River ... ... 80 
73 ... ... 4 12  Burragorang Mountain Road, near Martin's 850 

acres, vid Thompson's Ford, to near Marsh's, 

 Throsby Park, vid Kangaroo Valley and Cambe- 

on Cox River .. ... ... ... 120 
74 5 5 5 25  Marulan, vid Bungonia and Jacqua, towards 

Nerrimunga ... ... ... ... 175 
75 3 1 1 10 ,, Goulburn Municipality to Mount Wayo ... ... 500 
76 3 2 2 52  Mount Wayo, vid Pejar Creek, Crookwell, and 

Binda, to Tuena ... ... ... ... 1,300 
77 ... 2 2 40  Mount Wayo, vid Laggan, to Peelwood ... 1,000 
78 ... 4 4 20  Peelwood, vid Tuena, to the Abererombie River 200 
79 2 2 1 39 ,, Goulburn Municipality, vid Gullen, to Wheeo ... 1,950 
80 ... ... 4 15 ,, Gullen, vid Crookwell, to Laggan ... ... 150 
81 4 6 6 50  Gunning to Burrowa.. ... ... 250 
82 6 3 3 30 ,, Main Southern Road, at Sharpening Stone Creek, 

to Boorowa ... ... ... 450 
83 4 4  4 7 ,, Main Southern Road near Yass, to Mundoonen•  ... 70 

Carried forward ... 2 404 9,410 
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No. Class. Length in 
Miles. 

Southern Roads—continued. 

Proposed 
Expenditure. 

1872. 1873. 1874. £ 
404 Brought forward ... ... 9,410 

84 ... 3 3 1 53 Road from Goulb urn and Braidwood Road, near Doughboy 
Hill, 'vid ]3ungendore and Gundaroo, to junction 
with Main South Road, three miles east of Yass 795 

85 3 2  2 35 Braidwood to Nelligen—Clyde Road ... ... 875 
86 ... ... 3 40 ,, Milton to Bateman's Bay ... ... ... ... 600 
87 2 2 2 16 Braidwood, vid Dirty Butter Creek, to Araluen ... 400 
88 2 2 2 36 

7 Araluen to Moruya ... 900 
89 3 3 2 10 Braidwood to Elrington ... 250 
90 ... ... 5 8 Braidwood to Reidsdale ... ... ... ... 56 
91 5 5 3 8 Elrington to Araluen .. ... ... ... 120 
92 3  3 2 12 Monga to Major's Creek, "Elrington" ... ... 300 
93 4 3 2 4 Monga and lv1ajor's Creek Road, at Reidsdale, to 

Bell's River ... ... ... ... ... 100 
94 ... ... 5 20 Braidwood to Oronneir ... ... ... ... 140 
95 ... ... 3 40 Queanbeyan, vid Gundaroo, to Gunning ... ... 600 
96 5 5 4 57 Cooma to Bombala ... ... ... ... ... 570 
97 ... ... 2 6 Cathcart to Native Dog ... ... ... ... 150 
98 2 2  2 43 Cathcart, vid Tantawangalo, to Merimbula ... 1,075 
99 2 2  2 53 ,, Bombala, vid Wyndham and Panbula, to Merimbula 1,325 
100 2 2 2 6 Panbula to Wolumla... ... ... ... ... 150 
101 ... ... 4 13 Wolumla Junction to Cross Roads... ... ... 130 
102 5 5 4 25 Bombala to Delegate . ... ... ... 2, .. 250 
103 5 5 4 12  Merimbula to Jellatt Jellatt ... ... .-.. 120 
104 ... ... 4 6 Briandairy to Bega ... ... ... ... .. 60 
105 4 4 2 10  Bega, vid Jellatt Jellatt, to Tathra... ... ... 250 
106 3 2 1 12  Bega to Wolumla ... ... ... ... ... 600 
107 5 5 3 56  Bega to Bodalla ... ... ... ... ... 840 
108 5 5 5 90 ,, Wagga Wagga to Young, vid Cootamundry ... 630 
109 4 3 3 12  Wallanbeen to Murrumburrah ... ... ... 180 
110 2  2 2 59 Bowning to Young, vid Binalong and Murrum 

hurrah ... ... ... ... ... ... 1,475 
111 2 2 2 20 Gundagai to Tumut ... ... ... ... 500 
112 ... ... 5 10 Gundagai to Tarrabandra ... ... ... ... 70 
113 5  5 5 11  Tumut to Brungle ... ... ... ... ... 77 
114 2 2 2 14 Tumut to Adelong ... ... ... ... ... 350 
115 5 5 4 48  Gundagai to Wagga Wagga, "North side of River" 480 
116 ... ... 3 7 ... Upper Tumberumba to Tumberumba ... 105 
117 2 2 1 11  To wn of Adelong to Middle Adelong ... ... 550 
118 2 2 1 13 Main Southern Road to Adelong ... ... ... 650 
119 4 4 4 7  Downing's Inn, at Gilmore Creek, to Belly's 

Crossing, at Adelong Creek ... ... ... 70 
120 2 2  2 25  Main Southern Road, at Tarcutta, to Wagga. 

Wagga ... ...I ... ... ... ... 625 
121 5 5 5 60  Wagga Wagga to Narandera ... ... ... 420 
122 6 6 6 180  Wagga Wagga to Deniliquin ... ... ... 900 
123 3 3 2 35  Albury Municipality to Corowa ... ... ... 875 
124 5  5 5 94 Corowa to Deniliquin ... ... ... ... 658 
125 4 3 2 85  Albury Municipality to Wagga Wagga ... ... 2,125 
126 6 6  6 100 - Twelve-mile Creek to Wallaragang ... ... 500 
127 5 5 5. 50 ,, Deniliquin to Moama ... ... ... ... 350 
128 ... ... 6 15 Moama to Perricoota ... ... ... ... 75 
129 6 5 4 80  Albury Municipality to Urana .... ... ... 800 
130 ... 4  4 80  Municipality of Hay to Municipality of Deniliquin 800 

Total miles. £

I  

2,091 33,331 

NoTE—The amount per mile proposed to be expended on each class of Roads is as follows 
1st class, £50; 2nd class, £25; 3rd class, £15; 4th class, £10; 5th class, £7; 6th class, £5. 

£ 

Northern Roads ... 1,716 miles ... ... 30,932 
Western Roads... ... . 835 ... ... 21,737 
Southern Roads ... 2,091 ... ... 33,331 

4,042 ToTAL ... £ 86,000 

/ 

3d 
Sydne': Thomas Richards, Government Printor.-1874. 
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1S73. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

ROAD TRUST ACCOUNTS. 
(FOR THE HALF-YEAR ENDED 31 DECEMBER, 1872.) 

tcEnteb to Ijattiament, in accothance iuitb te it6Iji8ion6 of tj %dletat gIrtz. 

SCHEDULE. 

NO. 

South Head Road 11 Vict., No. 49, clause 6 

Maitland, ............ 1 7 ,, 16, 23 

Campbelltown 13 41, ,, 19 

Richmond 18 16 

Vindsor 18 16 

Parramatta ............ 1 3 41, ,, 19 

PAGE. 

2 

2 

S 

S 

" 4 

4 

28— 



524 

ROAD TRUST ACCOUNTS. 

No. 1. 
COMMISSIONERS OF THE SOUTH HEAD ROAD TRUST, 

Tim Commissioners of the South Head Road Trust—Account of Receipts and Disbursements, Half-year ending 31st 
December, 1872. 

Dr. Cr. 

RECEIPTS. DlSEuRsEa1ET3. 

1872. £ s. 0. 1872. £ s. ci. £ s. 0. 
Dec. 31. To reat of Tolls .. .. .. .. 1,584 3 4 Dec. 31 Fy balance from last half-year .. .. 5,839 14 10 

baance .. .. .. .. .. 5,612 12 7 ,, Secretary and Surveyors salary .. 50 0 0 
Miscellaneous Expenditure— 
Bank interest .. .. 201 16 7 
Tools .. .. .. 10 15 7 
Repairs to water-cart .. 5 3 0 
Buggy hire, &c... .. 0 12 6 
"Herald," advertising .. 1 10 5 
11. Bouc, priutng wages- 
sheet.. .. .. 210 0 

Bent of land for material 2 10 0 
Kenyon - engrossing 
documents .. .. 0 14 0 
Ilaynes, Treeve, & Co., 
commission on sale f 
Tolls .. .. .. 51 5 0 

27517 1 
Expenditure on undermin- 
tioned Roads 
Old South Head Road— 
Blue metal .. .. 250 0 0 
Wages, Lallast, gravel, 
&c. .. .. .. 114 9 11 

Paddington Council— 
contribution towards 
kerbing .. .. 10 0 0 

374 911 
New South Head Road— 
Blue metal .. .. 100 0 0 
Wages, ba'last, gravel, 

231 8 3 
331 8 3 

&lenmore Road— 
Wages, ballast, gravel, Sec... .. 39 4 0 
Darling l'oint Road— 
Wages, ballast, gravel, Sec. .. .. 81 19 9 
Point Piper Road— 
Wages, ballast, gravel, Se-c... .. 2'5 2 1 

B. & 0- E. £7,196 £ 15 11 7,19 i 1511 

For the Commissioners,— 

T. W. SMART, Hon. Treasurer. 
GERARD PHILLT.PS, Secretary. 

No. 2. 

MAITLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL. 

BALANCE SHEET for the Half-year ending 31st Decenlb3r, 1872. 
Dr. Cr. 

1372. £ s. d. 1872. £ s. d, 
June 30 To balance in Bank .. .. .. .. 76 5 1 Dee. 31 i By repairs, &c., to Hiutou Punt .. . 49 5 6 
Dec. :31 Bent of Hintoti Ferry.. .. .. .. 114 0 0 ,. Largs  .. .. 3 7 0 

Largs ,, .. .. .. .. 16 17 6 Loan to East Maitland a ul Cakvale Road.. 13 0 0 
Repayment of Loan,. " East Maitland to Secretary—Salary . . .. 25 0 0 
Oakvalc" . . .. . . .. . . 13 0 0 Proparing Address to tli late 

Warden .. .. .. 7 7 0 
Grant to Hinton Road .. 5 0 0 
Maitlan:l i%'[ercOrv—Adrets- 
ing  

Address to the Governor .. 1 1 0 
Edwin Tipper— 6 order hooks 0 18 0 - 
Stamps .. .. .. .. 0 5 0 
mall items .. .. .. 0 2 0 42 18 6 

£ 220 2 7 Balance in Bank ... .. .. .. 111 11 7 
Dec. 311 To Balance .. .. .. .. £ lii 11 7 - £ 220 2 7 

THOMAS HUGHES, Secretary. 
JOHN BOWDEN, Warden. 

We have examined the Books and Vouchers of the Council, and found them correct,— 
THOMAS BLIssE'rT) 

Auditors. 
KEYREN CRENNAN, ) 

No. 3. 
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No. 8. 
CAMPBELLTOWN ROAD TRUST. 

ThE Commissioners of the Campbelltown Road Trust, in Account Current, for the Half-year ending 31st 
December, 1872. 

Dr. ri: 

Date. i'articular3 cf ,uns received. Amount. Date. Particulars of sums expended. Amount. 

1872. £ s. d. 1872. £ a. d. 

July 1 To balance from June 30th .. .. .. 17 1 7 Aug. 5 By sum paid to Ricbd. North, as per voucher 0 10 0 

Six months' rent of the Denba'n Court  15   Messrs. Craft and Bruton, as 
Toll-gate.. .. .. .. .. 35 0 0 per voucher .. 2 7 6 

Oct. 1 ,, ,, for stamps, 2s.; paper and 
envelopes, 2s. 6d .. .. 0 4 6 

21   to Robert Brooksbank, as per 
voucher .. .. .. 0 4 0 

Dec.19 .. James Lovell, as per voucher 1 2 6 

31 ,, ,, . for postage and duty stamps 0 2 6 

31   to Secretary, 6 mntlis' salary 15 0 0 

balance .. .. ., .. .. 32 10 7 
52 1 7 £ £ 52 1 

We certify to the correctness of the above Account,— 

THOS. CHIPPINDALL,) Commissioners. 
Carnpbelltown, 15 January, 1873. THOMAS BYRNE, 

No. 4.. 

RICHMOND ROAD TRUST. 
RECEIPTS and Expenditure of the Commissioners of the Richmond Road Trust, for the Half-year ended 

31st December, 1872. 
Dr. Cr. 

1872. £ a. d. 1872. V. £ a. d. 

July 1 To balance from last account.. .. .. 57 12 10 Sept.30 By paid Henry Pye, repairs to 
11 3 ,, Rent of Biacktown Road tolls for June 1.5 5 0 Blacktowu Road .. 1 1 0 0 
Sect. 4 ,, ,, July and August .. 30 10 0 ,, ,, Thos. Backton, repairs 
Oct. 2 ,, ,, September .. .. 15 5 0 to road, Richmond to 

October and Nove:nber 30 10 0 bridge, on account .. 2 20 0 0 
B. lsaAcs, printing .. 3 0 12 0 
J. J. Jones, advertising 4. 0 16 4 
Secretary, quarter's 
salary, &c. .. .. 5 7 18 0 

Nov. 6 ,, ,, T. Buckton, repairs 
Richmond to bridge, 
on account .. .. 6 22 0 0 

Dec. 4 ,, ,, same ,, 7 11 10 0 
31 ,, ,, Ceo. Guest, commission 

on sale of tolls .. S. 1 16 6 
Ceo. Davies, advertising 9 0 16 0 
Thos. Buckton, repairs, 
Richmond to bridge, 
balance .. .. 10 55 0 0 
Secretary, quarter's 
salary, &c. .. ,. 11 7 19 6 

Balance on hand .. .. .. 19 14 6 

£ - £ 149 2 10 149210 

EDWD. POWELL, 
Chairman, 

JOSEPH ONUS, Commissione 
JOHN DUCKER., 
W. P. PRICE, 

I4o. 5. 
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No.5. 

WINDSOR ROAD TRUST. 

:REcEIPTS and Expenditure of the Commissioners of the Windsor Road Trust, for the Half-year ended 
31st December, 1872. 

Dr. Cr. 

1872. £ a. d. 1872. V. £ s. d. 
July 1 To balance on hand .. .. .. .. 47 6 5 Sept. 30 To paid J. F. Jones, advertising .. 1 1 4 6 

Rent of Fitzroy Bridge tolls for June.. 18 6 8  Secretary, quarter's salary, &c. 2 6 10 0 
Aug. 16 

16 
,,   July 18 6 8 Dec. 31  J. T. Smith, auctioneer's corn- 

3 2 6 0 Sept. ,, .,  August 18 6 8 mission .. .. .. 
Oct. 17 ,,   Sept. 18 6 8 ,, J. J. Neilson, advertising .. 4 1 6 0 
Nov. 16     O c t .  18 6 8 ,, B. Isaacs, printing -. .. 5 0 5 0 
Dec. 16 ,,   Nov. 18 6 8  G. Davies, advertising.. .. 6 0 10 0 

Secretary, quarter's salary, &c. 7 6 10 0 
Balance on hand .. .. . 138 14 11 

£ 157 6 5 £ 157 6 5 

RICH. RIDGE, 
S) 

THOMAS PRIMROSE, Commissioners. 
JOHN M. M'QTJADE,) 

No. 6. 

PARRAMATTA ROAD TRUST. 

ABSTRACT of the Receipts and Expenditure of the Parramatta Road Trust, for the Half-year ended 31st 
December, 1872. 

Dr. Cr. 

REcEIVED. EXPENDED. - 

Six months' rental of Toll-gate at Broken Back Salaries— 
£ a. d. £ s. d. 

Bridge .. .. .. .. 166 0 0 Clerk and Treasurer .. .. .. 18 15 0 
Chief Commissioner of Main Roads, for the repair 01 Overseer .. .. .. .. 20 5 0 

the Dog-trap Road, for the year 1872 .. .. 60 0 0 39 0 0 
Rental of old Toll-house.. .. .. .. .. 5 0 0 
Bank interest .. .. .. .. .. .. 2.5 0 0 Miscellaneous— 

Wages for labour .. .. .. 52 6 8 
Advertising .. . .. 1 17 0 
Repairs to roads, dams, and bridges 29 7 1 
Repairs to tools .. .. .. 2 11 2 
Commission to auctioneer .. .. 1 1 0 
Law expenses .. .. .. .. 7 7 0 

94 911 

Total receipts .. .. .. .. Total expenditure .. .. .. .. 256 0 0 133911 
Balance 30thJune, 1872 .. .. .. 530 4 4 Balance 31st December, 1872 .. .. 652 14 5 

£ £ 786 4 4 786 4 4 

We certify the above to be correct,— 

JAMES BYRNES, ) 
ANDREW PAYTEN, '- Commissioners. 
NEIL STE WART, ) 

13d.] 
Sydney: Thomas Richarth, Government Pr!nter.-1873. 



527 

1873-4. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

ROAD TRUST ACCOUNTS. 
(FOR THE HALF-YEAR ENDED 30TH JUNE, 1873.) 

jortzenteb to Varliament in accothance thItj te proWaIon8 of the 8etietaI artz. 

SCHEDULE. 
NO PAGB. 

1. South Head Roads .......................................................... 11 Vict. No. 49, clause 6 ..............................2 
2. Maitland Road ............................................................ 17 ,, 16, ,, 23 ..............................2 
3. Parramatta Road ......................................................... 13 ,, 41, 19 ..............................3 
4. Campbefltown Road ..................................................... 13 ,, 41, ,, 19 ..............................3 
5. Windsor Road ............................................................... 18 ,, 16,  ..............................4 
6. Richmond Road ............................................................ 18 ,, 16, ,, ..............................4 

388— 
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ROAD TRUST ACCOUNTS. 

No. 1. 
SOUTH HEAD ROADS. 

THE Commissioners of the South Head Roads Account of Receipts and Disbursements, for the half-year ending 

Dr. 
30th June, 1873. Cr. 

RECEIPTS. DISBURSEMENTS. 

1873. £ s. d. 1873. - £ s. d. 
30 June 1,820 16 8 30 June 5,612 12 7 To Rent of Tolls .................................. 

Balance .......................................... 5,292 8 0 
By Balance from last half-year ................ 
,, Secretary and Surveyor's salary 50 0 0 . 
Miscellaneous expenditure— £ s. d. 
Bank interest ...............186 5 9 
Tools, &c . ..................... 10 3 5 
Repairs, &c., to water-carts 8 7 6 
Rent of land for material... 2 10 0 
H. Patrick, refund of law 
costs ........................610 0 

- 21316 8 
Expenditure on undermentioned Roads— 
Old South Head Road— 
Blue metal ..................507 16 4 
Wages, ballast, gravel, &c.168 4 9 
Goodlet & Smith, for drain 
pipes ........................10 17 0 
Goodin, purchase of toll 
offices........................20 0 0 

70618 1 
New South Head Road— 
Blue metal ..................71 4 3 
Wages, ballast, gravel, &c ... 341 6 4 

412 10 7 
Glenmore Road— 
Wages, ballast, &c. ........................ 
Darling Point Road— 
Wages, ballast, &c. ........................ 

..7 15 0 

4 15 1 
Point Piper Road— 

31 2 6 
Watson's Bay Road— 

. .  

Wages, ballast, &c...........................

Wages, ballast, &c. ........................ 73 14 2 

7,113 4 8 7,113 4 8 

.. 

£ £ 

For the Commissioners, South Head Roads Trust,— 
W. WALLY, Hon. Treasurer. 
GERARD PHILLIPS, Secretary. 

No. 2. 
MAITLAND DISTRICT COUNCIL. 

REcEIPTs and ExPEITuRE of the Maitland District Council, from 1st January to 30th June, 1873. 
Dr. . Cr. 

£ a. d. 
1 Jan To Balance ......................... ................. 30 June 12 19 7 
May ,, Refund of Loan, Morpeth to Four-mile 

By Repairs to Hinton Ferry ................... 
,, ,, Largs Ferry ...................... 12 17 0 

4 18 0 ,, Loan, Morpeth to Four-mile Creek 4 18 0 
Oakvale to Broken Back Gap ............... 9 2 0 ,, ,, Oakvale to Broken Back Gap ...... .9 2 0 

4 12 4 
30 June  Rent of Hinton Ferry ........................ 54 5 0 4 12 4 

17 12 6 31 5 0 
Part payment by M. O'Callaghan, on sect. ,, Incidental expenses, as under :- 

20 0. 0 
Mr. John (]-raney, rent of 
office, 1872..................10 0 0 

..111 11 7 

Maitland Mercury, adverti- 
sing ........................415 6 

Creek ............................................ 

,, ,, Raymond Terrace to East Mait- 

Poll-clerks at Election ......2 2 0 

Raymond Terrace to East Maitland ........ 

Rent of Large Ferry .......................... 

. .  

Govt. Printer and Mr. John 

of raising Hinton Punt .................... 

.. land .................................. 
,, Salary, Secretary ............................... 

Lee, Electoral Rolls ......0 10 9 
Stamps and Stationery ...... 2 5 11 
Measuring Tapes ............1 7 0 
Letter-box for office .........0 10 0 
Small items ...................0 11 0 

22 2 2 
124 5 4 

21 

Balance ............................................... 

£ 222 1 5 222 1 5 

July 1—To £124 5s. 4d. Balance............ 

Examined and found correct,— 
WILLIAM KEATING. 
SAMUEL W. DAWSON. 

JOHN BAWI)EIN, Warden. 
THOS. HUGHES, Secretary. 

July 15th, 1873. No. 3. 
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No. 3. 
PARRAMATTA ROAD TRUST. 

Asrnicr of the Receipts and Expenditure of the Parramatta Road Trust, for the half-year ending 30th June, 1873. 

Dr. Cr. 

RECEIVED. EXPENDED. 

Six months' rental of Toll-gate at Brokenback Bridge 
Chief Commissioner of Main Roads for the repair of 
the Dog-trap Road for 1873 ...........................60 

Rental of old Toll-house ....................................6 

a. 
190 10 

0 
0 

d 
0 

0 
0 

SAIanIxs— 
Clerk and Treasurer ...................... 
Overseer .................................... 

£ a. d. 

18 15 0 
40 10 0 

£ 

59 

s. 

5 

d. 

0 
MIscxLLrxots— 
Wages for labour ........................ 192 5 0 
Purchase tools, stores, &c................ 5 14 7 
Repairs to tools ........................... 4 0 0 
Repairs to roads, dams, and bridges 6 16 0 

20815 7 

Balance, 31st December, 1872 ......... 
. 

Balance, 30th June, 
256 10 
652 14 

0 
5 641 3 10 1873........... 

909 4 5 

.. 

909 4 5 

We certify the above to be correct,— 

.TAMES BYRNES, ) 
ANDREW PAYTEN, Commissioners. 
NEIL STEWART, ) 

No. 4. 
CAMPBELLTOWN ROAD TRUST. 

THE Commissioners of the Campbelltown Road Trust, in Account Current, for the half-year ending 30th June, 1873. 

Dr. Cr. 

DATE. PARTICULAES or SUMS RECEIVED. AMoUIcT. DATE. PiaTIcunns or Sirses EXPEITDED. AMoUNT. 

1873. £ a. d. 1873. £ s. d. 
32 10 7 Jan. 20 By sum paid John Barrett, as per voucher..., 6 16 0 June 30  Six months' rent of Denham Court Toll. Mar. 12   for labour, do ...................... .6 12 0 
17 10 0  31 ,, Stamps, 3s.; paper, &c., 2s. 6d 0 5 6 

To Balance, from December, 1872 ............. 

31   Advertising, as per voucher 0 8 0 
31 

gate ............................................... 

June 30 
  Sundries ...............................0 2 6 
  Secretary, six months' salary 15 0 0 

30 ,, Stamps, 2s. 6d.; paper, is. 6d 0 4 0 
Balance ............................20 12 7 

£ £ 50 0 7 50 0 7 

We certify to the correctness of the above account,— 
(THOS. CHIPPINDALL. (Signatures of Commissioners) 
THOS. BYRNE. 

Campbelltown, 15 July, 1873. 

No. 6. 
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No.5. 
WINDSOR ROAD TRUST. 

ACCOUNT of Receipts and Expenditure of the Commissioners of the Windsor Road Trust, for the half-year ended 
30th June, 1873. 

Dr. Cr. 

1873. £ s. d. 1873. £ a. d. 
V. 

Jan. 1 138 14 11 Mar. 3 By paid P. Motteram, repairs Richmond 
7 
To Balance on hand ................................ 
,, Bent of Fitzroy Bridge - Tolls for Road .....................................1 0 10 0 
December ..................................... 18 6 8 ,, 3 ,, A. Hobbs, bill-sticking ..................2 0 10 0 

Feb. 4 ,, ,, January 19 3 4 ,, 3 ,, F. Watling, repairs toll-house .........3 5 6 0 
Mar. 4 ,, ,, - February 

March 
19 3 4 April 7 

7 
Robertson, sharpening picks ......4 

P. Motteram, Windsor Road.. 5 gravel, 
0 15 0 
0 12 5 April 2 ,, ,, 19 3 4 ,, ,, 

May 3 ,, ,, April . 19 3 4 ,, 7 Wood, ditto ... 6 
Windsor Road... 7 

0 11 3 
2 0 0 June 4 ,, ,, May 19 3 4 ,, 7 ,, W. Crazier, repairs, 

7 ,, P. Motteram, repairs, ditto ... 8 10 0 0 
7 ,, Secretary, quarter's salary, &c. ...... 9 6 10 0 

May 5 ,, B. Brown, on account for bridge, 
Richmond Road ....................... .10 20 0 0 

17 ,, L. Upton, repairs, Richmond Road... 11 5 14 1 
June 2 ,, B. Brown, balance for bridge, Rich- 

mond Road..............................12 19 0 6 
16 ,, W. Rogers, repairs, Richmond Road.13 12 10 0 
16 ,, L. Upton, ditto ...14 7 9 0 
30 ,, Same, repairs, George-street .........15 3 2 6 
30 ,, Same, repairs, Punt-hill and Rich- 

mond Road..............................16 3 3 0 
30 ,, A. Hobbs, bill-sticking ..................17 0 10 0 
30 ,, B. Isaacs, printing ........................18 0 10 0 
30 ,, Secretary, quarter's salary ............19 6 12 6 

147 120 

25218 3 25218 3 £ 

Balance on hand ................................ 

£ 

RICH. RIDGE, 

THOMAS PRIMROSE, . Commissioners. 
JOHN WOOD, 
WM. J. CREW, 

No.6. 
RICHMOND ROAD TRUST. 

THE Receipts and Expenditure of the Commissioners of the Richmond Road Trust, for the half-year ended 
30th June, 1873. 

Cr. 

1873 £ a. d. 1873 V. £ a. d. 
Jan. 1 19 14 6 Feb. 5 By paid G. Guest, commission on sale 

2 ,, Rent of Blacktown Tolls, for December 15 5 0 of tolls ........................1 1 5 0 
Feb. 5 

To Balance from last Account .................... 

,, January ,, 10 1 8 ,, J. T. Neilson, advertising ......2 0 16 8 
Mar. 6 ,, ,, February 10 1 8 ,, 6  B. Isaacs, printing ...............3 0 15 0 
April 2 ,, ,, March 10 1 8 April 2 ,, H. Pye, repairs, Main-st., Rich- 
June 4 ,, ,, April & May 20 3 4 mond ...........................4 5 5 0 

Secretary, quarter's salary, 
stamps, &c ...................... 5 7 18 0 

May 8 ,, H. Pye, on account repairs, 
Main-street ..................6 10 0 0 

T. Buckton, repairs, Main-st., 
road to bridge..................7 13 10 0 

H. Pye, repairs, Main-st. and 
Blacktown Road ............... 8 4 15 0 

June 30 ,, Secretary, quarter's salary, 
- 7 19 0 

33 4 2 

21 

stamps, &c. ..................... ... 
Balance on hand ....................... 

85 710 £85 710 

EDW. POWELL, 
JOHN DUCKER, Commissioners. 
JOSEPH ONUS, ) 

Sydney: Uhonsas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 

[3d.] 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W S OUT H WALES. 

ROADS. 
(REPORT OF COMMISSIONER ON LAKE GEORGE ROAD—FROM COLLECTOR TO GUNDAROO.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be priited, 12 November, 1873. 

REPORT ON ROADS—COLLECTOR TO GTJNDAROO, vid THE MARKED-TREE LINE, 
versus THE LAKE. 

I HKVE carefully gone over the marked-tree line, and that portion of the Lake Road from Collector to 
the point at which it leaves the lake to ascend 0-ray's Gap. 

The case is exactly as I reported verbally to the Minister some time ago, the lake being now higher 
than it has ever been known. The usual track along the margin is now impassable, and the traffic (horse) 
has to make its way along the shore between lake and range, a great portion of which consists of rich 
volcanic soil, thickly strewn and mixed with lumps of trap; for some 6 miles near Collector it runs along 
sandy fiats nearly at level with lake and lagoon, and most difficult to drain. 

At some five or six places the rock in situ comes down to lake, and cuttings would have to be made 
through it. 

To make a good permanent road, the rocky portions would require metalling, as even if the surface 
stones were rolled into the lake, which could be cheaply done, the first rain would expose and bring down 
others, and the clearing of track would be a constant and heavy expense, and the portions which now 
seem best would, I am confident, when exposed to heavy traffic in a wet season, cut up very much, as the 
Horse-fiats at Collector did some years ago, when so used. On the marked-tree line the sum of £240 is 
now being expended, and I think will make the line as good as it is required to be, which is only as an 
alternative for the through traffic when the lake is up, and for the trifling local traffic which may grow up 
along the road itself. 

I cannot recommend any expenditure on this Lake Road, and am of opinion that the amount 
granted should be withdrawn. There are already three roads in this direction parallel, or nearly so, and 
all subsidized by the Government, -viz. :- 

The Main Queanbeyan Road vid Tarago, the road vid Bangalore Gap, and the marked-tree line, 
and it seems to me it would be but waste of money to open a fourth, which would be of no local benefit, 
as the lake being on one side, and unoccupied rough ranges on the other, it would never be required but 
on an emergency like the present, when the lake is up. 

In addition, on a little consideration, while it will be seen that the opening of the railway to 
Gunning will probably chapge the entire direction of this traffic, and the course will be at right angles to 
the present lines of communication and to the nearest railway stations. 

The Queanbeyan trafflcprobably through Gundaroo to Gunning, and the Collector traffic to the 
nearest station on the Bredalbane Plains. 

W.C.B. 
Warn, 6/4/73. 

MnwTv PAPm. 
(No. 73/527.) LAux GEORGE Rosn. 
AT the pressing instance of Mr. Be Salis, that £100 be granted for this road, or the £112 already granted 
would be wasted, the Honorable Secretary for Public Works approves of the road being put on Schedule 
for 1874, for that year only, Mr. Be Salis undertaking that no more money be asked for. 
- It was arranged that Mr. Do Salis should be informed that the road would be placed on Schedule. 

W.O.B., 15/8/73. 
Under Secretary, B.C. Approved.—J.S., 20/8/73. L. P. Do Salis, Esq., M.P., 22/8/73. 

[3d,] 215— 
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1873-1. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W S OUT H WALES. 

ROMJS. 
(AIIOUNT EXPENDED ON, IN ORANGE ELEOTORATE, FROJI 1 JANUARY, 1872, To 31 DECEIIBER, 1873.) 

Ordered by  the Leqislative Assembby to be pri'atec7, 13 February, 1874. 

RETURN showing the EEpenditnre on Roads in the Electorate of Orange during the past two years, up 

to 81st December last, and Amounts contracted and Tenders called for. 

EXPENDED By D EPARTMENP. 
£ s.d. 

Main Western Road. ... ... ... ... ... ... 6,145 11 2 

Road—Orange to Stony Creek ... ... ... ... ... 1,179 4 11 

17 Orange to Ophir ... ... ... ... ... ... 214 11 6 

Orange to Forbes ... ... ... ... ... ... 271 0 11 

Carcoar to Orange ... ... ... ... ... ... 596 3 8 

11 Bathnrst to Ophir ... ... V V V ... 678 11 S 

EXPEEDED BY TYUSTEES, AS FOLLOWS 

Road—Spring Cove to Lucknow ... .. ... ... ... 15 0 0 

11 Lucknow to Carcoar, rid. Spring Hill ... ... ... 60 0 0 

Orange to Icely, 'rid. Byng ... ... ... ... 84 0 0 

Guyong, rid. Byng, to Torn's, on Orange aiid Icely Road 42 0 0 

Orange to Nanirna... ... ... ... ... ... 250 0 0 

Orange to Icely, vid. Byng ... ... ... ... 84 0 0 

Guyong, rid Byng, to Tom's, on Orange and Icely Road 42 0 0 

Orange to Nanima ... ... ... ... ... 250 0 0 

£9,912 3 10 

CONTEACIS ENTERED INTO, 

Widening Bridge at Orange (conditional) ... ... ... £735 1 3 

C3d.] 398— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

ROADS. 
(ALTERATION OF ROAD NEAR MOLONG.) 

Ordered bs, the .Leqislative Asembl'y to be printed, 10 March,., 1874. 

RETURN to an Ordev of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South 

Wales, dated the 3rd February, 1874, That there be laid upon the Table of this 
House,— 

"Copies of all Papers and Correspondence between the Government and 

"any person or persons relating to the alteration of the main line of Road, 

"near Molong, known as Smith's Lane." 

(Mr. J. S. Smith) 

SCHEDULE. 
NO. 
1. Letter from Road-Superintendent Gordon to tha Commissioner for Roads, respecting proposed deviation of road 

PAGE. 

through Mr. Smith's land at Molong. Dated 16 August, 1869 ............................................................... 2' 
2. Letter from J. Smith to the Commissioner for Roads, respecting road through his land at Molong. Dated 14 

September, 1869 ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 2 
3. Letter from Mr. Gordon to the Commissioner for Roads, on same subject, with minute of latter-named officer on 

same. Dated 13 November, 1869...................................................................................................... 2 
.4. Letter from J. Smith to Road-Superintendent Gordon. Dated Monday morning .......................................... 3 
5. Letter from Road-Superintendent Gordon to the Commissioner for Roads, with Mr. Bennett's report thereon. 

Dated5 February, 1870 .................................................................................................................. 3 
6. Report from Road-Superintendent Gordon to the Commisioner for Roads, on same subject. Dated 2 March, 1870 3 
7. Letter from Road-Superintendent Gordon to the Commissioner for Roads. Dated 14 March, 1870 ..................... 4 
8. Further letter from Road-Superintendent Gordon to the Commissioner for Roads, on same subject, with Mr. 

Bennett's minute thereon. Dated 1 June, 1870 .................................................................................... 4 
9. Letter from Road-Superintendent Gordon to the Commissioner for Roads on same subject, with minute from Mr. 

Bennett thereon. Dated 27 September, 1870....................................................................................... 4 
10. Letter from Road-Superintendent Gordon to the Commissioner for Roads, that the deviation of Great Western 

Road at Molong, Smith's land, may be proclaimed at once, with Mr. Bennett's report thereon. Dated 16 De- 
cember, 1870 ............................................................................................................................. 4 

11. Minute from the Commissioner for Roads to the Road-Superintendent, respecting state of the Great Western Road 
at Mr. Smith's place. Dated 27 September, 1870................................................................................. 5 

12. Road-Superintendent Gordon to the Commissioner for Roads—report on works required on deviation from Smith's 
land. Dated 5 April, 1871 ............................................ ................................................................. 5 

13. Letter from Road-Superintendent Gordon to the Commissioner for Roads, enclosing tenders received for work 
through Mr. Smith's land. Dated 4 May, 1871.................................................................................... 5 

14. Letter from Road-Superintendent Gordon to the Commissioner for Roads, respecting drains through Mr. Smith's 
land at Goonainble, with Mr. Bennett's minute thereon. Dated 6 June, 1871............................................. 7 

15. Letter from J. M. Tarves, Licensed Surveyor, to the Surveyor General, transmitting plan of a deviation in the 
Great Western Road, near Molong. Dated 25 September, 1871 ...................... . ..................................... 7 

16. Letter from Sarah Hilland to the Minister for Lands, asking for recompense for such losses as were caused to her 
by the road taking some of the best of her land at Molong. Dated 8 January, 1872 ................................ ... 7 

17. Clerk of the Executive Council to Secretary for Lands, stating that no objection has been made to the formation 
of the proposed parish Road from Molong to Orange, with minutes thereon. Dated 15 March, 1872............... 7 

18. Surveyor General to the Under Secretary for Lands, forvading plan and book of reference of part of the road 
from Molong to Orange. Dated 9 December, 1871 .............................................................................. 8 

19. Memorandum of subjects from R. Fitzgerald to Under Secretary for Public Works, requiring explanation or com- 
pletion in connection with the survey and plan of a deviation in the Great Western Road, near Molong. 
Dated4 April, 1872 ........................................................................................................................ 8 

20. Letter from W. Goodman to the Under Secretary for Lands, stating that no applications have been received for 
compensation in respect to part of the road from Molong to Orange. Dated 12 June, 1873 ........................... 9 

450 —A 
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ROADS. 

No. 1. 
Mn. ROAD-SUPERINTENDENT GORDON to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Orange, 16 August, 1869. 
Sin, 

I have the honor to forward annexed letter from Mr. Smith regarding aproposed change in the Great 
Western Road, through his land at Molong. He proposes to leave the present road at ,Johnson's corner (that is, 
where the creek comes into the side of the road) and pass through his paddocks west of his house, and come into 
the present road again at the little old bridge south of the store fences. I have not examined the ground, but will 
do so when next in Molong. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN GORDON. 

Mr. Wells, for report.—J.W., B.C., 19/8/69. 
I think it quite possible that a judicious deviation might be made along Mr. Smith's proposed line, but 

think it would be well for Mr. Gordon to report fully on his next visit to Molong.—F.W., 23/8/69. 
Mr. Gordon, for estimate of new road and cost of fencing same. I think we must adhere to present road and 

metal it.—W.C.B., 15/9/69. Mr. Gordon, B.C. 
Tracing and estimate herewith.—J.G., 13/10/69. 

No. 2. 

Mn. J. SMITH to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 
G-amboola, Molong, 

14. September, 1869. 
Mr DEAR Mn. BENNETT, 

I am very sorry I was not at home when you called here on your last visit to Molong. I have been 
anxious to show you a line of road through my paddocks, above the house, on high firm ground, and shorter than the 
present muddy lane, intersecting the house road about the slip-panel through which you passed, piloted by my son. 

I am satisfied that I shall never keep my fences up so long as the road follows the creek round. I would 
go to the expense of shifting the fences myself to have the road on the high ground, where there would be some 
chance of keeping them up, rather than have my paddocks cut to pieces during wet weather by the drays. 

Mr. Fisher, of Bathurst, district surveyor, was here at work a few days after you had left, and like you, 
had to make his way through my paddocks. He examined the road and quite agreed with me that a far better (as 
well as shorter) line can be got by crossing the paddocks higher up. Mr. Davidson, when district surveyor, also 
expressed the same opinion when measuring land. 

Mr. Fisher desired me to say he would survey the line if you wished it, but when I called at your office 
(a fortnight since) I found you had gone to the Northern District. He (Mr. F.) is now at Dubbo, but will shortly 
be back to finish some work here. 

The proposed line is quite clear and ready for the traffic. All that is required is to throw on one side a few 
loads of stone—not a tenth of the labour required to form the present road for metal. The ground is hard and 
gravelly, with good drainage. 

Why not send Mr. Gordon to look, at it? Mr. Wells, I have no doubt, could also give you some information 
about it. 

Yours, &c., 
J. SMITH. 

Mr. Gordon,—How does this stand P—W.C.B. 
Report herewith.—J.G., 13/10/69. 

No. 3. 
MB. ROAD-SUPERINTENDENT GORDON to THE COMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Orange, 13 November, 1869. 
Sin, 

I have the honor to forward tracing, with deviation as proposed, through Mr. Smith's land, marked 
thereon. I have also marked the work done on the present line of road, which would be abandoned in ease this 
deviation should be adopted. You will see that on the present line there are 34 chains macadamised and two 1st 
and one 3rd class culvert constructed. This macadamising is in very good order at present, but at this place 
the creek is fast encroaching in upon the road, and I am afraid will cost a good deal to keep it back; this is the 
greatest objection I see to the present line, and may be a question whether it would not be better to abandon the 
work done on the old line than go to the expense of preserving it from the creek. 

About 15 chains between A and C on the deviation would require macadamising, but the remainder passes 
over firm ground, stony as far as the Boree Road, but no stones of any consequence. I have kept it farther up 
than proposed by Mr. Smith, in order to keep more out of the flat ground at C and get into firm table land. I 
think if this macadamising were done and the remainder of the lane drained it would do for traffic for a considerable 
time without any further outlay. I estimate the cost of opening as follows :— 

Removing and putting up again— 
£s.d. 

262 chains old fencing, at 8s. per chain ... ... ... ... 104 16 0 
15 chains macadamising, £10 ... ... ... ... ... 150 0 0 
80 chains drain, at 8s. ... ... ... ... ... ... 32 0 0 
Three culverts, one 2nd class ... ... ... ... ... 50 0 0 

£33616 0 

I have, &e., 
JOHN GORDON. 

__ I 
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I have seen Mr. Smith on this; he offers to do the fencing himself. I represented to him the objection to 
abandon so much made road, in reply to which he states that the metal is so thin that it will require remetallmg 
soon. Will Mr. Gordon report what the cost of metalling permanently the present line will be, and also the 
cost of metalling the line proposed by Mr. Smith, as both must ultimately be metalled until this is decided? Mr. 
Gordon will not take any steps to perpetuate the road in its present position.—W.C.B., 1711/70.  Mr. Gordon, B.C. 

No. 4. 
MR. J. SMITH to MR. ROAD-SUPERINTENDENT GORDON. 

Mv DEAR SIR, 
Gamboola, Monday Morning. 

As Seens was about to commence clearing the road this morning, I requested him to accompany me to 
look at a line higher up crossing the paddocks above my house, a far superior line of road. It is shorter than the 
present road, and passing over hard stony ground, the expense of maintenance would not be half that of the 
present line. 

I pointed out this line to Mr. Wells shortly before he left Orange, and he expressed his intention of recom-
mending it to Mr. Bennett. He highly approved of it, but I suppose his removal prevented its adoption. 

And as to the removal of fences I will leave this to yourself to pay me or not. I am satisfied that I shall 
never be able to keep the teams out of my paddoeks so long as you maintain the present road. 

Yours, &c., 
J. SMITH. 

No. 5. 
MR. ROAD-SUPERINTENDRNT GORDON to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR RoADs. 

SIR, 
Orange, 5 February, 1870. 

I have the honor to inform you that I have examined the proposed road through Mr. Smith's land, 
and came to the conclusion that the following will be the cost of completing the same by macadamising. 

The total distance of proposed line from the point A on tracing to old bridge, near B, is 1354 chains. Of 
this distance 40 chains through the swampy portion would require 14 cubic yard of metal to the lineal yard of 
road, and the remaining distance 14 cubic yard per lineal yard. On the present road the distance to be metalled 
from the point A to the old bridge is 100 chains, the whole of which would require 14 cubic yard metal per lineal 
yard of road. There is also 34 chains metalled in 1868 with only 1 cubic yard to the lineal yard of road, and which 
wouldrequire 14- cubic yard to the lineal yard of road to make it as strong as the proposed metalling. Taking this 
as my datum, Ii make out the following comparison of cost as between the two lines :- 

Present Line. £ a. d. 
Forming, draining, and macadamising 100 
chains, ® £11 lOs....... ... ... 1,600 0 0 
264 cubic yards 2*" metal for roadway 
macadamising, @ 6s. ... ... ... 79 4 0 

£1,679 4 0 

Proposed Line. £ S. 
954 chains macadamising, @ 14 cubic yard 
metal per lineal yard; also draining, £10 
88 ... ... .. ... ... 993 4 0 
40 chains forming and macadamising with 
14 cubic yard per lineal yard of road, in- 
cluding drain, £11 lOs. ... ... ... 460 0 0 
4 third-class culverts ... ... ... 50 0 0 

£1,503 4 0 
I have, &c., 

JOHN GORDON. 

Returned for reconsideration. I fail to see why work should cost less on the deviation thanon the present 
line.—W.C.B., 7/2/70. Mr. Gordon, B.C. 

Owing to theground being much higher and firmer, and requiring a smaller quantity of metal—(see plan 
and report.)—J.G., 2/3/70. 

No. 6. 
MR. ROAD-SUPRRINTRNDENT GORDON to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER YoR ROADS. 

SIR, Orange, 2 March, 1870. 

I have the honor to forward survey* of proposed deviation of Great Western Road, through Mr. Smith's Appendix A. 
land, near Molong. This new line can be opened for traffic by constructing five third-class culverts, and metalling 
40 chains of the roadway. Owing to the hard nature of the ground, over which most of this line passes, I think the 
40 chains metalling would be all that would be required for some time to come, when a good drain would be made 
on the upper side. In the original estimate of expenditure, 66 chains was laid off for metalling on the present line, 
but if the deviation be adopted we can do the 26 chains towards Bathurst in addition to the length for which 
tenders have been called. In the metalling of the deviation I would propose that 1 cubic yard to the yard should 
be ut on; then the traffic made to pass that way, and the metal on the present line taken up and put on the new 
work as blinding, &c., and thus save 4- cubic yard per lineal yard of metal on the fiat. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN GORDON. 

I have no objection to the course proposed, provided Mr. Smith will undertake to fence the road, and that 
Messrs. Johnson & Ilifiand have no objection. Mr. Gordon to ascertain if they will object, and I will then at once 
communicate with Mr. Smith.—W.C.B., 413/70. Mr. Gordon, B.C. 

Returned with report.—J.G, 14/3/70. 

No. 7. 
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No.7. 
Mn. ROAD-SUPERINTENDENT GORDON to THE CosaIIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOE ROADS. 

Orange, 14 March, 1870. 
- 

* Apponthx B SxnI have the honor to forward plan* again, with line marked A to B, as proposed by Mr. Smith. He 
objects to the line I laid out, as it passes between the sheep-yards and wool-shed. 

I do not see any objection to taking the line as proposed by him, as the ground is much the same; only it 
IS not so direct as the line first measured and marked in red. He also wanted me to take the line C to B flat. 
I refused, as the ground is not nearly so good, being more uneven at the end C, and swampy toward D. He is 
willing to adopt my line at this part, however, if you allow his line as pencilled from A to B. 

Mrs. ililland has no objection to the line proposed. It appears that Johnson only occupies the land from 
Blakefield, who, I am informed, is not the owner. Mr. Smith informs me that the original owner of this land was 
killed by the capsizing of his dray some years ago; that a man who was carrying on the road with this man at 
the time of his death took the land and occupied it for some time, and then getting into debt to Mr. Blakefield, 
and finding that he could not sell the land, went off, and Mr. Blakefield took and retained possession since, so 
that the land virtually belongs to the Government. as trustees for the heirs of the original owner. I however 
saw Mr. Blakefield, and the only answer I could get from him was that if he could get anything from the Govern-
ment he might as well have it, so that I do not think there will be any objection. 

Mr. Smith does not seem to think that he should fence through Blakefield's and Hilland's land. He is 
getting new fencing for the line, and says that lie will allow the old fencing to remain till the spring, so that the 
traffic may not be put on the new line in winter. 

I have, &e., 
JOHN GORDON. 

No. S. 
Mn. ROAD-SUPERiNTENDERT GORDON to THE COsIHIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Bathurst, 1 June, 1870. 

Sni, 
I have the honor to inform you that Mr. Smith wishes me to lay out the new line of road through 

his paddoeks at Molong. Would you please let me know if I can do so? I have not heard anything about it 
since forwarding the plan with pencil-marked deviation at Mr. Smith's sheep-yard marked thereon. He has the 
fencing stuff all ready, aid wants to get to work. 

I have, &e., 
JOHN GORDON. 

Yes. Mr. Gordon can lay out the line, but I wish him to send plan for proclamation and book of reference. 
He is aware of what the Survey Department require.—W.C.B., 3/6/70. Mr. Gordon, B.C. 

Noted and returned.—J.G., 20/6/70. 

No. 9. 
Mn. ROAD-SUPERINTENDENT GORDON to THE COansIsSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Orange, 27 September, 1870. 

Sin, 
In reply to your "minute paper" of the 7t]:i instant, I have the honor to inform you that the total 

length of fencing required for the deviation of the Great Western Road at Molong is as follows 
Through Messrs. Hilland and Johnson's land ... ,. 52 chains 
Ditto Mr. Smith's land ... ... ... 23812  do 

Total 29012  do 
I believe it was the arrangement that Mr. Smith should do the fencing through his own land at his own expense; 
but as, owing to the bad state of part of the present road, the public have been using his paddock, and damaged 
his fence at different places for more than a quarter of a mile, I think if the Government allow him for 40 chains 
of new fencing, the justice of the case will be met; and I may here add that it is a good job that this change is 
taking place, as the present roadway along the creek bank is falling away fast. - 

As to the damage of fencing at Boree, when the weather permits of my getting the stone spread, which has 
been lying broken in the lane this long time, and a fnrther extension of draining, winch I have commenced, it may 
have the desired effect. I did not observe any particular damage to fencing when I was last that way in August. 

I have, &c., 
,JOHN GORDON. 

A. deviation in the Western Road, near Molong, has been permitted by Mr. Smith. He was to have fenced 
the whole, but in consideration of the damage done by traffic it is recommended that he be, paid for 160 rods of 
new fencing. I have to request the sanction of the Honorable the Secretary for Public Works to the payment of 
this amount from Main Road votes, 1871.—W.C.B.. 29/9/70. Under Secretary, B.C. 

No. 10. 
MR. ROAD-SUPERINTENDENT GORDON to THE CoIMIssroNnE AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Orange, 16 December, 1870. 
SIR, 

I have the honor to forward plan and description for Proclamation of proposed deviation of G. W. 
Road, through Mr. Smith's land, near Molong. My estimate for thoroughly opening this line is as follows 

350 lineal yards, forming and metalling, lOs. ... ... ... £175 0 0 
5 culverts and approaches ... ... ... ... 100 0 0 

538 yards large drain in flat, is ... ... .., ,.. 26 8 0 
1,100 ,, catch ,, 6 d.... ,.. ... ... 27 10 0 
194 rods fencing through the lands of Mrs. Hilland and the late 

Michael Camber, 6s. ... ... ... ... 58 4 0 

£387 2 0 

I have, &c., 
JOHN GORDON. 

I 
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I recommend the immediate proclamation of this deviation; it is very much required, and the landowners all 
consent. Mr. Gordon's survey may be relied on.—W.C.B., 19/12/70. Under Secretary, B.C. 

Approved, J.B., 19/12/70. Roads, B.C., 22/12/70.—J.R. 
Under Secretary for Lands for transmission to the Surveyor General.—J.]Il, B.C., 29/12/70. Surveyor 

General, 4 January. 

Mr. District- SurveyorFisher is requested either to have such information added to this plan as may render 
it suitable for proclamation, or, if necessary, to have re-survey and new plan made of the portion of the road 
adopted by the Works Department—B. FITZGERALD (for Surveyor General), 30 January, 1871. 

Transferred to Mr. Licensed- SurveyorTarves, who will make the required surveys, connecting with the 
north-west corner of Mr. J. Smith's 640 acres on Gamboola, and with the eastern boundary of Mrs. ililland's 
(formerly J. Wood's) 98 acres.—E. FISHER, B.C., 12 April, 1871. 

No. 11. 

MINUTE FROM THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS to MB. ROAD-SUPERINTENDENT GORDON. 

Mr. Smith, of Gamboola, has called to this oc-e, to complain of the loss caused to him by the impassable 
state of the G. W. IR., along his property. He states, the traffic has been passing through his paddocks, and that a - 
quantity of the fencing has been destroyed and injured, so as to render it unfit for removal. Mr. Smith now 
considers he has an equitable claim for a portion of fencing of new, but Mr. Gordon to report. 

W.C.B., 7/9/70. 

Mr. Gordon to state the whole length of fencing required, and the rroportiou  he thinks the - Government 
should pay. 

The necessary operations for opening this deviation must be done late inDecember, or early in January. 
Report herewith.—J.G., 27/9/70. 
Mr. Bennett's recommendation approved.—J.S., 4/10/70. 
Mr. Gordon to forward voucher when vote for 1871 is available.—F.W. (for Commissioner), 10/10/70, B.C. 
Noted and returned.—J.G., 18/10/70. 

No. 12. 

ME. ROAD- SUPERINTEN DENT GORDON to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

SIR, 
Orange, 5 April, 1871. 

I have the honor to inform you that I have no papers in my possession relating to any correspondence 
about Smith's-lane, near Molong. 

I have called for tenders for the work required to open the road through Mr. Smith's paddocks; and if you 
think proper I can have it put in hand immediately. 

The works required are as follows 
350 yards forming and metalling. 
5 culverts. - 
530 yards large drain through swamp. 
1,100 ,, drain. 
194 rods fencing Johnson's and Hilland's land. 

I am to get the tenders on Monday, the 10th instant, and would recommend that the work should be comrn 
menced immediately. 

I did not receive your telegram till Monday morning, or I should have met you at Bathurst. 
- I have, &c., - - 

JOHN GORDON. 

Telegram sent not to accept tenders until further orders.—W.C.B. 

No. 13. 

Mn. E01D-SUPERINTENDRNT GORDON to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS 

SIR, 
Orange, 4 May, 1871. 

I have the honor to forward your written instructions, of which I have kept a copy. I also forward the 
tenders'I received for work  through Mr. Smith's land at Molong. 

I am going to commence the drawing or plot at once, and would like also to be getting the fencing done, or 
at least the stuff ready for putting up when we can enter the ground. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN GORDON. 

[Enclosures.] 
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[Enclosicres.] 

G. W. Road, 1871. 

Tenders for work at Mr. Smith's paddock. 
Accepted-John Herrick. 

£ s. ci. 
350 yards forming and metalling, at 9s. Gd .. 166 5 0 
First-class culvert ............. 50 0 0 
Three third-class culverts .. .. .. .. .. 45 0 0 
1,100 yards 2 ft. fin, drain .. .. .. .. .. 16 0 10 
530 ,, 3 ft. Gin... .. .. .. .. .. 13 5 0 

£290 10 10 

Must not expend more than £200. - 

Westwood, near Orange, 

Great Western Road, Mr. Smith's paddock, near Molong. 
10 April, 1871. 

I hereby propose to-do the work in the construction of- 
£ s. ci. 

350 lineal yards of road in accordance with the specification, 
at lOs. per lineal yard; .. .. .. .. .. 175 0 0 

Also 1,100 lineal yards drain, 2ft. Gin, deep, at 8d... .. 36 13 4 
Also 630 ,, ,, 3ft. 6in. ,, at is. Gd... 39 15 0 

£251 8 4 

Gravel as a first coat, if required, at 2s. per cubic yard. 
1 first-class culvert, 12ft. span.. .. .. .. .. 63 10 0 
3 third-class culverts, 6 ft. span, at £14 .. .. .. 42 0 0 
194 rods fencing, three-rails, at 6s. per rod .. .. .. 58 4 0 

£163 14 0 

£416 2 4 

J.G., 11/4/71. 
THOS. FARRAN. 

Orange, 10 April, 1871. 
Tender for work to Mr. J. Gordon, Road Superintendent. 

I, THE undersigned, do here agree to perform work required to be done in Smith's lane, near Molong, consisting of 
350 yards lineal of road forming and metalling for the sum of £210 stg.; and 1,630 yards of draining, at 9d. per yard, viz. 
£61 2s. 6d.; and 184 rods of three-rail fencing for the sum of 8s. per rod, or £73 12s., making the total amount of £344 14s. 6d. 
for all the works above mentioned. 

MICHAEL O'DONNELL, 
J.G., 11/4/71. Orange. 

M'Nally and Brown to Mr. J. Gordon 

Sir, 
10 April, 1871. 

We hereby tender for the contract of 350 cubic yards of 3 inch metal, in Smith's paddock, at the rate of six 
shillings and ten pence (6s. lOd.) per cubic yard, sum total of £119 us. 8d. Rough stone or gravel, two shillings and four-
pence (2s. 4cL) per cubic yard. 

350 yards of 3ft. 2in. deep drain, at is. per lineal yard. 
1,300 yards of drain, 21 feet deep, at eightpence (8d.) per lineal yard. 

JOHN M'NALLY. 
PATRICK BROWN. 

.J.G., 11/4/71. 
(4th District.-Sth Contract.) 

Mr. J. Herrick to Mr. Gordon. 

Sir, 
Orange, 10 April, 1871, 

I beg to tender for the following work, namely, at Mr. Smith's boundary-fence- - 
Section 1 286 lineal yards, through swamp 

2 64 ,, ,. west of swamp 

50 lineal yards in all,- 
£ s. ci. 

For the sum of 9s. Gd. per lineal yard .-. .. 166 5 0 
First-class culvert, and approaches made good .. .. 50 0 0 
3 third-class culverts, at £15 .. .. -. .. .. 45 0 0 
530 lineal yards of drain, at Gd. per yard - - .. -. 13 .5 0 
1,100 ,, at 3d.,, - - .. .. 16 0.10 

£290 10 10 
According to plan and specification. - -  

JOHN HERRICI{. 
Ballast, if required, at 3s. 6d. per cubic yard. 
J.G., 11/4/71. 

Mr. J. Smith to the Commissioner and Engineer for Roads. 
Gsmboola, Molong, 

Sir, 
2 May, 1871. 

Referring to the arrangement entered into by you to allow me half the cost of fencing the new road through my 
paddocks at this place, I beg to state that I have four fencers at work on this line, and that the total cost (including carriage) 
will be Ss. 7d. per rod, that is, 2s. 94d. per rod to be charged to Government. 

I will furnish you with the particulars as soon as the work is completed. 
I have, &c., 

JOHN SMITH. 

This 
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This is a deviation of the Main West Road at Molong. The previous papers are at the Survey Office for pro-
clamation. The deviation is made to get away from the Molong Creek, which is eating away the road as at West Maitland 
and Murrurrundi. Mr. Smith has offered the land and to do half the fencing, the Government doing the other half of the 
fencing through his land, and about 190 rods through'land belonging to Johnson and Hhlland. 

£200 will be required to metal a flat and drain the diversion, and about 600 yards of old metalled road will be aban-
doned, the greater part of which would have been eaten away by the creek in a short time; but this will not be all lost, as 
any available metal will be put on the diversion.. 

I have to recommend that formal authority be given for the payment of one-half of Mr. Smith's fence, and the whole 
of the fencing belonging to the two other properties; in all the outlay will be about £320; the cost of securing road from 
creek would have been £500 or £600.—W.C.B., 9/5/71. Under Secretary. B.C. 

Approved.—J. B., 12/5/71. Roads.—J.R., B.C., 16/5/71. 
Seen by Commissioner.—F.W. 

No. 14. 
MR. RoAD-SUPERINTENDENT GORDON to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Orange, 5 June, 1871. 
SIR, 

I have the honor to inform you that Mr. Smith, of Gamboola, objects to my cutting an outlet 
drain down his paddock, where we are making the road. My plan of doing this length was to cut a drain 6' x 4' x 2' on 
each side of the road, so as not only catch the rush of water which comes down the flat in wet weather, but also to 
thoroughly dry the road-bed before putting on any stone. To construct a first-class culvert at the west end of 
swamp, and then In an outlet drtin from this culvert, which, owing to the flatness of the land, would require to 
be nearly 160 yards long to get such fall as would clear the side drains and culvert. This he objects to and says 
that I ought to embank the road across the flat, so that the water would not run across it, as there is plenty of stone 
at hand. I told him there was no use putting stone on such a place without first thoroughly draining the sub-soil. 
In reply he quoted the case. of " Stewart v. Caples," in which the Chief Justice ruled that contractors and officers of 
the Government were only to do the least possible damage when passing through purchased property. In this case I 
do not know how to act. There is not sufficient money to make the road as Mr. Smith wants, and it would not then 
be so good a job as when drained as I proposed. I intended simply forming the road after being drained and 
putting on a narrow coat of metal broken to a,3" gauge, so as to get the work done for 2200. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN GORDON. 

The course proposed by Mr. Smith is the best if we had funds; must wait until we have.—W.C.B. 
If Mr. Smith will not allow the drain to be cut the matter must stand over until next year, as we really 

have no funds. Take no steps until Appropriation Act is passed.—W.C.B., 7/6/71. B.C. 
Mr. Smith has allowed a drain to be cut to the creek at his boundary-fence.—J.G., 24/7/71. W.C.B., 

26/7/71. 

No. 15. 
Ma. LICENSED-SURVEYOR TARvE5 to THE SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

SIR,
Bathurst, 25 September, 1871. 

In accordance with your instructions, dated 30th January, 1871, No. 16, to Mr. District-Surveyor 
Fisher, transferred to me, I have the honor to transmit herewith a plan of a deviation in the Great Western Road, 
near Molong, and also book of reference of the same. 

I have given the connections required in Mr. Fisher's memo. 

I have, &c., 
J. M. TARVES. 

No. 16. 
MRs. SARAH HILLAND to THE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

SIR, Molong, 8 January, 1872. 

Being the owner of 98 acres of land adjoining Mr. Blakeflelds, and adjacent to Mr. Smith's, 
near to where the new line of road is made, approaching Molong, and having been put to much inconveni- 
ence by the road passing near my house, as well as taking some of the best of my land, which I intended to have 
made a garden of in front of my house, I have the honor to request you will be pleased to inform me if the 
Government intend to make me any recompense or Compensation for such losses. 

I am a widow, struggling hard to maintain a family, and I do pray you will be pleased to take my ease into 
your favourable consideration. 

I have, &c., 
SAIRAJI HILLAND. 

No. 17. 
THE CLERK OF THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL to THE $ECRETARY roa LANDS. 

Executive Council Office, 

SIR, 15 March, 1872. 

In compliance with the request contained in the Under Secretary's letter of the 29th ultiino (No. Part of road 
23), I do myself the honor to inform you that no objection has been lodged with me to the formation of the from Molong to 
proposed parish road, noted in the margin. Orange. 

Ihave, &., 
A. C. BUDGE, 

Clerk of the Council. 

(Minute, 
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(Minute, 14 March, 1873.) 

THE Executive Council has authorized the confirmation of this road.—(Minute 73/12.) 
Confirmed, 24/3/73. See Roads, No. 73/423. Government Gazette, 25 April, 1873. 
The Principal Under Secretary, 29 April, 1873. 
The Works Department having arranged the fencing of this road, the confirmation is now recommended, 

notwithstanding the objection raised.—R. FITZGERALD (for the Surveyor General), 22 February, /73. 

No. 18. 
eAppendix C. THE Svitvxvon GENERAL to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOIl LANDS. 

TIrE accompanying plan, and book of reference of part of the road from Molong to Orange, near East Molong, 
county of Ashburnham, are forwarded, with the view to the opening of the line as a parish road, under the Act 
of Council, 4 William IV, No. 11. 

R. FITZGERALD, 
For Surveyor General. 

B.C., 9th December, 1871. 

(Minute, 18 December, 1871.) 

THE Executive Council has authorized the proclamation of this road.—(Minute 71/60.) 
Confirmed, 3/1/72. See Roads, No. 72 37. Government Gazette, 13 February, 1872. 
The Clerk of the Executive Council, 29 February, 1872. 

[Rnclosure in No. 18.] 

Booa OF REFERENCE of part of the road from Molong to Orange, near East Molong, to be opened as a parish road under the 
Act of Council 4 Wm. 41  No. 11, County of Aahburnbam. - 

No. Portion of Road. 

. 
ted Occupier. cIract

of 
der  Bearings. 

Lc.ghin 
Character 

ate fl edse5rtv  

of fencing. 

Culti- Breadth Area. 

From a point on the Mrs. Ililland.. Sirs. ROland.. Rocky ... Westerly ... 10 chains... One Three-rail 
I 

None... I chain 
a.rp. 
0 2 12 

south side of Great fence; not 
Western Road tol in good 
the boundary be- order. 
tween Mrs.Rilland's 
98 acres and the 
representatives of a 

the late llichacl 

2 
Camber's 89 acres. 
From the last-men- Representa- Representa. Good soil Westerly ... 18 chains One Inferior log None... 1 chain 1 1 16 , 
tioned boundary to tires of the tires of the 50 links, fence on 
west boundary of late M. Cam- late M. Cans- side of pre 
late M. Camber's her, her, sent road. .0 

3 
89 acres. 
From the last-men- Reserved Road Reserved Road Good soil Westerly ... 50 chains.,. One ... .None... 1 chain 0 0 8 

tioned boundary to 
the eastern bound- 
ary of J. Smiths 103 

............. 

4 
acres. 
From the last-mon. John Smith... John Smith... Good soil Westerly 67 chains One Threo.rail None... 1 chain 6 3 0 

tioned boundary to north- 30 links, fences; in 
a point on the east westerly ad go order 
ride of reserved road . 

5 
leading from Borer. 
From the last.men- Reserved Road Reserved Road Good soil North- 1 chain ... None... 1 chain 0 0 16 c 
tioned boundary to westerly. 

'5 the west side of the 
reserved road lead-  

None................. 

'0 

6 
ing from Boree. 

. 
John Smith... Good soil North- 52 chains Two Three-rail None.., x chain 3 0 28 5 

tioned boundary to westerly. 40 links, fences; in 
a point on the south good order 

From the last-men- John Smith ..... 

side of the Great 
Western Road, near 
the old bridge. 

J. 31. TARVES, 
L.S. 

No. 19. 
MEMORANDUM. 

Roads Branch, 
- 4 April, 1872. 

MP.MOIIANDUM of subjects requiring explanation or completion, in connection with the survey and plan of a 
deviation in the Great Western Road, near Molong, transmitted by Mr. Licensed- Surveyor Tarves, letter No. 71/54 
of 25th September, 1871, and on which Mr. L.-S. Tarves' report in. 

Subject. Report. 

From the plan and book of reference it cannot be The memo. respecting fencing is herewith enclosed. 
ascertained what enclosures will be thrown open by the I did not furnish it previously, as the Road Superinten-
deviation, as it is represented as partly fenced, nor can dent had made arrangements for the fencing previous to 
it be ascertained what class of fencing or how much any survey. The fencing of the deviation shown on my 
should be (riven to each individual, plan was erected by Mr. John Smith, he having agreed 

Mr. arves' attention is directed to paragraph No. with the Roads Department to pay half the cost. 
65 of the new regulations. J. M. TARVES. 

R. FITZGERALD, 10th January, 1872. 
(For Surveyor General.) it 
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It is recommended that the Commissioner for Main Roads be requested to report whether the statement 
made by Mr. Licensed-Surveyor Tarves is correct: that the Works Department have undertaken to fence this 
deviation.—R. FITZGERALD (for Surveyor General), 4th February, 1873. 

The Under Secretary for Public Works, B.C., 6/2/73. 
This has been arranged by the Department, to prevent delay.—W.C.B., 10/2/73. 

MEMORARDVR of information as to enclosures, works required, &c., on a deviation in the Great Western Road from 
Orange to Molong, the distance being 1 mile and 65j chains. 

Owner or Occupier. 
• 

d Enclosed Land. 

Cleared. Uncleared. 

Description 
of Existing 
Fence, 

Rods of 
Fencing 
required. 

Probable 
coot per 
rod. 

o 0 Amount of 
necessary 
Expenditure. 

, 
'  

go  

g 

£ s.d. 
Three-rail 
in fair order 

1962 6s. 288 12 0 
Reserved Road j 

4 do. ' 1 4 0 

JohnSmith ................... 

Representative of Michael 
Camber 5 Three-rail 1 104 do 31 4 0 ................... .... 

.... 
.... 1 in bad order 

{ in ier 

5 
}56 do. 

- 
16 16 0 . Mrs. Hilland.................. 

1,126 cost 337 16 0 

No. 20. 
THE PRINcIpAl. UNDER SECRETARY to TNE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

Colonial Secretary's Office, 
Sydney, 12 June, 1873. 

In reply to your letter of the 29th April last (No. 72/430), I am directed by the Colonial Secretary to 
state, for the information of the Secretary for Lands, that no applications have been received in this Office for 
compensation in respect to the line of road, viz., part of the road from Molong to Orange, near East Molong, 
County of Ashburnham. 

I have, &c., 
W. GOODMAN, 

(for the Under Secretary.) 
Mr. Licensed-Surveyor Tarves to formally open the road. Licensed-Surveyor Tarves, 2 July, 1873, No. 150. 

[Three Plane.] 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

;IEW SOIJTII WTALiS 

CLAIM OF MR. STEPHEN SCHOLEY. 
(PETITION OF MR. J. EOKFORD, AGAINST.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 7 October, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly. 
The Petition of Joseph Eckford,—

HUMBLY SUOWETIL 
That your Petitioner has heard with regret and surprise, that your Honorable House has 

agreed to adopt the Report of the Select Committee, recommending to the favourable consideration of the 
Executive Government the case of Stephen Scholey, for alleged loss and damage, caused by an action-at-
law between the said Stephen Scholey and your Petitioner, which arose out of charges made against your 
Petitioner by the said Stephen Scholey, of misappropriation of public money, in the matter of the 
Cessnock Road. 

That your Petitioner respectfully submits that the said Report and the proceedings of the said 
Committee are greatly open to question, and that the said Stephen Scholey is not entitled to be reimbursed 
from the Public Treasury for any loss or damage alleged to have been sustained by him in the matter 
referred to ; that the witnesses summoned and examined before the said Committee were chosen from 
personal friends of the said Stephen Scholey, and were further liable to be prejudiced by personal hostility 
to your Petitioner. 

That, not only is such reimbursement of the said Stephen Scholey from the Public Treasury, for 
such alleged loss and damage, calculated to inflict great injury upon public interests, but also to prejudice 
your Petitioner, inasmuch as the claim of the said Stephen Scholey is founded upon the said charges 
against your Petitioner, which charges your Petitioner maintains to be wholly unfounded, and which the 
said Stephen Scholey has entirely failed to prove ; that the facts of the case in regard to the said expendi-
ture of public money upon the Cessnock Road, are as stated below :- 

That your Petitioner denies having misappropriated any public money, as is stated by the said Stephen 
Scholey, and that your Petitioner implored the Select Committee, as will be seen by his evidence, to sum-
mon witnesses to prove, as they did in the Supreme Court, that they received the sums of money your 
Petitioner was charged with misappropriating ;  and your Petitioner believes the said Stephen Scholey in 
making such charges to have been actuated by malice against your Petitioner. 

In proof of which your Petitioner calls the attention of your Honorable House to the following 
extracts from the evidence taken before the 'Select Committee :—Questions by Mr. Forster to Mr. Stephen 
Scholey, from 168 to 188. Questions by Mr. Forster, from 340 to 345, to Stephen Scholey, clearly proves 
the prevaricating manner in which the said Stephen Scholey gave his evidence. Questions by Mr. Webb 
to Stephen Scholey, 437-438-439-440--444--448, the answers to which, by Mr. Stephen Scholey, are 
untrue, in proof of which your Petitioner respectfully refers your Honorable House to the minute-book 
of the Maitland District Council, and to the evidence taken on March 21st, which will give all the necessary 
information upon that and other matters of the greatest moment, and will show that the money your 
Petitioner was charged with misappropriating, in October, 1868, was paid, by resolution of the Council, on 
August 17th, 1869, and your Petitioner's evidence throughout will show that your Petitioner was desirous 
of provinghis innocence in the matter before the said Committee, but was prevented from doing so, and 
that the witnesses he desired to call were not summoned, on the ground that the charges against your 
Petitioner were not in question before the said Committee. 

That, nevertheless, the said Stephen Scholey and other witnesses were examined by leading questions 
with a view to elicit statements damaging to the character of your Petitioner, which statements your 
Petitioner has had no opportunity of disproving, and which your Petitioner can easily disprove if such 
opportunity had been given him, as formerly, before the Supreme Court. 

That, on the said trial, Mr. Justice. Faucett., as will be seen per Herald's report, charged the jury to 
the following effect :-" The jury must look at all his acts and proceedings, and their natural tendency, on 
the one hand, and at the information upon which he had acted; and on the other, at the faOt of his not having 
communicated to his brother Councillor the nature of the charges. They must also judge whether, in 
pressing for the adoption of the report, he had been actuated by a sense of duty and a belief that the 
matter ought to be at once placed before the public, or by a wish to hurry on the matter to the plaintiff's 
prejudice in his absence. 

114— 
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That your Petitioner has been farther greatly prejudiced, and the said Stephen Scholey been placed 
in a position of unfair advantage, by the circumstances of the said Stephen Scholey being a Member of the 
Legislative Assembly, and being thereby enabled to converse with other Members of your Honorable 
House, and to make statements and advance arguments on his own behalf, and against the character and 
interests of your Petitioner, on occasions when your Petitioner was not present, and, accordingly, to influ-
ence votes and discussions, so as to benefit the said Stephen Scholey, and to prejudice your Petitioner. 

That, in the event of the Executive Government being influenced by the adoption of the said report, 
or by the said Stephen Scholey, to place a sum upon the Estimates, with a view to the reimbursement of 
the said Stephen Scholey in the matter aforesaid, your Petitioner earnestly prays yoiir Honorable House to 
refuse to grant such sum or any sum of money, with a view to such reimbursement, until a thorough, 
searching, and impartial inquiry be made into the charges and counter-charges between your Petitioner 
and the said Stephen Scholey, the Beport brought up by the Select Committee being entirely one-sided, 
and based upon neither evidence nor facts. 

And your Petitioner shall ever pray. 

Sydney, October 2nd, 1873. 

Sydney: Thomas lUchards, Government Printer.-1873, 

[3d.] 

JOSEPH ECKFOED. 
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1S73. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

WALKER & CARLOW STREETS ENCLOSURE BILL. 
(PETITION AGAINST—INHABITANTS OF NORTH SHORE) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 15 October, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 
The Petition of the undersigned Inhabitants of the North Shore,—

HUMBLY SIIOWETH :- 

That your Petitioners are made aware, by means of the Public Press, that a Bill is now before 
your Honorable House to legalize the shutting up of Carlow-street and Walker-street, in the Borough of 
St. Leonards, North Shore. 

Your Petitioners would respectfully beg leave to state that upwards of two years ago the Muni-
ipal Council of the Borough of St. Leonards, without calling a meeting of the inhabitants, or consulting 
them in any way, shut up the streets in question, and that the Bill now before your Honorable House is 
brought in to legalize this most illegal act. That a similar Bill was brought in last Session, which, on the 
13th December, 1872, was referred to a Select Committee. That two petitions were presented to your 
Honorable House last Session against the passing of that Bill, containing 346 signatures, all of whom are 
residents or property-holders on the North Shore, while one petition with 160 signatures was presented in its 
favor, thus giving more than two to one against the passing of the Bill. That several of the witnesses called 
and examined by the Committee in favor of the Bill were Aldermen of the Borough of St. Leonards at the 
time the streets in question were shut up, and therefore.were thus called upon to give evidence in favor of 
their own illegal act. That on the 19th March, 1873, a quorum of the Committee, consisting of Mr. 
Tunks, Mr. Burns, with Mr. Hill dissenting, agreed to a report in favor of the Bill, notwithstanding that 
the impartial evidence taken and signatures to the petitions largely preponderated in the opinion of your 
Petitioners against the passing of the Bill. That the increased value of land spoken of by several of the 
witnesses called in favor of the Bill is due to the increase of population on the North Shore and the 
facilities of communication, and not to the shutting up of the streets as they allege, because it must be 
evident to your Honorable House that the effect of shutting up streets is to do away with all traffic, and 
therefore to destroy the value of land in the neighbourhood. 

That your Petitioners would respectfully refer your Honorable House to the two petitions presented 
last Session against the passing of the Bill and evidence taken by the Committee, and would beg leave to 
submit the following reasons against enclosing the streets in question:--  

That the whole of the traffic to Middle Harbour, the Forts, the Water Reserve, &c., on the 
one hand and to Sydney on the other, is thereby thrown into Falcon-street and Ridge-street, 
causing a detour of more than half a mile. 
That both these streets have very steep gradients, in some places as much as one in twelve, and 
are therefore unfit for heavy traffic, and could not be made so, except at an enormous expense, 
for cutting and filling up far beyond the means of the Municipality. 
That Ridge-street is wholly impassable at the south-east corner of the Reserve for public 
recreation, owing to a precipice; and a temporary roadway has been opened there, only by 
cutting off and misapplying about an acre of the Reserve, as shown on the plan attached to 
the Bill. 
That both Carlow-street and Walker-street, where they pass through the Reserve, are not only 
perfectly level and fit for any traffic, but are fully half a mile nearer. 
That land bought from the Government on the faith of these streets being dedicatedfor public 
use, would, in the neighbourhood of the Reserve, be very much depreciated in value by 
shutting them up, and the owners of such land would in that event be entitled to claim 
compensation from the Government. 

Your Petitioners therefore pray that they may be heard by Counsel at the Bar of your Honorable 
House against the passing of the Bill. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[Here follow 42 Signatures.] 

[3d.] 144— 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

TOLLS ON WESTERN ROAD. 
(PETITION OF CARRIERS AGAINST.) 

Ordered by the Legi8lative AsembFy to be printed, 10 December, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Carriers on the Western Road, and others interested in 
the Western traffic,— 

SHOWETH 

That your Petitioners are eigaged in the traffic on the Great Western Road. 

That there are four toll-bars between Raglan Railway-station and Orange, a distance of forty miles. 
- The first about three miles from Raglan, which demands a fee of sixpence per head for every beast drawing, 
the second twelve miles beyond Bathurst, the third at Guyong, eleven miles further, and the fourth within 
two miles of Orange, all of which three last-named demand a fee of threepence per head for every beast 
drawing and a tonnage fee for the loading carried. 

That your Petitioners find these taxes extremely oppressive, so mtxch so as to prevent their gaining 
a fair livelihood. 

Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that this matter of tolls may receive consideration, and grant 
us such relief as you may deem fit. 

And your Petitioners will ever pray, &c.  

[Here follow 94 signatures.] - 

291— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

:SYDNEY AND STJBTJRBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL. 
(PETITION AGAINST—CITIZENS. OP SYDNEY.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assernbl'y to be printed, 17 February, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 

GENTLEMEN 

We, the undersigned Citizens of Sydney, respectfully draw your attention to the great injustice 

that would be done to us, and serious injury to our business and properties, by the passing of the proposed 
Bill to enable certain parties to lay down Tramways in several streets of Sydney. We respectfully 
ubmit that the narrow width and configuration of our streets utterly precludes the idea of laying down 
and running Tramways in them, unless by entirely banishing the traffic at present carried on, thereby 
destroying our business and ruining our properties. It is incontestable that the Tramway formerly laid in 
Pitt-street drove nearly all the vehicle traffic out of that street, and caused not only many serious accidents 
but ultimately loss of life. In answer to the latter statement, it is urged that the proposed Tramways are 
to be on an improved principle, and that the rails will never be exposed above the roadway. This, we 

most respectfully submit, is not possible; for, owing to the friable nature of materials composing the surface 
.of our streets, it is constantly being ground down by the traffic, and removed by winds, rain, and street-
cleaning. 

Your Petitioners have been informed that in several Cities of England, where Tramways on the 
improved principle" are laid down, that they have so interfered with the ordinary traffic and injured 
business and property, that steps are now being taken to cause their removal. 

Your Petitioners respectfully pray your Honorable House to refuse its sanction to any Bill having 
for its object the laying down of Tramways in theCity of Sydney. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[Here follow 308 SignatEre&] 

[3d.3 397— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREET TRAM WAYS BILL 
(PETITION AGAINST—INHABITA1cTS OF PADDINGTON, WOOLLAHRA, AND WAVERLEY.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be pri'mted, 27 February, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in 

Parliament assembled. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Property-holders and Residents of South Head Road, 
Paddington, Woo]lahra, and Waverley,— 

RESPxCTFULLY SHOWETR 

That your Petitioners are aware that a Bill has lately been introduced into Parliament intituled 
"The Sydney and Suburban Street Tramway Bill." 

That many of your Petitioners believe that the establishment of such Tramway would have the 

effect of reducing the value of property along which the lines were laid. 

That the charges for passengers by the Tramway would be higher than the Omnibus fares, and your 

Petitioners would be much inconvenienced thereby, as the Omnibuses would not be ]icensed to run on the 
same roads as the Tramway. 

That those of your Petitioners who are in favour of Tramways to the suburbs hold that such works 

should be undertaken by the Government, so that the rates for passengers might be as low as possible, 

compatible with a moderate return on the expenditure; and also that, in the event of the Tramway proving 

a nuisance, it could be removed without the Government having to allow a large sum by way of compen 
sation, as would otherwise be the case if the property belonged to a Company or Firm. 

Your Petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that your Honorable House will not pass the said Bill. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. 

[Here follow 733 Signaturesj 

S 

3d.] 423— 
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1873-s. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

SYDNEY AND STJBTJRBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL; 
(PETITION AGAINST—CHAIRMAN AND DIRECTORS OF THE NEWTOWN OMNIBUS COMPANY,) 

Ordered by the Legislative As8embly to be printed, 3 JJfarclt, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in 

Parliament assembled. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Chairman and Directors of the Newtown Omnibus 
Company (Limited),— 

RE8PECTPULLY SnOWETH :- 

That your Petitioners represent a Company called into existence under laws having the sanction 
of your Honorable House. 

That your Petitioners have been put to great expense in the improvement of the plant, in order to 
meet the requirements of the laws for the regulation of Public Vehicles. 

That your Petitioners have seen that there is now before your Honorable House a Bill to incor-
porate a Company under the name of the "Sydney and Suburban Tramway Company," and that in the said 
Bill power is proposed to be given to the said Company to construct and maintain a Tramway on the line 
of road for which we now furnish the public accommodation by omnibuses. 

That your Petitioners, whilst not wishing to obstruct; any measure that may be deemed necessary 
for the advancement of the public interest., yet would respectfully submit that some consideration should 

be shown them in consequence of the great expense entailed on them in keeping up so far a high class 

traffic on the roads under their charge, and which expense already amounts to upwards of five thousand 
pounds. 

Your Petitioners would point out that there has never been any desire expressed by the inhabitants 
of Newtown, or the surrounding district, for the construction of the said Tramway, nor have the Municipal 
Council or Road Trust declared themselves in favour thereof. 

Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray your Honorable House to take the premises into your 
favourable consideration, and reject the said Bill, or, in the event of its passing, that your Honoxable 
House will make provision therein for the due protection of your Petitioners' rights and interests. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c,, &c. 

[,7lerc follow 6 S1ignature8.] 

(3i.3 426— 
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

SYDNEY AND STJBTJRBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL.. 
(PETITION AGAINST—SHAREHOLDERS OF THE WOOLLARRA AND WAVERLEY OMNIBUS COMPANY.) 

Ordered by the Legilative Arreablij to beprüited, 3 .Tlfareh, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in 

Parliament assembled. 

The Petition of the undersigned Shareholders in the Woollahra and Waverley United Omnibus 
Company,— 

HUMBLY SJIOWETH :- 

That your Petitioners are shareholders in the Woollahra and Waverley United Omnibus 
Company, and that the value of the plant is over six thousand pounds. 

That the Company's omnibuses are a great convenience to the public, as they run daily between 
Sydney and Paddington, Woollahra, Waverley, and Bondi, at intervals of only a few minutes, from eight 
o'clock a.m. till eleven p.m., and that the fares are only three-pence for a distance of five miles. 

That although your Petitioner's Company has been established over two years, they have not yet 
paid any dividend, as their profits have been appropriated in building new omnibuses for the purpose of 
fully meeting the requirements of the public. 

That your Petitioners are aware that a Bill has been laid before your Honorable House intituled 
"The Sydney and Suburban Street Tramway Bill," in which it is proposed to lay a Tramway along .the 
roads used by the Petitioner's omnibuses. 

That the effect of passing the said Bill would be to ruin your Petitioners, whose plant in consequence 
thereof would be of little value, and that without any advantage to the public, as the fares proposed to be 
pharged on the Tramway are higher than the present omnibus rates. 

Your Ptitioners therefore humbly pray that your Honorable House will not pass the said Bill. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[Here folio u, 31 S'ignaturee.] 

L3.J 427— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMELY. 

NE W SOUTU WALES. 

SYDNEY AND STJBTJRBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL. 
(PETITION AGAINST-RESIDENTS OF GEORGE-STREET, SYDNEY.) 

Ordered by the .Legislztive Arrembly to be primted, 18.March, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 
The Prayer of the undersigned Preeholders and Residents of George-street, Sydney,—

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETR :- 

That your Petitioners have heard with surprise and alarm that a Bill is now before your 
Honorable Assembly for the purpose of enabling certain persons to construct a Tramway in George-street, 
Sydney. 

That the construction of such Tramway would be fraught with serious loss and damage to the 
properties and business of your Petitioners, and would tend to divert the business traffic from that portion 
of the street where the Tramway was constructed. 

That such Tramway would be a dangerous nuisance, and would imperil the safety and the lives of 
persons riding or driving along the street where same were laid. 

That such Tramway is not required for the public use, as the present modes of conveyance are 
sufficient for all present purposes. 

That the Tramway proposed to be laid down would not be less dangerous than the Tramway formerly 
laid in Pitt-street, Sydney, and which Tramway was the cause of much injury, inconvenience, and loss of 
life, and cousequently had to be taken up. 

That the effect of allowing any- number of persons to construct a Tramway in any portion of our 
thoroughfares, would be to virtually hand over the same to those persons for their exclusive use and 
benefit. 

In view of the foregoing facts, your Petitioners pray that your Honorable Assembly will not 
accede to the request of any persons to be allowed to construct a Tramway in any portion of our streets. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. 

[Here follow 43 &gnatre8.] 

- [3d.] 471— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

SYDNEY AND STJBTIRBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL. 
(PETITION OF RESIDENTS OF GEORGE-STREET, PRAYDTG TO BE hEARD BY COUNSELAT THE BAR OF THEJIOUSE—AGAINST.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 20 Jlfarch, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 

The prayer of your Petitioners—Freeholders and Residents of. George-street, in the City of 
Sydney,— 

RE5PEcTrULLY Sliowuru 

That a Petition against the Sydney and Suburban Street Tramway Bill, now before your 

Honorable Assembly, was presented on Tuesday, the seventeenth day of March instant, by Joseph Wearne, 
Esquire, Member of the Legislative Assembly for West Sydney, to your Honorable House. 

That your Petitioners humbly pray that they may be heard in support of such Petition by Counsel 
at the Bar of your Honorable House. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &e. 

Signed for selves and other Petitioners. 

[Here follow 9 &gnatures.] 

[ed.] 481— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

SYDNEY AND STJBTIRBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL. 
(PETITION IN FAVOUR OF—MUNICIPAL COUNCIL OF WAVERLEY.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to bepriated, 18 March, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales. 

The humble Petition from the Municipal Council of Waverley,— 

SROWETH 

That your Petitioners believing the "Tramway Bill" now before your Honorable House to be 
pre- eminently suitable for the requirements of the passenger trnfflc of the City of Sydney and its suburbs, 
humbly pray that your Honorable House will take the said "Tramway Bill" into your most favourable 
consideration. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, shall ever pray. 

[Here follow 8 Signatures.] 

[3d.] 469— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATrVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL. 
(PETITION RESPECTINa—MAYOR, ALDERMEN, AND CITIZENS OF SYDNEY.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be priited, 18 March, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in 
Parliament assembled. 

The humble Petition of the Mayor, Aldermen, and Citiens of the City of Sydney,—

MOST EESPECTFULLY SnowETu :- 

That a Bill is now under the consideration of Parliament, intituled the Sydney and Suburban 
Street Tramways Bill. 

That as such Bill will in a measure take the control of portions of certain streets in the City of 
Sydney out of the hands of your Petitioners, they are desirous that the same should not pass into law in 
its present shape. 

Your Petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that the said Bill may be so amended as to limit its opera-
tion for a period of twenty-one years. 

And your Petitioners, as in iuty bound, will ever pray. 

The Common Seal of the Mayor, Aldermen, and Citizens of the City of Sydney 

was affixed hereto by Charles Henry Woolcott, Town Clerk of the City of L 
Sydney, this seventeenth day of March, in the year one thousand eight 
hundred and seventy-four. 

CHAS. H. WooLco. 

'C 

ISd.] 470— 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE, ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

REPORT FROM THE SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON THE 

SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREET 
TRAMWAYS BILL; 

TOGETHER WITH THE 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE, 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE, 

AND 

APPENDIX. 

ORDERED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY TO BE PRINTED, 

19 December, 1873. 

SYDNEY: THOMAS BICKAEDS, GOVERNMENT PRINTER. 

[is. 3d.) 
1874. 
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1873. 

EXTRACTS FROM THE VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS OP THE 
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

VOTES No. 44. FRIDAY, 21 NOVEMBER, 1873. 

6. SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL (" Ibruuil" Motion) :—Mr. Burns moved, pursuant 
to Notice,— 
That the Sy1ney and Suburban Street Tramways Bill be referred to a Select Committee for 

inquiry and report. 
That such Committee consist of Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Oakes, Mr. Macintosh, Mr. Tunks, Mr. 

Combes, Mr. Jacob, Mr. Grahame, Mr. Nelson, Mr. Thomas Brown, and the Mover. 
Question put and passed. - 

VoTEs No. 60. FRIDAY, 19 DECEMBER, 1873. 

2. SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREET TRAMWAYS BILL :—Mr. Burns, as Chairman, brought up the Report 
from, and laid upon the Table the Minutes of Proceedings of, and of Evidence taken before, the 
Select Committee for whose consideration and report this Bill was referred on 21st November, 
1873, together with Appendix. 
Ordered to be printed. 
* * * * * * * * * * 
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1873. 

SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREET TRAMWAY BILL. 

REPORT. 

THE SELECT COMMITTEE of the Legislative Assembly, for whose consideration and 

Report was referred, on 21st November, 1873,—" The Sydney and Snbnrban 

Street Tamways Bill,"—beg to report to your Honorable House,— 

That they have examined the witnesses named in the List' (whose evidence *(See List, page 6. 

will be found appended hereto), and that the Preamble having been satisfactorily 

proved to your Committee they proceeded to consider the several Clauses and 

Schedules of the Bill in which it was deemed necessary to make certain amendments, 

together with an amendment in the.Title. 

Your Committee now beg to lay before your Honorable House the Bill as 

amended by them, with an amendment in the Title. - 

E. F. BURNS, 

Chairman. 
.No. 2 Committee Room, 

0 

Sydney, 19th December, 1873. 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 

THURSDAY, 27 HOJ7RMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Burns, Mr. Nelson, 
Mr. Tanks, Mr. Grahame, 

Mr. Macintosh. 
Mr. Burns called to the Chair. 
Entry in Votes and Proceedings, appointing the Committee, read by the Clerk. 
Printed copies of the Bill referred, and the original Petition to introduce the same, before the 

Committee. 
Present :—W. F. M'Carthy, Esq. (Solicitor for the Bill). 

J. B. Larsen, Esq., C.E. (One qf the Promoters of the Bill.) 
J. D. Larsen, Esq., C.E., examined. 
Witness produced Reports in reference to the working of the Tramway system in Great Britain 

and on the Continent of Europe, also plans of same. 
Room cleared. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That George Thornton, Esq., W. M. Alderson, Esq., and John Watkins, Esq., be sum- 

moned to give evidence next meeting. 

[Adjourned to Tuesday next, at Two o'clock.] 

TUESDAY, 2 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Burns in the Chair. 
Mr. Macintosh, I Mr. Grahame, 

Mr. Oakes. 
Present :—W. F. M'Carthy, Esq. (Solicitor for the Bill). 

J. D. Larsen, Esq., C.E. (One of the Promoters of the Bill). 
W. M. Alderson, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
John Watkins, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
J. D. Larsen, Esq., C.E., further examined. 
Witness handed in letters from Municipal Councils favourable to this Bill, which were ordered to 

be appended (SeeAppendices A 1 to 4); and produced Diagrams showing improvements of present rail 
over those formerly in use. 

Room cleared. 
Chairman informed the Committee' that he had received a letter from Mr. Thornton, informing him 

of his inability to give any valuable information, but that if it was the desire of the Committee he would 
attend and give evidence. 

Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That Lancelot Threlkeld, Esq., Edgar Layard, Esq., George Thornton, Esq.., and John 

Whitton, Esq., be summoned to give evidence next meeting. 

[Adjourned to Thursday next at half-past Two o'clock.] 

THURSDAY, 4 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Burns in the Chair. 
Mr. Nelson, Mr. Grahame, 
Mr. Jacob, Mr. Tunks, 
Mr. Macintosh, Mr. Oakes. 

Present :—W. F. M'Carthy, Esq. (Solicitor for the Bill). 
J. D. Larsen, Esq., C.E. (One of the Promoters of the Bill). 

George Thornton, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Lancelot Threlkeld, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Edgar Layard, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 

J. 
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J. H. Thomas, Esq. (Civil Engineer), called in and examined. 
Boom cleared. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered ,—That J. H. Thomas, Esq., C.E., be summoned to give evidence next meeting. 
Be-assembling of the Committee to be arranged bythe Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] V  

WEDHESDAY, 10 DECEMBER, 1872. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 
Mr. Burns in the Chair. 

Mr. Grahame, Mr. Thomas Brown, 
Mr. Jacob, Mr. Macintosh. 

Present :—W. F. M'Carthy; Esq. (Solicitor for the Bill). 
J. B. Larsen, Esq., C.E. (One of the Promoters of the Bill). 

J. H. Thomas, Esq., C.E., called in and further examined. 
Witness handed in Memorandum of his views in respect to Pramways, which was ordered to be 

appended. (See Appendi.rBl.) 
Mr. John Young called in and examined. 
Witness produced plan of Tramways in New York and Philadelphia, also photographs of Tram-cars 

used in New York, Glasgow, and New Orleans. 
Witness withdrew. 
J. H. Thomas, Esq., C.E., further examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Mr. John Woods called in and examined. 
Boom cleared. 
Committee deliberated. 

[Adjourned to Friday next, at half-past Two o'clock.] 

FRIDAY, 12 DECEMBEr?, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 
Mr. Burns in the ChairL 

Mr. Jacob, I Mr. Nelson, 
Mr. Macintosh. 

Present :—W. F. M'Carthy, Esq. (Solicitor for the Bill). 
J. B. Larsen, Esq., C.E. (One of the Promoters of the Bill). 

J. B. Larsen, Esq., C.E., further examined. 
Boom cleared. - 
Preamble considered. 
Question—" That this Preamble stand part of the Bill"—put and passed. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

FRIDAY, 19 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT : — 

V 

Mr. Burns in the Chair. 
Mr. Nelson, I Mr. Combes, 

Mr. Oakes. 
Billfurther considered. 
Clauses ii and 2 read and agreed to. . V 

Clause 3 read, amended (on motion of Mr. Nelson), and agreed to. -See Schedule of 
Clauses 4 to 65 inclusive read and agreed to. Amendments.  

Clause 66 read, amended* (on motion of Mr. Nelson), and agreed to. 48ee Schedule of 

Clauses 67 to 80 inclusive read and agreed to. Amendments. 

Clause 81 read, amended* (on motion of Mr. Nelson), and agreed to. . 
* See Schedule of 
Amendments. 

Clauses 82 to 99 inclusive read and agreed to. 
Clause 100 read, ainended* (on motion of Mr. Nelson), ind agreed to. *See Schedule of 
Clauses 101 to 121 read and agreed to. Amendments. 

*See Schedule of 
Clause 122 read, amended* (on motion of Mr. Nelson), and agreed to. Amendments. 

Clause 123 read, amended* (on motion of Mr. Nelson), and agreed to. 
*5cc Schedule of 
Amendments. 

Clauses 124 to 144 inclusive read and agreed to. 
Clause 145 read, amended* (on motion of Mr. Nelson), and agreed to. 

* See Schedule of 
Amendments. 

Clauses 146 to 165 read and agreed to. V 

Schedules read and agreed to. V 

Title read, amended* (on motion of Mr. Nelson), and agreed to. * &e Schedule of 
Chairman to report Bill with amendments. Amendment,. 

270—s • SCHEDULE 



572 

6 

SCHEDULE OF AMENDMENTS. 

Clause 3, line 27, after "Ridley" insert "John Young George Kiss John Woods" 
Clause 66, lines 6 and 7, omit "on the first Monday in the months of or." 
Clause 81, line 53, after "Ridley" insert "John Young George Kiss and John Woods" 
Clause 100, lines 49 and 50, omit "shall have at least five shares in the Company and he." 
Clause 122, line 18, omit "Albion," insert "Vickery"; also insert "Power-street," after "and." 
Clause 123, line 22, omit "fifteen hundred," insert "one thousand." 
Clause 145, line 12, after "the" insert "effective." 
Title, omit " City," line 1, insert "Sydney." 

LIST OF WITNESSES. 

PA. 

Alderson, W. M., Esq . ..................................................... . ................................. '6 
Larsen, J. P., Esq., C.E. ..................................................................................... 1, 9, 24 
Layarcl, Edgar, Esq . .......................................................................................... 14 
Thomas, J. H.; Esq., C.E. .................................................................................... 16, 17, 20 
Thornton, George, Esq . ......................................................................................... 9 
Threlkeld, Lancelot, Esq . .................................................................................... 13 
Watkins, John, Esq . ............. . ............................................................................ 8 
Woods, John ................................................................................................... 22  
Young, John ................................................................................................... 18 
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LEGISLATIVE AS8EIBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

MINTITES OF. EVIDENCE 

TAKEN BEFORE 

TUE SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON TII 

SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREETS TRAMWAY BILL. 

THURSDAY, 27 HOVEMBE, 1873. 

Mn. BURNS, Mn. MCINTOSiT, 
Mn. GRAHAME, Mn. NELSON, 

Mit. TUNKS. 

JOHN F. BURNS, ESQ., IN THE CIIAIfl. 

Mr. M'Carthy appeared as Solicitor for the Bill. 

Jorgen Daniel Larsen, Esq., was called in and examined :- 
Ghairman. You are the promoter of a Bill for the construction of tramways in the city and suburbs J. D. Larsen, 

of Sydney? I am the engineer and promoter. Esq. 
Mr. JUPUar1iy.] You have had considerable experience as an engineer? Yes. I have been engaged e--

professionally in connection with tramways from the time that the tramways were first started in London. 27 Nov., 1873. 
In 1868 we made the first movement with these tramways there, and from that time to this I have been 
the engineer for many lines and Companies, both in England and abroad. 
You have constructed lines, I believe, not only in London but also in other cities of England? I have. 
And also upon the Continent? Yes. If you will allow the, I will enumerate those cities in which I 

have been engaged ill laying down tramways, and inform you what my experience has been in these matters. 
I have been engineer for something like 42 miles of tramways in London. I was consulting 
engineer to the Edinburgh tramway after the line was started, but not as the engineer when the Bill was 
before Parliament. I have been the engineer for lines in Belfast, Cardiff, and Portsmouth. I was assistant 
consulting engineer to the Glasgow tramways, with Mr. Hopkins, the engineer. I have also been the 
engineer for the tramways laid down in Brussels, Paris, Madrid, and Copenhagen, and I started the works 
at Bucharest. 

Comparing the streets of Sydney, through which you propose to run these tramways, with the streets in 
the cities where you have constructed your tramways in England and on the Continent;—what is the result? 
The Sydney streets in which I propose to construct these tramways are wider than many of the streets of 
London and several other cities where I have laid down tramways. 
Uhairrna.n.] The streets in which there are tramways ai'e not so wide as those of Sydney? No, not so 

wide as those of Sydney. 

Can you give us an instance? I would take for instance Philadelphia, Brooklyn, or New York, London, 
Belfast, and Glasgow. The great thoroughfares for Glasgow are Argyle-street, Buchanan-street, Jamaica- 
street, and SanchjehaLstreet. In London we have streets of 18 feet 2 inches, where we pass with double 
lines. That is a great thoroughfare in Camberwell. 
S. All'. M'Uartlnj.] That is the width in the street? The width from kerb to kerb. 

270—A 
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J. P. Larsen, 9. Mr. TunAs.] From kerb to kerb—that includes the gutter? That includes the gutter. You drive 
Esq. close to the kerb there. The gutters are all laid with Aber4een granite. Then we have Deptford and 

Deptford Bridge. The street there is 23 feet wide. There is a traffic on that street equal to any in Lon- 
27 Nov., 1873. don, it being the great thoroughfare into Kent. There are especially a great many heavy waggons. There 

are something like 1,500 market waggons going in with market stuff for the market gardeners. We have 
never experienced any difficulty in the working of the tramway there, but quite the reverse. The police 
have had less to do to keep that narrow street from being blocked up since the tramway has been laid 
down, because it makes the traffic keep to its proper side—right and left. The traffic that goes to London 
keeps to the left, and the traffic that comes from London keeps to the right. Before the tramway was laid 
down, the traffic crossed from one side of the street to the other, and that was a great source of incon- 
venience and annoyance. 
Mr. .M'Uarthy.j Can you speak of other instances? I can speak of Glasgow. Argyle-street is only 

38 feet wide. Cowcadden-street is only 35 feet 10 inches. There is no traffic in Sydney equal to the 
traffic in Argyle-street. We have a double line starting from there, and diverging into three different lines 
—through the Princess Bridge, up Buchanan-street and Cowan-street, and out through Sancbiehal-street. 
In Copenhagen the lines also traverse very narrow streets—especially in Norway-street and across the 
bridge, where there is a very great traffic indeed. The bridge is only 14 feet-wide, and there is a single 
line on it. Bridge-street in Belfast is a great thoroughfare, and all the leading business houses are there. 
It is a very short street, but still,  some of the largest and most aristocratic shops are there—shops which 
employ something like 600 attendants. We pass through there and right up through Donegal-street with 
a single line, that street being only 23 feet in its widest part. 
Oliairman.] What about Dublin? In Dublin the lines start from Nelson's Monument, through the 

leading street, Sackville-street, and go right through the Botanic Gardens. After you have crossed the 
bridge, the street is very narrow. I should not like to mention the width; but they have only 9 feet 2 
inches from the outer rail to the kerb. There is a great traffic out there ; and also along Clare-street and 
Mount-street. Those streets are very narrow. They only average 26 feet, and there are double lines 
constructed there. 
Mr.. AVUertJzyj In Portsmouth? InPortsmouth they have a double and single line all through. 

There the Government compelled us to lay such a rail as the railway waggons and carriages could run on; 
but they only run the railway trains morning and evening in connection with the shipping interest. The 
line is so constructed that the railway waggons run on the flange instead of on the tread of the wheel. 
Clzair'inax.l  I think you mentioned Cardiff too? Yes. In Cardiff we go through some very narrow 

streets; butT must state that the traffic in Cardiff is not excessive in any.  way. There is a large passenger 
traffic; but the ordinary traffic is nothing to speak of. There are very few private vehicles, the principal 
traffic being with cabs and market carts. We cross some very sharp bridges over the canal there. 
Could you give us any information respecting the tramways in Berlin and Hamburgh? In Hamburgh 

they start from the Exchange, pass through the leading thoroughfares, and go on to Wansbeck. The lines 
then divert to other places, that is, starting right from the heart of the city. In Brussels they start from 
Port Scarbreck, and then pass along by the Royal Palace. I have several reports here respecting the working 
of tramways in foreign countries, presented to the House of Commons by command of Her Majesty in 1872. 
Have you given us any information respecting Berlin? Taking Berlin—the width of the streets 

where the tramway rims is 24 feet. The lines along those streets in Berlin are laid 12 inches from the 
gutter, and they are furnished with ioop lines, that is, shunting places to turn out so that one vehicle may 
not hinder another. They are so arranged that the traffic can be worked at five or ten minutes' intervals. 
The usual speed of travelling there is from nine to ten miles an hour. 
You are now speaking of Berlin in particular;—are you not? Yes. If we go to Vienna, we find that 

they have a large system of tramways there, and the streets out of the town are something like the Paris 
Boulevards, but through the new town they are not so extraordinary wide on account of the trees planted 
there. The space allotted to them is not more than 40 feet wide altogether. In certain parts the lines 
are laid on each side of these avenues, the up-line on the one side and the down on the other, so that the 
carriage-drive in the centre is not interfered with. 
The reports to which you have referred, and which you now produce, are reports showing that the 

construction of tramways in Copenhagen, Hamburgh, Berlin, Constantinople, and other places on the 
Continent of Eiftope  have worked successfully? Yes; they have worked successfully, and they are 
constantly increasing in number and length. 
Is the population greater, as a rule, in these cities than it is in Sydney? Yes, much greater, with the 

exception of Copenhagen. Copenhagen has a population of more than 160,000, and up to last year the 
tramways have carried something like 8,000,000 of persons. 
When did you commence this system of tramways? The Copenhagen tramway was one of the first 

constructed on the new system. There was Train's system in London, which was bought, took up, and 
laid down with a new rail. The cars and material were removed from London to Copenhagen, and a rail 
was invented which did not interfere with the public traffic. In 1866, the Copenhagen tramways were 
completed and opened for public traffic; and from that time tramways have had a continuous success. 
They are now in operation there? . They are, but, they extend something like 10 miles farther into 

the town, and branch out to the suburbs, as the report will show. It will also show the enormous increase 
which has taken place in the traffic from the earliest dates when they were started. I may state that in 
1866, the first year they were opened, they carried 2,500,000 passengers; and in 1871 we carried 4,225,246 
passengers. By the last returns which I had from Copenhagen they carried something like 8,000,000 
persons, but that certainly was during the year of the Exhibition. 
i. Have any of the lines constructed by you been taken up P Not to my knowledge; not one line has 
been taken up, but the lines are being continually extended. 
They are all now in full operation? They are, and are being extended by new lines into different 

parts of the city. 
Mr. M'Carthy.j Will you be good enough to explain to the Committee the difference between Train's 

system of trarnways and the system which you make use of? The difference between Train's system and 
that which I may call my own is this: Train's rail was very dangerous, inasmuch as it projected above the 
usual level of the street. 
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.2I&. Tunics.] That is, the old rail did? Yes, we always call that the old rail on account of its having 3. 11 Larsen,. 
been first introduced by him; but the present system does away with all those accidents which happened Esq. 
when that rail *as in use. You had the same system as Train's here in Sydney, and it was condemned f "  

about the, same time as those in London were ordered to be taken up. People were very anxious to get a Z7  Nov., 1873. 
better system of locomotion than that which previously prevailed; and the great success which we had in. 
Copenhagen 'induced 'us to invent a still better rail than that which we had laid down there. The rail 
which is brought into use was a grooved rail. We can pave close up to the.edge of it, so that it is laid 
perfectly flush with the street. 
Mr. M'Uarthy.] No part of the rail projects over the surface of the street? No. 
Mr. Tunics.] That is when it is new, I presume? At any time after it is laid. 
By what process is that accomplished? I can give you instances how the thing will work. The 

-paving I propose to do in Sydney will be similar to that laid down at London Bridge, up to King William-
street and ]fenchurch-street, and which is now to be laid down in Canon-street. It is a wooden paving;' 
and I may state that the Builder for July reports strorkgly in favour of it, and states that Pickford's and 
Home's, the great carriers, all the omnibus people, and the cab proprietors, have petitioned the City autho-
rities to abandon the asphalte paving and lay down the wooden paving. The wooden pavings are equally 
noiseless, and they wear longer than the asphalte. The plans which I have before me show the way in 
which this wooden paving is constructed, and also the manner in which the rails are laid. I produce a 
plan under which the system of tramways. which I propose would be carried out here in Sydney, and upon 
which it hds been carried out in London, where it has stood the test of practical experience. I object to 
patent this plan here, and for this reason I do not think the patent law now in force would, guarantee me 
any protection. I have got copies of the patent here, and although I produce these plans I do not wish to 
have them published in any way to infringe my 'rights. 
Chairman.] If under our law we had provisional registration you could register your plans and protect 

yourself at once? Yes, I could, and I should have done so. I should have paid the fees, and then after 
six months I could have obtained my seal to it. By this 'plan you will observe I lay a double flow all 
through the street. This is a model of the rail which I propose to use in the working of the tramway, a 
section of which you will also see in this plan. The rail is so shaped that I can pave close' up to it with 
any material-iron, wood, stone, or asphalte. The wood pavement is perfectly free from slipperiness on 
account of the joints between the blocks. 
Mr. Tunics.] The space' between the blocks is lower than the surface of the blocks? The space between 

the blocks is filled up with a composition rammed down by machinery. 
And by that means you present an even surface flush with the rail? Yes. 
The rail is iron? It is. 
And the part adjacent is of wood or other material not so 4urable as iron? Not so durable as iron. 
And how then do you propose to keep that up to the standard? Do you mean the rail or the wooden 

pavement?  
Both? I would prefer that you would deal with one at a time. . 
Take the wood first then;-which way will the grain of the wood lie? 'Upwards-eross-grained. 
The grain will be vertical P It will.,, 
Then the end of the wood will form the surface? It will. On level roads the wood will be from 4 in. 

to 312  in. wide, and between each course there will be a joint of an inch. This will be filled in with 
asphalte and gravel. The durability of this paving has been tested in one of the most crowded thorough-
fares I may say in the world. It was laid down at London Bridge first for trial, and it has been there for 
two years now. After'it had been laid down eighteen thonths certain of the blocks were taken up by 
direction of the city authorities in the presence of Mr. Hayward, the engineer. They were weighed again 
and measured, and it was found that they had not worn away one-eighth of an inch in eighteen months. 
They are free from slipperiness, and are perfectly safe for the horses to travel upon. 
What kind of wood was used? Baltic deal and American pine. All the leading firfris petitioned the 

City authorities last June to have this pavement laid down in place of asphalte. They then appointed a 
Commission to investigate all asphalte and wooden pavings, but the report of that Commission I have not 
seen. The rail used for the purposes of this tramway is corrugated on one side, so that in the case of a 
horse slipping on the rail he has a foot hold. There is a half-inch corrugation. 
That is where a horse is passing along in the line of the rail? Yes; the gr6ove of the rail is one inch 

wide. 
Is this rail made in such a way as to expel the debris from the road? We do not trouble ourselves' 

about the groove filling up. The flange of the wheel is only half an inch, and consequently the tread of 
the wheel upon the road crushes the debris by its own weight, and there is room enough for it to be worked 
out. If any stone gets into the groove it is crushed-there is something like 150 cwt. on each axle. The 
whole construction of this tramway is perfectly solid, inasmuch as it-is laid on a double floor, all true. The 
boards are laid diagonally, and so corniced as to defend them against any rot or insects. 
These longitudinal timbçrs are held together by an iron tie-rod? Yes. 
With flanges on the inside? Yes. 
And the rail sits just upon it? Yes. That is a true section of it upon the plan. You will observe 

that there is a great difference between that rail and Train's rail. in Train's rail there is a. great shank, so 
that even if you had the road made up to it you would have the surface higher on one side than on the 
other. By my plan you will have one even surface, all true. 
The width between the axles will be 4 ft. 81 in.? Yea. 
What will be the width of the upper portion of the carriage? 6 ft. 6 in. 
Gft. Gin. P Yes. 
And how much space would you leave between the lines so as to allow the carriages going in opposite 

directions to pass each other P I can travel with safety with 2 ft. 6 in. 
Between the two carria.ges on a double line P Yes. - 
15 ft. Gin, from out to out? We occupy that space with a double line. 
You cannot do with less? That is what we occupy. 
.lIfr. M'Carthy.] Under your system there is notl'ing to prevent the use of the tramway, by ordinary 

vehicles? No; vehicles can travel upon it as well as the tramway cars. The only power we seek is th 
right to use the flange-wheel. The public will be as free to travel on the road as any of the Company. In 
fact where these tramways have been laid down the public use them more than the Company. 52. 
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J. D. Larsen, 52. The smallness of the groove keeps it clear? We have not had a single instance where the wheels met 
IEsq. with any obstruction on account of the groove. If the road is kept in thorough repair then there is never 

any obstruction. 
27 Nov., 1873. 53. Mr. Ma6nt.os7.] This particular rail has been laid down in Paris? Yes, and in nearly all the cities of 

Great Britain. 
I see that in the report from Paris it is stated—" It must be borne in mind, however, that it cannot be 

considered as in any way proving the success of street tramways, because it runs through a portion of 
Paris peculiarly favourable for its construction, and where it has not to contend with the traffic of densely 
crowded streets. Were it continued the length of the Bue Rivoli, I believe that it would at once meet 
with the same objections as generally apply to street tramways"? They were constructed at the same 
time. We came out through Neuilly, Champs Elysées, and round by the Place de Concorde. Altogether 
M. Thiers has granted 120 miles of street tramways in Paris. 
In the event of these tramways being carried out in a double line, I suppose you would take charge of 

the space between the two outer lines? I would take charge of 15 feet for a double line, and 8 feet for a 
single line. That portion of the roadway would be maintained by the Company. There is also a clause in 
this Bill which provides that if we fail to keep the tramway in a proper state of repair, the Municipal 
bodies interested, whether in the city or the suburbs, can do the repairs and charge them to the Company. 
Ahd the Bill provides that if we do not pay, the Corporations can seize the property of the Company. 
In the event of its being necessary to open the road for the purpose of getting at sewers, or any such 

work as that, how would you act? Clause 138 of the Bill makes provision for that. 
I want to know the effect upon the traffic? Do you mean in regard to the Corporation, or to the 

lines themselves? 
Suppose the Corporation or any private indivi4ual finds it necessary to open the ground for the 

purpose of getting at a sewer or water-pipe, and detain the tramway for some hours? The Company must 
stop their traffic while any work is being performed; but it is also provided in the Bill that nobody shall 
put the Company to unnecessary trouble. When I come to this matter, I will show the Committee how 
I propose to deal with these things, in the event of such an emergency as that arising .to obstruct the 
traffic. The opening of the ground for gas, sewerage, or other purposes would not stop the traffic, but 
would simply hinder it a little. I have laid the lines out in such a way that if you took up half a mile 
of the line the traffic could still go on. By laying in sidings we can shunt offfrom one line to another 
for a quarter of a mile or so, if necessary. 
Do you propose to run the cars at the rate of nine miles an hour? No; I do not. That rate of 

speed would only be safe and practicable where you are in the open country. I do not think the cars 
would be run at the rate of more than seven miles an hour. 
Would you continue that rate all through—considering the gradients which occur in our streets—as 

in Brickfield. Hill for example? No; the way I arrive at the rate of speed is by calculating the time it will 
take to go between any two places. In some parts of the city you must go slower than others, and 
directly you are out of the city, or away from the greater traffic, you can increase the speed. In that way 
you could go from Elizabeth-street to Raudwick in something like 40 minutes. 
You do not propose to run your cars at a uniform rate of speed, but would regulate the speed 

according to the nature of the gradients you have to pass over? No; not altogether according to the 
gradients, but chiefly with reference to the traffic. takiug into considerati9n the time required for passengers 
to get up and leave the cars. We should statt at a certain time; but in many places we should go at a 
speed which would allow of passengers jumping up on to the platform of the car without its being necessary 
to stop for the purpose. In that way we should save time, and greatly facilitate the conduct of the traffic. 
A good deal of time is now lost while a 'bus is waiting until the passengers climb up on to the top board; 
but with the cars which I should-run they could jump on the platform, and go up the stairs iside on to 
the top. I do not think it would be safd to travel at nine miles an hour; I do not think that the horses 
could keep that, sjeed up for long. When I spoke of nine miles it was for lengths of two or three miles, 
and over a perfectly level country. 
You do not think that the gradient in Brickfield Hill would be an improper gradient to run a tramway 

on? No; we have heavier gradients in Brussels and Madrid; and from Leith to Princess-street, 
Edinburgh, we have a double line on as steep a gradient as I know anywhere. The whole street lies 
on a curve, and we consequently have to work against the rail; but then we have three horses instead 
of two. - 
What is the gradient there? One in twenty-eight nearly the whole way. It is like climbing up a wall. 
One in twenty-four would not be too steep? For a considerable distance it would. You would 

require very heavy breaks. We have breaks so that we can stop a car in its own length. 
On such a gradient as obtains in Sydney streets? Ongoing down Brickfield Hill I could stop the car 

in twice its own length, without incommoding the passengers. I could stop it in its own length, but to 
do that would throw the passengers off their seats. If I saw anything in front I could stop the horses 
instantly. 
The tramway which was laid down in Sydney some years since answered tolerably well so far as the 

traffic on the tramway went; but the firm which had the lease of it were not bound to maintain the. street, 
I think, 2 feet on each side of the rails; but it was found in practice very difficult to get them to keep 
that portioi of the street in repair, and I believe accidents occurred? Yes. 
How would you obviate a state of things such as that? Bypaving the street in the wayl have proposed. 
About 2 feet outside the rail? About 18 inches outside the rail. 
So that no injury could come to private vehicles from any neglect? Not from any neglect of the 

Tramway Company. Perhaps I may be allowed to call the attention of the Committee to the fact that 
there is a clause in the Bill which providas that the Company may take the maintenance of the whole of the 
street if the Corporation and the Company find it mutually to their advantage, and can agree in that regard. 
Ohairman.] That is by an arrangement with the Corporation? Yes, by arrangement with the different 

Corporations. I put this clause into the Bill on account of the difficulty which is apt to arise from the 
neglect of the Corporations to keep their portions of the street in thorough repair and thus frcing the 
public to travel on the tramway. 
What clause is that? Clause No. 142. 
What will be the weight of the rail you propose to use? It will be 54 lbs. 
I see that in Paris the rail is about the same wejght? Yes; 16 kilometres per metre. It comes to 

about 47 lbs. . 74. 
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Do you think that our hardwood timber would be as applicable for your purpose as pine? It would J. P. Larseli, 
be far superior; it is superior in quality and strength in every way.. In England we reckon that Esq. 

the life of a sleeper for this purpose would be seven years; but Colonial timber would last at least fifteen ''- 
years if properly protected. 1 27 NoT., 1873. 

In the event of these sleepers being laid longitudinally, how would you prevent the water from getting 
under them? The wood is pat in endwise, and the inch joint between each course is filled in with asphalte 
and gravel, w-hich makes it perfectly water-tight. 
So that the longitudinal rails lay on the top of the double floor? Yes. 
And there is no springing of the timber? No; they are all securely placed. In fact, if there is a 

fault it is that they are too rigid. 
From your experience in the construction and management of trarnways you think that . there 

would be no danger to the passengers in going down so steep a gradient as that on Brickfield Hill? There 
have been accidents in London; but in Edinburgh there have been none, nor has there been any in 

ZD 

Glasgow. A boy was killed on climbing on to a car when the tramways were first opened. The driver 
having to strike him with a whip, the boy fell off, and a vehicle which was following the tram-car' ran over 
him. That is the only instance in which we have had an accident: We have evidence to show that out of 
12,000,000 of people carried by the tramways there has been only one accident in London. 
And where the tramways are in use, the same gradients prevail ? Not the same—some are steeper. 

In reality we have more power over the car and horses than any other vehicle, because we apply the break 
on all four wheels, and the break is such that its power is not diminished, but is rather increased by the 
onward movement of the car. 
At what radius would you turn from one street to another? The sharpest radius that we have is 1 

in 42 feet. That is in Camberwoll; and there is also one in Greenwich—from the Church into Nelson-
street. 
So that you could turn out of one street into another where they cross each other at right angles, as 

is the case with George-street and those, thoroughfares which intersect it? Yes, very easily. 
Suppose. you were going to lay down a tramway from George-street to Paddington, you could take it 

up Bathurat-street, turn into Elizabeth-street, and at the corner of Hyde Park and Liverpool-street you 
could turn again? Yes, without at all interfering with the ordinary traffic. If you will allow me I will 
show the Committee a similar case by reference to the plans before me. The Committee will see that, the 
direction of the streets in Belfast and Glasgow, along which we have tramways laid do,wn, is similar to that 
of the streets in Sydney, namely, at right asigles. Take Argyle-street.  in Glasgow. There we have a 
double line all through. Take Jamaica-street, and there there is a double line running into Argyle-street. 
Argyle-street is 37 feet 10 inches, 36 feet, and 35 feet 4 inches wide. It is one of the leading streets in 
Glasgow. 
Chairman.] Is the tramway working there now? It is. 
The leading streets-in Sydney are 60 feet wide? Yes; the narrowest parts which my plan would 

traverse in Sydney would be 42 feet. 
This plan illustrates how you cross from one line to another and from one street to another? Yes. 

The streets shown there would be about 50 feet wide. I have here another plan whicir illustrates in a 
similar way the position of the tramway laid down in Belfast. The lines run from Donegal-street into 
Bridge-street. In Bridge-street, which is only 23 'feet wide, there are enormous 'buildings erected, and 
an immense amount of business is done there. Both these lines of tramway are actually, in work. 
.86. At what rate of speed could you 'go round those curves? About four miles an hoar. The drivers of 
the cars are instructed not to travel at any greater speed. - 
So that you go along these streets—Donegal-street, Bridge-street, and High-street—from one to the 

other, at a speed on these curves of four miles an hour? Yes. It is specified in the Act that they shall 
not go faster than that. 
There is no part of Sydney so difficult to 'traverse as that? No, there is not. 
Mr. Tunics.] That is to say, there is no part of Sydney in which you propose to put down a tramway 

so difficult as that? No.  
JIll-. Macintosh.] You do not propose in your application to go north of Bathurst-street? My present 

application extends from the top of Elizabeth-street, at the corner of King-street, passing along Elizabeth-
street, Liverpool-street, and the South Head Road, to Piper-street, 'Woollahra. That would be a double line; 
and from the corner of Piper-street and South Head Road I propose to construct a single line along Pipor-
street and Upper Ocean-street, to the Council Chambers, 'Woollahra. 
But do you purpose going along George-street or Pitt-street, north of Bathurst-street? No. I come 

with one line as far as the Town Hall, and that is the G-lebe and Newtown line. But in all probability I 
shall ask the Committee to allow inc to so alter the Bill as to enable me to extend the line round from 
George-street to York-street, and to make that the starting-point. There is ample space in York-street 
for the purpose; and as there is a Church and the Town Hall in George-street it would be better to run 
the line round into York-street to change horses and cars there. There would be no difficulty whatever 
about taking the line round into York-street. ' 
JI&. AfUarih.y.] You mean to make the terminus in York-street? Yes; to change the horses there 

from one car to another. 
Mr. JIfdcintosh.] Would that 'imply any obstruction to the 'traffic? There would be no obstruction 

whatever—only the very short time occupied in changing horses. If they are in full time it only takes a 
minute and a half, 'to change horses. 
At what rate per mile do you intend to charge the public—what is your maximum rate? The charge 

is not to exceed 3d. within the city boundaries. I ask for power to enable inc to charge 3d. inside the city 
limits, and id. per mile outside the, city boundary. From the Town Hall to the Globe or Newtown 
would be 3d. 
Do you mean 3d. to the Newtown Road? Yes, to the Newtown Road. That is according to the 

power for which I ask. The city boundary terminates at the corner of Parramatta-street and the Newtown 
Road. From that point there would be a mile or two to Newtown, for which I should be at liberty to 
charge an extra penny. 
If necessary? If necessary. 

.97. Jlfr. Tunics.] Trom the Town Hall to the boundary of Newtown is how far? Something like three miles. 
98. To the boundary at the turn-off at the Glebe? It is nearly 2 miles. ' 99. 
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J. D. Larsen, 99. You propose to charge 3d. for that? I should not charge so; but I have the power to charge that. 
Esq. I should not charge any fare less than 3d.; but I make provision in the Bill to run two special cars in the 

27 
morning and the evening for the working classes. 

You purpose running two cheap cars? Yes. 
Morning and evening? Yes. 
For the convenience of labourers? Yes; special cars. The Bill provides that "on the requisition of 

a majority of the road authorities having control of the roads or streets, along which the Company's tram-
ways are laid, the Company shall and are hereby required, after the opening of the tramway, for public 
traffic, to run at least two carriages each way upon the whole or any part of the tramway, every morning 
in the week, and every evening in the week (Sundays, Christmas Day, and Good Friday always excepted), 
at such hours, not being later than seven in the morning, or earlier than six in the evening respectively as 
the Company think most conv.enient for artisans, mechanics, and daily labourers, at fares not exceeding one 
half-penny per mile (the Company nevertheless not being required to take any fare less than one penny). 

Mr. Macintosh.] Your minimum charge is one penny? Yes. 
Mr. Tan/cs.] A penny on the-mile, or a penny on the stage? A penny on the stage. 
That is by the cheap train? Yes; morning and evening. 
Do you know of any instances in which tramways laid down on the same principle as that which you 

advocate have had to be taken up? Not one; nor has there ever been shown any cause for petition to 
do so. 

Mr. Macintosh.] How would you act in the event of the tramway being obstructed—suppose a horse 
and dray were going along in front of the tram-car at a slow pace—what powers would the Company 
require to meet a case like that? Only the same power as exists now. If an omnibus, dray, or any other 
vehicle were in front of the tram-car, the driver would be required to get out of the road in the same way 
as they are at present. 

In cities where tramways have been laid down, is it not a fact that carts and other vehicles have been 
placed before the tram-cars, and driven at a walking pace ;--how would you deal with cases such as that? 
Persons who have acted in that way have been fined 40s. for obstructing the tramway. If they will not 
move out of the way, they are held to be obstructing the public traffic. I believe you can compel a man 
in charge of a 'bus or other vehicle, who is obstructing the roadway, to move on. 
10.9. A man might be going on in front of you at a walking pace while you wanted to go at a trot? The 
Bill asks power so that any person obstructing the tramway may be muicted. Suppose four 'buses or 
four carts were to start all in a row down George.street in front of you, and supposing that they persisted 
in walking along, and would not allow you room to pass with your carriage, it would be a great nuisance 
if you could not get past them. 

Mr. Tunics.] But we have got into the habit of backing horses on to the side of the street, and of 
discharging goods from the side of the dray, the horse and dray being placed at right angles with the 
street. How far would it be from the horse's head to the tail of the dray? I should say about 12 feet. 

We will assume a case where drays were placed in that way on each side of the road, discharging 
goods, and your tramway in the middle, how would people get along? Better than they do now. I do 
not suppose there is any city where they block the traffic of the streets with carts as they do hero in 
Sydney. 

TUESDAY, 2 DECEMBER, 1873. 

IJt%titt 

Mn. GAHAME, I Mn. OAKES. 

JOHN F. BURNS3  ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Mr. M'Carthy, of M'Carthy & Eobertson, appeared as solicitor for the Bill. 

Mr. W. M. Alderson called in and examined 

Mr. W.  M.  112. Chairman.] You have lately, been in England? I have. 
Alderson. 113 How long were you there? I was about 13 months altogether in England. 

114. Did you, during your visit, travel upon any tramways there? I did. 
2Dec., 1878. 115. Where? About the suburbs of London and in Edinburgh. 

Anywhere else? I do not recollect anywhere else. 
What is your experience of them from what you have seen? I approved of them very much. They 

were a great comfort to travel in, and were certainly a wonderful improvement upon the old 'buses. 
They are of a different construction from that which you may remember to have seen laid down in 

Pitt-street? Yes, quite different. I must tell you that as regards the tramway in Pitt-street I was very 
much opposed to it, on account of the rails being so much above the level of the street, making it unsafe 
for vehicles to travel on the street; that is one improvement in the system of tramways in England; the 
street is quite safe for traffic with the rails they use. 

There is a very large traffic on these lines of tramway? Yes; and the drivers of vehicles try to get 
on to them as they run much more lightly than on the common road. I have been for miles on them in a 
cab, as the cabmen always try to get on them when they can. 

What is the general feeling about them in the places where they are laid down? I have never heard 
anyone speak against them; on the contrary, they are generally regarded as a great convenience. 

They are considered to be a great public accommodation? Yes. 
Have you heard that the charges for travelling had been reduced in consequence of the large amount 

of extra accommodation afforded by these tramways? I do not know to what extent, but I believe the 
charge for travelling has been reduced. 
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When they were first established there was an impression that they would create a monopoly and so Mr. W. M. 

greatly increase the cost of travelling; but instead of that it has been found that the c.harges have been .Aiderson. 
lowered? Yes. 

As regards accidents—are they quite safe? Yes, as safe as 'bus, and a good deal more so; at all 2 Dec., 1873. 
events that is my opinion, and I have never heard anything to the contrary. The cars run so easy that It 
is a pleasure to ride in them; they are very easy to guide, and they can be stopped at any moment with 
the breaks. 

Where you have been travelling have you found that there has been a large population located about 
the lines along which these tramways pass? Yes, they are all very thickly populated. 

And no inconvenience has ever been found to arise from them? None that I have ever heard oZ. 
Can you mention any of the streets through which you have, seen these lines of tramway passing? 

There was one in the Camden Road; that was the nearest to where I lived, and that I knew best. Then 
there is one that leads down to Bow, from Aldergate-street; another that goes over from one of the 
bridges to where Spurgeon's church is—from Blackfriar's Bridge to Camberwell; and another one that 
runs from Finsbury to Highgate. These are the principal lines with' which I am acquainted. 

And do all these lines run through populous neighbourhoods? Yes; they are all populous districts. 
Are you aware that under, this Bill a Company is to be authorized to construct tramways in certain 

streets and places in Sydney and the suburbs, as set out in the 122nd clause of the Bill? No; I have 
not read the Bill, and know nothing about what it is intended to effect; I have come here simply to 
aiaswer, as far as I know, any questions that may be put to me as to what I have seen in England, and 
what is my opinion of it. I wish the Committee also to understand that I do not set myself up as an 
authority upon .tramways; but that I only come to give my experinnce of what I have seen when 
travelling. 

By the Bill the Company is to be authorized to construct certain lines of tramway,—from the Town 
Hall to Cook's River for instance. From having seen tramways at work in England, do you apprehend 
that any inconvenience will arise from the construction of that line? I cannot see it, if the line is con-
structed on the same principle as the lines in England. You may make lines anywhere in Sydney without 
inconvenience if the rails are laid down on the same system as in England. 

Did you particularly observe the kind of rails that were used on the lines you have travelled on? 
Yes. They were fiat and perfectly level with the street, so that there' could be no inconvenience from 
them to the vehicle traffic in the street. The great objection to the Pitt-street tramway was, that the rail 
stood up above the level of the rest of the street, and was very obstructive to the rest of the traffic of 
the street. 

The rails in England do not? No, they are quite level with the roadway. The rails of the Pitt-
street tramway used to stand up in such a way as to be dangerous in the case of light vehicles, and to 
tear off the tires'of wheels in numerous cases. Accidents of this kind were very frequent; but notifing 
of the kind ever happens in England; and so far from going out of the way of the lines the drivers of - 
vehicles rather look out for them and try to get on to them. Often when I have taken a cab I have 
noticed that the cabmen always try to get on the line as much as they can in order to save their horses. 
The vehicle runs as.smoothly upon it as possible, and I used quite to enjoy it when the men got a chance 
of this kind; and somehow the lines seemed to me to be srnnething about the same gauge as the cabs, 
so that they went along quite comfortably. 

]Jfr. Oalces.] Do you know what the gauge is? No; I did not take such particular notice as that. 
.Mi-. Graharne.] Do you think lines of this kind would be suitable for our streets in Sydney, seeing 

that they are so narrow? I think so, if they are made on the same principle as in England. They do 
not interfere with the traffic in any way. 

You think they might be made wailable for general use ? I imagine so, as there is really no reason 
why they should not be. There is one thing, however, that will have to be taken into consideration, and 
that is that our horses will not be accustomed to the cars, and there will be some danger of their taking 
fright at them if care is not taken. 

You are aware, however, that there was a great cry out against the Pitt-street Tramway when it was 
laid down? I am. I was one of those who were opposed to. it. 

Keeping that in mind we have to be very cautious how we go on, because if anything of the kind 
occurs, as it did when-the Pitt-street Tramway was down, the people will be sure to cry out again, and to 
get the line taken up, as they did the Pitt-street line? I do not think anything of the kind is likely to 
happen if they have the English rail; but if you apprehend anything of the kind you might introduce 
the tramway into the suburbs first, where it would not be attended with so much inconvenience. 

GJiairman.] But in the suburbs the lines would not be likely to pay? That, of course, I know 
nothing about. I may tell the Committee, however, that I was a very great opponent of tramways in 
large cities before I went to England; but since I have been in London, and seen how, the lines work 
there, I have quite altered my opinion. I think they would be of very great advantage to the city if they 
were laid down on the system of the English trains, and were properly conducted and well looked after. 
If, however, they are to be put down in the same way as that which we had in Pitt-street, I should be very 
strongly opposed to them. 

Have you noticed any streets in which tramways were laid that were very steep? I have. - 
Will you mention any of them P Yes; there was one place in Edinburgh that I was perfectly 

asonished to see the tram-cars working in. It was a tramway that ran over from the Leith Walk into 
Edinburgh. I was astonished to see how safe they were with the breaks on. The driver had perfect 
control over the cars, and could stop them at any moment. They used to go down with two, horses, and 
when they were coming up they used to hook on an extra horse to take them up. 

Was this street as steep as Brickfleld Hill? Yes, more so. It was a good deal steeper than any 
street we have in Sydney. 

There is no comparison in steepness then between the street you speak of and Briekfield Hill? 
None at all. 

It is very much steeper? Yes, very much; and there is a sort of curve in it at the same time, so 
that it used really to astonish me how they managed to work it at all. I can assure you that if I had not 
seen it I should not have believed it. I should have thought it impossible. 

.Mi'. ]l'rUart/z'y.] Have you paid any attention to the subject of wooden pavements in London? I 
have seen them there. 
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Mv. W. M.  145. There is one near the Baik? The one I noticed was in King  William-street, near London Bridge. 
Alderson. 14G. I.s there great traffic there ? Yes, very great. 

And who was your ooinion of it'? I rathor liked it. I was much interested in standing there and 
2 Dec., 1873. seeing the men put it down. 

Is it much in use in London P Yes, in some places ; and the use of it is extending. 
Have you found that it is used with safety? Yes, with perfect safety. 
There is no slipping or accidents upon it ? No. I notied that to prevent this they filled up the 

joints between the blocks with graveland loose stones, and, that gave the horsesa secure foOting ; and 
made a very great improvement on the old wooden pavement that we had laid down here in Sydney some 
years ago. I stood and watched the men at work, and was much pleased with this particular improve-
ment. There is also some wooden pavement in the Strand, near St. Clement Dane's Church, that is laid 
down on the same principle and makes a very good roadway. 

D.o you know how long that pavement has been down? I do not, for I did not think to make the 
inquiry. 

It has been down some years I believe? I cannot say, as I R. made the inquiry. 
21, Oalces.] Those two spots you speak of-the Strand and King-William-street-carry as much 

traffic as any part of London? Yes. I approve of the wooden pavement. It is far before the a,sphalte. 
Have you been in Paris? Yes. 

155, Did you see the asphalte pavements there? Yes; but I did not like them. I noticed in London that 
the horses were always slipping on it, and that they would go down very frequently when it chanced to 
be the least wet. 

Mr. John Watkins called in and examined:- 
Mr. T. 156. C/uzii'man.] You have only  lately returned from England I understand.? About eight months ago- 
Watkins. I resided in England some time. I was four years in London ; four to five years in all. 
t-' 157. During the time of your residence in London did you travel on the street tramways there? Not 
2 Dec., 1873. very much, but I was living in a part of the city where they are not much used-Brompton. 

But you have travelled on them? Yes, chiefly from Fiusbury Pavement up to the Agricultural Hall, 
Islington Exhibition. I usually went by the tram-cars when I went to the Exhibition. 

Were you in Sydney when they had the tramway laid down in Pitt-street? I was. 
Did you notice much difference between the tramways in England and that which we had here? 

Yes, a vast difference. 
The tramways in London are much better I presume? There is no comparison between them. The 

tramways in London have the rails quite level with the roadway of the street, so that they do not interfere 
with the traffic, however great. 

Are you of opinion that the tram-cars are more comfortable and better in every way than the ordinary 
omnibuses P There is no comparison between the two. The tramway-ears are next to the railroads in 
point of comfort. 

And do you cohsider them to be as safe as the ordinary ojñnihus,? Yes. You could not possibly 
be safer than you are in a tramway-car. 

Would you be in. favour of laying down a similar tramway here in this city? Yes, I think it would 
be most desirable. 

Do you think that our streets are too narrow for such lines? Some of the streets are certainly very 
narrow, and besides that there is a large number of' omnibuses and other vehicles plying in them. 

If a line were to be commenced at the new Town Hall,'and carried along Parramatta-street, would 
there be any objection to that? None at all-there is plenty of room there. 

Would there be any danger in running the tram-cars down Brickfleld Hill? No more danger than 
there would be in going down it in a cab. I cannot see any danger at all in it.. 

Will you be good enough to look at the clause of the Bill in which the different proposed lines are 
indicated, and then tell us whether you think that the streets there mentioned are sufficiently wide to 
allow of tramways being laid down in them? I see no difficulty whatever in the places mentioned in the 
Bill. 
160. Nor danger? Nor danger either. 

I believe you are a very old colonist? Yes. I have been in the Colony five and twenty years. 
And you know all the streets pretty well P Yes. Every spot. 
.ihui. Oa1es.1 Could you name any street in Sydney that is not wide enough for a tramway. Tak 

the northern part of George-street;  ;-would that be wide enough P My opinionis that George-street would 
be quite wide enough anywhere for a tramway if the roads were only made different. 

But if a tramway such as is here described were laid down in. the northern part of George-street or 
in Pitt-street would it not interfere with the traffic from the streets being so narrow? Not if the road 
were properly made. What I complain of is that the road should be shaped as it is. It is too much 
arched or barrelled, particularly near the gutters on each side, so that a large portion of the road is lost 
to traffic. If the road were properly made with a flat surface there would be 110 difficulty at all about 
going all the way down George-street with a tramway. 

Is not Pitt-street too narrow? I hardly think so if the road were made as I say. Possibly however 
a tramway through. Pitt-street might interfere with the traffic. 

In what way would it in.terfere  here more than elsewhere? Because with a tramway in the centre 
there would not be room for the passage of a vehicle on either side. With the number of vehicles passing 
along the street, and the loose manner in ahich the traffic is carried on, there would be •a probability of 
accident; but if the traffic here were regulated as the traffic of the London streets is, evnn Pitt-street 
would not be too narrow for a tramway. 

Uhairman.] If the traffic of our streets were regulated on the anio principle as in England there 
would be far more convenience? Yes. - 

You do not object to any of the lines mentioned in this Bill? No; and if the police regulations with 
regard to vehicles was as good in Sydney as in London, the lines might be run through any street in 
Sydney. As to Pitt-street I do not think there would be the slightest rik in running a line down it if the 
road were made with a flatter surface; but when it is barrelled up as it is, there is no room to run a 
vehicle on each side by the kerh. 

J. 
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J. D. Larsen, Esq., called in and examined 
Chairman.] You have some documeiits which you desire to hand in?, 'Yes. I first hand in a letter D. Larsen, 

from the Town Clerk of Sydney, stating that there would be no opposition offered to the Bill b the Sydney Esq. 

Municipal Council (4ppendix A 1). Second,-A letter from the Council Clerk of Raudwick, enclosing 
a resolution of the Municipal Council favourable to this Bill (Appendix A 2). Third,-A letter from the 2 Dec., 1873. 

Council Clerk of 'Waverley, enclosing a similar resolution, passed by the Municipal Council of Waverley 
(Appendix A 3). Fourth,-A letter from the Council Clerk of 'Woollahra, to the same effect (App endix A 4.) 

Has it been the experience of trirnways in England and elsewhere that their construction has had 
the effect of reducin the charge for travelling? Yes, it has greatly reduêed the charges, in London 
especially, and also in Glasgow and Edinburgh, so that where the fare formerly charged was Gd. the charge 
is now only 4d.; and in journeys where they used, previously to the construction of tramways, to charge 
is., the price has been reduced to Gd. 

)W-. Oalecsj Are you aware whether there is any difference in the rails used in tramways in London 
and in those used for the same purpose in New York? Yes, there is a very considerable difference. In 
New York they have a rail nearly similar to the ordinary railway rail,  and called the Train rail. In England 
we have what is termed the improved rail. (l47itness explained from diagrams before the Uommittee the 
particular improvements of the present rail over those formerly in use.) I may say that they are now altering 
all the tram rails in New York, taking them up, and laying down the improved rail in their place. 

How long is it since tramways were first introduced into London? The principal part of the lines 
was laid down in 1868-about the latter end of 1868; I think they started in September of that year, and 
the first one was to Brix.ton. In the following year (1869) there was one started from Grenwich. 

And they have continued ever since without complaint? They have. 

THURSDAY, 4 DECEi1IBJfR, 1873. 

restnt :- 
Mn. GBAHAME, M. NELSON, 
Mn. JACOB, Mu. OAKES, 
Mn. MACINTOSH, Mn. TUNKS. 

J. F. BURNS, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Mr. M'Cart.hy appeared on behalf of the Promoters of the Bill. 

George Thornton, Esq., was called in and examined 
Ultairman.] You have lately returned from England, I believe? Yes. G. Thornton, 
You have been away from the Colony some time? I have been backwards and forwards between the - Esq. 

Colony and England several times during the last nine or ten years. 
You have travelled a good deal? Yes, in many countries. 4 Dec., 1873. 
On the Continent as well as in England? Yes. 
Have you at any time travelled on tramways? In England I have, but not on the Continent. 
You recollect the tramway which was laid down in Pitt-street, Sydney? Yes, very well. 
You may remember that there were several objections to that tramway? Therd were. 
And you may remember that it was taken up? I do. I took an active part in the matter. I have 

it strono,  recollection about it. - 
Did you observe the tramways that are atwork now in England? Yes, I took some observation of 

the working of tramways. 
Did you notice any difference in the tramways which are laid down in England and that which we 

had in Pitt-street? Do you mean with regard to the carriages? 
With regard to the working of them generally? I noticed that there seemed to be an improvement 

with regard to the carriages, and in the conduct of them generally. As to the machinery I did not take 
particular notice, and I cannot speak as to their construction. 

Did you observe that they are very generally used in London? No; they are not very generally 
used in London. If you put the question in that way I should give a decided negative to it. They are 
used in some of the outside parts of London, so to speak. 

Have you noticed whether the traffic is large or small? They have been used in that part of London 
which is removed from the great thoroughfares. From Moorgate-street to Holloway there is a large line 
of tramways and a large population between those two points. They are largely used there; I can speak 
distinctly from recent memory on that point; but in the main thoroughfares they are not known-s-they 
are not used. I speak under correction, but such is my distinct impression. 

Have you observed that there is a Company proposing to construct tramways in Sydney? I have 
noticed that. 

Have you noticed the routes along which they propose to lay down tramways? Yes; I have them 
in my memory; they are at the outside boundaries of the city-for instance, from Eli zabeth- street to 
Liveipoolstreet towards Woollahra. 
18. You will find them here enumerated in the 122nd clause of the Bill? Yes, I see. 

You have read the description of the routes along which it is proposed to establish lines here? I 
have; and I know all these localities very well. 

Does it occur to you that there is any objection to lines being established along these lines of route? 
All I can tell you is a matter of opinion, and my opinion may be of no great weight. I will at once very 
candidly tell you that I personally am opposed to tramways. I have a strong feeling against them, and 
that opinion is founded upon the great objection which I had, and to which I still hold, in regard to that 
tramway laid down in Pitt-street some years ago. I opposed the laying of them down at the time, for I fore-
saw in my judgment that they would be destructive to properties where they were laid down, and be of no 

270-B public 
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G. Thornton, public utility. That opinion was confirmed by their being taken up, as I expected they would have to be. 
Esq. 

I have read criticisms in the English papers which were adverse to tramways; and I still hold to the 
opinion that tramways are not useful, except in particular localities and under particular circumstances. 

4 Dec., 1873. For instance, I think that tramways would be of great public utility if they were laid down in places 
outside all the great lines of traffic, that is in places where there is a great population to require them. 
The Committee, probably, do not want my opinion as to the probable success of a venture of the sort, but 
I may say that the first thing necessary would be customers to support a tramway—that there should 
be population sufficient to pay. Without a large population tramways would not be of any public utility 
at all, excepting for the few persons who might use them; and unless you have a large number of 
people to travel by them they could not be .kept up. 

Did you travel at all by tramways in England P Yes, many times. 
Did you find them comfortable P Yes, very comfortable and very economical. 
Were they safe P Yes, perfectly safe. I do not know that any accidents have occurred, or that any 

prejudice exists against them on the score of safety or accidents. I do not know of any accidents; but 
upon the ground of their general utility or inutility there is, of course, a division of opinion in England. 
They have been very severely criticised in England. 

Do you know of any public institution which has not been severely criticised P I dare say there are 
none but 

What are the objections raised to tramways in England? The reasons offered against tramways are 
such as very much coincide with my own views upon the subject, and therefore I believe in them. I have 
strong objections to them, excepting in particular localities. 

Has it occurred to you that there is a great difference between the tramways you have recently seen 
in England and that which was laid down in Pitt-street P There is not a great difference. 

Did not the Pitt-street Tramway interrupt the traffic in a great degree P It did. I think it is abso-
lutely needful to the success of a venture of this sort that the tramways shall not interfere with the 
general traffic. 

Was it not also one of the objections to the Pitt-street Tramway that the line was not laid level with 
the road P The great objection, so far as I remember, was, that the horses driven up to the drapers' shops, 
for instance, became restive, and the owners refused to be driven up to houses in that street to do business. 
There was also great danger of accident arising from the crossing 'of the streets where the rail was laid at 
right angles. I do not think, myself that there was great danger, owing to the level of the road being too 
high. The objections were chiefly founded on the obstruction to the transaction of business in that par-
ticular street, and the danger which arose at the intersections of the streets from having to cross the rails 
at right angles. . 

Was the traffic in London where you saw the tramways laid down as great as it is in Pitt-street? 
Yes, very much greter. 

And yet no accident occurred? I do not remember hearing of any; on the contrary, I think the 
tramways were a great public convenience in that part of London. 

Is there any greater traffic on these lines of route upon which, as you have read, it is proposed to lay 
down tramways, than there is where tramways are laid down in London P By comparison the traffic that 
could arise in these localities compared to that which exists in London would be fractional. No comparison, 
indeed, can be made. 

Therefore you do not apprehend any danger of accidents arising from the laying down of these lines? 
It was not so much with regard to the danger that I gave my answer as to the amount of traffic done. 
Taking your question in another view: I suppose, for the same reason, that there would not be so much 
liability to accident or danger as there would be in.that particular locality to which I have referred, where 
the traffic is so great. 

Mr. Oa/ces.] Have you been in New York? I have not. 
Would you tell the Committee, as near as you can, the difference between the tramways in England 

and that which was laid down in Pitt-street ;—what was the difference in the rails ued in each case? I 
cannot remember any material difference, excepting that the carriages appeared to be larger. 

Did not the rail used in Pitt-street obstruct the traffic? Yes; I remember that the rail laid down in 
Pitt-s'treet was above the surface of.the street, and was ver objectionable for that reason. I remember it 
now that you remind me of it. The wheels of the carriages and the feet of the horses were constantly being 
injured. I also remember that in England the rail is nearly level with the ground; I had forgotten that. 
It is a very great improvement, and I now remember to have noticed it particularly. 

Would that remove any objection which you have entertained to the laying down of tramways? It 
would remove a very small amount of the objection which I hold to tramways running in great 
public thoroughfares. For example, I would oppose by every means in my power, by my voice and any 
influence I may possess, the laying down of tramways along the whole of George and Pitt streets. I 
believe that tramways running there would damage property, and would obstruct the traffic most injuriously. 

Is this (a section of Mr. .1. D. Larsen's raiO the kind of rail that you noticed in London? The only 
difference that I can just now remember is that the rail of the London tramways was level with the street 
while that in Pitt-street was raised above the ground, and was very objectionable for that reason. 

Mr. Macintosh.] Are you acquainted with Oxford-street, London P Yes, very well. I have been in 
it hundreds of times. 

Is there a tramway laid down in Oxford-street? No. 
Are you aware whether the introduction of the tramway there was objected to? I think it was. I 

cannot speak with any distinctness; but I am strongly impressed with the belief that it was opposed. If I 
may give my own opinion, I think a tramway could not run successfully in Oxford street without obstruct-
ing the general business and doing more harm than good. It is, a great thoroughfare; and although it 
is many miles long, it is generally full of people and carriages; Oxford-street is a level street, and as 
far as that goes would be eminently suited for tramways, but the traffic upon it is so great that in my 
humble judgment tramways would not be successful there. 

Comparing small things to large, is there any part of Sydney that would be like that? As regards 
the traffic P 

Yes P If you take into comparison the width of the streets, the objection would be as strong against 
Pitt-street and George-street as against Oxford-street in London; it is very much wider. 
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Did you know Mr. Hayward, the engineer? No, I kneiv two engineers. I was a member of the E. Thornton,; 
Government Board in England when I was at Home before, and I took a very active part in relation to Esq. 

purchases for the Colonial Government. We had constantly to consult Mr. Fowler and another engineer, '' 
whose name I forget, who acted as Mr. Fowler's deputy. 4L  Dec, 1873. 

You knew Mr. Fowler? Yes; he was the chief engineer. 
Could you say what status Mr. Hayward held in his profession? No. 
As to Mr. Fowler? I suppose Mr. Fowler stands at the head of his profession. I do not think he 

is second to any man in England. 
Did you know Mr. Boland? I do not know an engineer of that name. 
I see that in an examination made in London in regard to tramways,. Mr. Hayward says that he 

would object to any gradient of more than 1 in 30; Mr. Fowler says the same, and Mr. Boland the 
same? Yes. I only know Mr. Fowler, and I think he stands at the head of his profession in England, 
and I may say in the world; he is sent for from different parts at enormous cost. The Pasha of Egypt 
paid £5,000 to run over there and back again. 

Did your long connection with the City of Sydney lead you to take any notice of the asphalte laid 
down in the streets of London? I took particular notice of the asphalte ; indeed, I may say I took 
particular notice of everything which I thought might be useful hereafter for the City of Sydney. 

In the event of. asphalte being laid down in the streets of Sydney could it be readily removed to 
allow of repairs being done quickly? It could be as easily removed as blue metal, if not more so ; it is 
usually broken with a pick; but if you ask my opinion as to whether it is suitable for Sydney I will tell 
you. 

Is it slippery? In London, although it makes a very nice, noiseless, even, clean, road, still it is not 
generally considered successful, because if there is the slightest rain the horses begin to tumble down in all. 
directions, the road is obstructed, the horses are injured, and great confusion is created. That takes place 
in a cold climate, but I think it would be impossible to use it in this country under any circumstances. 

With regard to the artage of such materials as wood and iron, which project considerably beyond 
the vehicle, do you think that the tramway-cars would be an obstruction to the general traffic? I think 
they would be. Where there was any considerable traffic, I think the tramways would be found to be 
an obstruction. . . 

So far as timber is concerned, would it be possible to . carry timber and iron—bearing in mind that 
some of our timber is 50 feet in length—on our dray in the streets? The length would not make any 
difference, except where you turn the corners of the streets. 

Presuming that it would be objectionable for the rails to come nearer the kerb than about 10 feet, 
what would you say to a double line being laid in the street? I have a strong objection to the double 
rail. It would monopolise the traffic of the street. The tram-cars would be continually running or 
expected, and it would not be safe for any timbercarts, or vehicles loaded with iron, such as you have 
referred to, to be going along that part of the road. A double line would occupy the whole of the road. 

I think it has been stated that they would occupy about 18 feet? That is the tramways themselves. 
Suppose that were the space required for the rails and the carriages from out to out. In London 

from 17 ft. Gin, to 18 ft. .is required for a double tramwiy—taking into consideration the asphalte or stone 
placed on the outside of the rails? I have not observed that. I can answer your question generally, and 
only in this way: I would object, as far as my objection can have any weight, to a double line of tramway 
being laid down in any street in the city or suburbs of Sydney, because I think it would obstruct the general 
traffic. Our streets are so narrow that a double line of tramways would monopolise the whole traffib 

Would the running of tram-cars interfere with the cleaning of our streets by means of dust-carts, as 
at present? Not in the streets where the tramways Would be laid down in these localities. There could 
be no difficulty on that account. It would not interfere with the dust-carts at all. I may say here, in 
parenthesis, if you will allow me, that I cannot say much for the cleanliness of the streets of Sydney. 

Mr. Jacob.] Are the streets of London, where you have seen the tramways laid down, much wider 
than they are here? They are much wider. 

Have you had much experience for any length of time at Home? I cannot say that I have. I have 
been backwards and forwards to England several times, especially lately, and I speak from recent memory. 
The tramways at Home run on pretty wide streets, and they are a very great accommodation. I think I 
mentioned they run from Moorgate-street to Holloway, and all along the City Road, where they are found 
to be a great accommodation. 

'What are they—single or double lines? I think they are double; in fact they must be 'thetraffic 
is so great. 

]Wi-. ' Uart by.] Are you quite sure that where you have seen the tramways in London the streets 
are all broader than where we propose to run them in Sydney? I think so. Perhaps some parts of the 
line over which these tramways run would not be wider, but the greater part of the length which I . have 
described would, certainly be wider than the streets of Sydney generally are. 

I speak in reference particularly to the course which it is proposed these tramways shall take 
according to the Bill. Take Elizabeth-street, 'for example? I regard that as a very narrow street com-
pared with the streets in London. 

That is a street in which there is very little traffic, and that only for a short portion of it. Then take, 
Oxford-street—the South Head Road—that is very much wider than Mooigate-street9 Moorgate-street 
narrows for a very short distance. Going out to the City Road it is as narrow as Elizabeth-street. 

And still there is this large traffic there? Yes. 
And a double like of tramway? Yes; but it goes to a much wider street. 
What is the width of Oxford'street at Bloomsbury-street? That is speaking of a very little part of 

'it. There is a wedge of houses which come in there, and are an obstruction to the two streets. That is 
only a very short distance, not much more than 200 or 300 yards, and the narrowness is caused by a wedge 
of,  old houses there, which they cannot get rid of. On both, sides of High liolborn are narrow, and for 
four or five miles beyond that it is much wider. , 

You were saying that Elizabeth-street was very narrow ;—do you know what the width of that street 
is? I speak more by comparison than anything else. I know the width of nearly all the streets in 
Sydney. . 

What is the width of Elizabeth-street, for instance? I should say it is 60 feet clear---60 feet, 
inclusive of the pat'hwa-. -. , . ' . . . .  249. 
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G. Thornton, 249. That would leave 42 feet for the road? Yes. 
Eeq. 250. Do you know what space would be taken up by a double line of rails? I have not considered that. 
c- 251. I am told that it is 15 feet? Would that be from outside to outside of the lines merely, or would it 
4 Dec., 1873. include the space occupied by the carriages on the line, because the carriages project considerably over 

the rails? 
How much do you suppose the carriages would project? Hazarding an opinion, I should think 

3 feet in each carriage, that is 18 inches beyond the rail on each side. 
I am told it is only 10 inches? I am speaking of the carriages I have seen on the line, and I feel 

convinced that there is an overhanging of something like 18 inches on each side; and if that is so there 
would be a space of 6 feet beyond the rails occupied by a double line of carriages. If 15 feet were taken 
up by the rails the total width required for the carriages would be 21 feet from outside to outside. That 
is what would be required in my judgment. I speak under correcion. 

Mr. Tunics.] What is the width of the street you are speaking of? The whole width is 60 feet, 
including the two pathways. 

And the pathways would reduce it by 12 feet on each side? Yes. 
The gutter about 3 feet? About 30 inches. 
Mr. Ma.rtJty.] I think there is but one fbotpath in Elizabeth-street? The law requires that there 

should be two. 
You were saying that you thought tramways would be impracticable except upon level streets ;—may 

I ask you have you ever travelled on the tramwaycars in Edinburgh? I have travelled there many times, 
but not, I think, on a tramway. I have seen the carriages running, but I do not remember to have 
travelled in them. 

There is a tramway that runs from, Leith to Edinburgh, up a very steep incline? So far as I remember, 
I do not think the incline is very steep there. I have frequently walked there, but I do not remember any 
particular rise. 

.2l&. Tunics.] You have observed that the termini are placed in the suburbs? Yes. 
As for instance at Newtown? Yes. 
You are aware that there is a large population springing up beyond Newlown? Yes. 
In the event of this tramway being extended to Newtown, it would deprive all the persons living in 

that neighbourhood, or beyond it, of locomotion in vehicles which they have at present? That is very 
clear. It would not take them home as the omnibuses now do, and would not therefore be so great a 
convenience. The tramway would stop at a certain point, but the omnibuses go almost to the doors of 
those who use them. After finishing their journey in the tramway they would in some instances have to 
walk a considerable distance beyond, and therefore, as regards some of the people living out there, they 
would not avail themselves of the tramway. - 

It would involve the necessity of shifting from the tramway into another vehicle and of paying 
another fare? Yes; or the people would travel by -an omnibus instead of by the tramway. 

You noticed some difference in the height of the rail, as compared with the level, of the road between 
the tramways laid down in London and that which we had in Pitt-street? Yes; and the difference that 
I noticed was in favour of those laid down in London, doing away with a great objection to that in Pitt-
street. 

Did it ever occur to you that as the rail was iron, and therefore more durable than the rest of the 
road, that it would be difficult to keep the rail perfectly flush with the road? These things seem to be 
much better managed in London than they are here; but I should not expect that any difficulty would 
arise, or need be apprehended. 

Did you notice any material about the rail of a different character to the rest of the road—wood, 
graiaite,'or other stone? No. 

Is your memory sufficiently clear to enable you to say whether the road was merely macadamized up 
to the rail, or not? I do not remember whether it was macadamized, wood, or nsphalte. I cannot say 
what it was. 

have you any idea of the number of omnibuses which now travel in George-street? No; I know 
there are a great many. 

Supposing there is one goes every minute each way? I have noticed that the omnibuses have 
increased very much of late years. The traffic, and partiëularly the omnibus traffic, has very largely 
increased since I took part in the Municipal affairs of the city; but to put tramways down in Pitt-street 
or George-street would be an act of madness—would be to destroy the business of those streets, to depre-
ciate the value of property there, and would be of no public utility. 

Any Bill of the character now applied for would necessarily give a monopoly to the persons who 
obtained the right to construct the road? A monopoly would no doubt necessarily be created by the Act, 
and that is another objectionable feature. I am opposed to monopolies in any shape. 

Do you know the distance which omnibuses now carry passengers for 3d. in the central parts of the 
city and suburbs? Yes; from the Globe Point, or from the Glebe, at any rate, to the Queen's Wharf. 

From your experience would you say that that was a high or a low charge. I consider it a low 
charge. A few years ago, when I lived at Coogee, there was slot one omnibus or vehicle of any sort plying 
eastward of College-street, at •Lyons'-terrace, and certainly not beyond Darlinghurst. I mention that to 
show the enormous increase which has arisen in the omnibus traffic between the cit.y and suburbs. 

Is that increase the result of low fares, or what? Probably the requirements of the people have 
forced it upon those who could provide the accommodation, and then the cheapness of the system has 
enabled it to continue. 

.31r. Maci'ntosh.] How do they manage in regard to the rule of the road—taking the right or left? 
There are by-laws which govern the movements of the tramways in London. It is difficult, of course, to 
speak from memory, but I think some by-law such as this in its general character obtains, where the 
tram-car is coming along and the driver or conductor calls out to the driver of any vehicle drawn up in 
front he has to make way for the tramway. If anyone objects, refuses, or neglects to get out of the way 
he is liable to be punished for it. L. 

* NOTE (on reviaiou) :—This 'should be stated as leaving 36feetfor the road; the pathways are 12 feet wide each = 24 
feet, leaving 36 feet for the road. 
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L. Threlkeld, Esq., was examined 

,Cbairma'n.] You have been away from the Colony for a short time? About four years. L. Threikeld, 

You have been living in London chiefly? Yes; chiefly.
. Esq. 

Have you been in the habit of travelling on the tramways there? I have travelled frequently on the 
tramway from Moorgate-street to Holloway, and also on the line from Greenwich. I think they call them 4 Dec., 1873. 

the north and south lines. 
Were you in Sydney when we had the tramway laid down in Pitt-street? Yes. 
I suppose you recollect the strong prejudice which was raised against that? I do; I had a prejudice 

against it myself. The line was not laid down well. The rail was above the surface of the road, and that 
caused great inju.y to vehicles. That is not the case in London. 

Did you notice whether there was a large traffic in the streets where these tramways are laid? Yes; 
there is a very'large traffic there. 

Is the accommodation provided by the tramways very good? It is very good. 
Is it comfortable and speedy? Yes; I think the tramways are the most convenient and comfortable 

mode of travelling in London. 0 - 
284. Are the charges very low? The charges are low. 
285. Have you heard that the effect of introducing tramways has had the effect of bringing down the 
charges as well? I think so. The charges are very low in London, especially on the tramways. 
289. Have you travelled on any other tramways besides those of London? I have not. The tramways of 
London are just in the suburbs; they do not go into the very centre of what is called the city proper. - 
The terminus is in Moorgate-street, just as you approach the busy parts of.  London. Moorgate is one of 
the widest streets in London, almost aswide as Oxford-street. 

You are a native of the Colony ;- are you not? Yes. 
You have a good knowledge of the localities referred to in this Bill? Yes. 
Do-you think that tramways might with safety be established along the routes here named-that is, 

judging from what you have seen in London? I should think so, if established on the same principle that 
tramways are established in London, the rail being below or on a level with the surface of the road. In 
London the rail is, I think, laid on a wooden foundation, and it does not rise above the level of the road. 

Would you look at that plan, and tell the Committee if this section (Mr. J. D. Larsen's) is like the 
rail you speak of? The line is built up to with blocks of masonry on each side, and I think the rails are 
a little below the level. The only inconvenience which I have ever heard mentioned is that the woodwork 
upon which the.rail is laid occasionally sinks a little, and the wheels of vehicles crossing sometimes gt 
slightly twisted. 

Is the plan before you similar to the. tramway that you have seen in London? I think it is. 
According to that plan do you think the rail there represented is similar to that which you have 

seen in London? I think so. 
You can see no difference in the mode in which the tramways are constructed as compared with the 

plan proposed by the Company in this Bill? I think not; but I cannot give a professional opinion, as I am 
not an engineer. In London I have heard that the rail has occasionally sunk a little, and then it has had 
to be repaired. Those who obtain a.uthority to construct the tramways are bound to keep them in repair 
for a certain number of years. 

If a similar provision is made here, and the Company are bound to keep the lines in good repair, you 
do not see any objection to the establishment of these tramways? No. 

Mr. Oa/es.] Do you know whether the tramwdys run up any steep inclines in London? There isa 
slight incline on that line from Moorgate-street to Camden Town; it goes beyond Islington, and branches 
to Camden Town. 
290. You know the incline on Brickfield Hill? Yes. 

Did you ever travel on a tramway up a higher hill than that? No, not so great as that. 
Have you been to Upper Ciapton? I have not. 
I think you said you had not travelled on any of the New York traniways? I have not been in 

America. 
Do you know whether there is a tramway in Bishopgate-street? No. When we left, which is only three 

months since, they had no tramways in any of the busy parts of London; I think there was an objection 
to them there, although tramways were in great favour in parts where they did not interfere with the 
traffic. The manner of travelling is so much more pleasant than any other; there is no tremulous motion 
such as you find in the underground railway or any other railway; and the tramways are far easier than 
the omnibuses. 

What is your opinion of the traffic about London as compared with the busy parts of George-street? 
There is no comparison. 

You think it is greater about London? Very much greater. I do not think there is any comparison 
at all. 

Mr. Macintosh.] Were you in Paris at all? Yes. 
How do they answer there? I cannot say that I recollect seeing any tramways in Paris. 
The streets of Paris are much wider than those of Sydney? Very much wider. 
Have you been in Vienna?. No. 
Do you know Whitechapel Road, in London? Yes. 
Did you take notice of the tramway in that street? I cannot say that I did. 
You are not aware, as a matter of fact, that it was kept in bad order? I am not. 
Are there as many private vehicles, taking into consideration the difference between the population 

of Sydney and London ;-are there as many private vehicles in London as there are in Sydney? In the 
West End of London there are considerably more, but I think not so in the East End,where the great 
business is transacted. I do not think there are so many private vehicles taken into the tboroughfares of 
that part of the city, having regard to the population, as there are in Sydney. Of course there is a much 
larger number in the West End. 

Do you not think that there are more private vehicles go into George-street and Pitt-street than go 
into the business streets of London? You mean taking into account the population-proportionately? 

No. I mean the actual fulness of the streets ;-whether there are not more private vehicles in 
George-street and Pitt-street than there are in similar business streets of London? I cannot say that I 
think so. 313. 



586 

14. MINUTES OP EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE TUE SELECT COMMITTEE 

L. Threlkeld, 313. Private vehicles P I do not think so. I think there are more even in the busiest parts of London, 
Esq. where you do not expect to see private vehicles. Many medical men and professional men are driving 

about. 
4 Dec., 183. 314. Buggies are not so numerous P No; there is a different class of vehicles altogether in England. 

Do you think that if tramways were laid down in the streets of Sydney they would be found to be 
objectionable on account of the narrow-wheeled vehicles which are in use here,-seeing that four-wheeled 
vehicles cannot turn in the same radius that the cabs of London can P Do you mean that the line itself 
would interfere with the wheels P 

Yes; the groove P I do not think that it interferes with them in London. It is not objected to in 
London on that ground; and I do not know why it should be here, if properly laid down. 

The width of the buggy-wheels is about 1 inch or ii-  inch, and the groove of the tramway is about 
the same P That might give rise to difficulty. 

But you cannot speak from information on that point P No. 
Did you notice how far the tramways in London are laid from the kerb P They are in the centre of 

the street. I can hardly tell you the width of these streets, but the impression which I carry in my mind's 
eye is that they are very much wider than the streets in Sydney. I could not give you any definite 
information as to their actual width. 

You have spoken of Oxford-street in London; the carriage-way in most parts of that street is 48 feet 
wide P I should have thought that Oxford-street was a great deal wider than that. 

Do you know the Elephant and Castle in London? Which P There are so many. 
In the borough P Yes, I think I recollect it. 
It is a place where there is a great traffic? Yes. 
Have you ever noticed any obstructions caused by the tramways there? No; it is where the 

tramways centre; it is a sort of terminus where the omnibuses stop to put down passengers. 
You have frequently passed that place P Yes. 
And have not seen any obstruction to the traffic there P 'No. 
JW. Jacob.] Have you heard of any general complaints at Home that tramways have aepreciated the 

value of property, or interfered with it prejudicially in any way P No, I have not. There are many 
people, of course, who object to tramways, but I think the majority are in favour of them; and in favour 
of an extension of them outside the boundaries of the busy parts of the city, the streets of which are 
narrow. 

Mr. Tanks.] How long have you been away from here P About four years. 
The portions of London where tramways are in existence are more thickly populated than are the 

suburbs about Sydney? Yes. 
Are you aware how far we travel by omnibus for 3d. P From Glebe Point, and from Newtown to 

the city. 
You are aware, I suppose, that the omnibus business is conducted by several Companies P I have 

heard so. 
Does it occur to you that to enable these people to carry on the traffic at the price named they have 

to depend upon taking up a good many passengers in the thickest part of the city P Yes. 
And by that means they are enabled to run to the suburbs P Yes. 
So that in this way the whole transactions of these omnibus proprietors are made to furnish a profit P 

Yes. 
Would this tramway system be as advantageous to the development of our suburbs as the present 

omnibus system, which takes people to their houses, and thus facilitates settlement in the outlying portions 
of the city and suburbs P You mean that the tramway must have a terminus beyond which there would 
be a large straggling population; if so, I imagine that they would have to extend the tramways as soon as 
the population was sufficient to justify that step. 

The system would not be the pioneer of settlement P No; it would be a sort of after consideration. 
Of course the tramways in London are a great success on account of the population. There, every means 
of conveyance is crowded-all the available room is taken up in omnibuses, tramways, and railways. All 
these systems of conveyance are doing well, for the carriages are always full. 

What is the rate charged per mile travelling by the tramway P I forget; but I think the charge 
ranges from id. The highest charge is 4d. 

4d. a mile P No; 4d. for the distance right through. I can scarcely tell you what it is per mile. 
You have no information as to mileage P No; but their lowest fare is id. 
Mr. .111' Cart/iy.] You do not mean to say that the construction of a tramway to Waverley or Ilandwick 

would be thö means of checking people from going out there to live P No; I think it would be rather an 
inducement. There can be no doubt that tramways supply the most convenient and pleasant means of 
trav.elling. Most people who can get that sort of conveyance will prefer it, and the tramways will fill 
before the omnibuses. In London they both fill, for the means of locomotion are not sufficient to meet 
the requirements of the population. The majority of the people there live out of town, and of course an 
immense number of them have to come into business in the morning. 

Edgar Layard, Esq., was examined :- 

E. Layarcl, 341. C/thirinan] What are you? Her Majesty's Consul for Fiji. 
Esq. 342. Have you been in London lately P Yes. 

,.-'- 343. Have you travelled on any part of the Continent? Yes. I have seen tramways on the Continent, 
4 Dec., 1873. at the Cape of Good Hope, in Brazil, and several other places. 

You have seen tramways in London and on the Continent P Ihave. 
Where P I do not recollect where, but in some of the Continental cities. 
How long is it since you were there? Three years ago. 
How long is it since you were in London Three months ago. In Brazil we had a tramway, on 

which I travelled daily. 
3.48. 
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How long previously? I have just came from there. I came from Brazil to London, where I stayed E. LaYard  E  
two or three months, and I then came on here. Previous to that I was at the Cape of Good Hope, where sq. 
also we had tramways. 

Have you been in the habit of travelling on tramways? Yes, constantly. 4 Dec., 1873. 

In London? Yes; not as much in London as elsewhere. 
What is the result of your observation of tramways? I am decidedly in favour of them. Their 

great utility I have seen; and certainly the convenience of travelling by them is very great. 
They are quite as comfortable as omnibuses? They are infinitely superior. 
And quite as safe? I should say a great deal safer. 
You do not hear of so many accidents by tramways as from omnibuses and cabs? Not nearly so many. 
Have you observed that they have been laid down where there is much traffic? Yes. There is a 

line from Greenwich to Westminster Bridge, and several diverging lines to Clapham and other places in 
the suburbs. There are lines from Moorgte to Holloway, running on the north-west of London. I 
remember also seeing a line in Sydney here, about eleven years ago. 

You have lived in Sydney many years.? I was only a casual visitor here then from New Zealand. 
In what way did the line in Sydney and those in London differ? The great difference was that in 

Sydney the rail was elevated above the level of the road. 
In London the rails are sunk? They are. 

359.. Can you see any difficulty in constructing tramways in the principal streets about Sydney? I see no 
difficulty in constructing a tramway anywhere. Do you mean as to the traffic? 

Yes? No; I see no difficulty on that score, The traffic here as compared with London is a mere 
drop in a bucket—a drop in the ocean. 

As to the difference in the width of the streets—does that materially affect the question? If you 
have sufficient space on each side of the street to allow of the side traffic being carried on without inter-
ruption, I do not think that the tramway would be an obstruction in any way. 

Do you think the streets of Sydney are wide enough to admit of that? That is an engineering ques-
tion. How many carriages could you put abreast? I do not know the town enough to enable me to 
form an opinion, but my view is this: If you have sufficient sideway for an independent traffic, then your 
streets are wide enough. People who are shopping and following their various avocations, want to stop at 
their warehouses and other places, and if the tramway comes along and sweeps them out of the road when-
ever they come by, why then your streets are not wide enough. If you have width enough for vehicles to 
stand at the side, the streets are wide enough. 

You have seen George-street? Yes. . 
Sufficient to form some idea of its breadth? I think it is a pretty good broad street. 
As broad as streets in which you have seen tramways elsewhere? -I think so, as far as my eye can 

guide me. At the Cape of Good Hope we had a tramway there running from Cape Town to Green Point. 
I have heard evidence given here as to the effect of tramways upon property-; but so far- from that line 
injuring property, it trebled and quadrupled it in value; houses sprung up in all directions. The tramway 
there ran through streets very much narrower than any you have here,- but then there was not so much 
traffic in Cape Town as there is in Sydney. 

While you were in London did you hear that tramways had depreciated the value of property? On 
the contrary, the value of property was increased. I was astonished to see how many tramways there were 
in London, and they are now rapidly, extending all round - London. Thus, for instance, that tramway 
from Greenwich to Westminster Bridge is many miles in length, and ramifies all through the suburbs. 

Have you travelled down Brickfield Hill here?- No; they have got some pretty considerable inclines 
along the Greenwich line. - - 

In cases where persons desire to go beyond the tramway terminus, I presume there are 'buses to 
carry the people from that point onwards? Yes; in the same way as there are 'buses from a railway 
terminus. As the population increases you will extend your tramways, or omnibuses or other means of 
locomotion will be provided to meet the demands of the people. At the Cape of Good Hope we had a 
line of buses from Cape Town, 7 miles into the suburbs. When we got a railroad every 'bus was taken off 
the line. People found it no trouble to walk from the different stations to their houses, although by the 
old omnibus system they were put down at their doors. They infinitely preferred the t'ailroad. 

If there were any traffic beyond the terminus, a 'bus would be provided to accommodate it ? 
Decidedly; a -terminus is a terminus; and you must have a terminus for a 'bus as well as for a tram-car. 
In Pard the line ran through a street so narrow, that you could Itouch the sides of the houses with your 
hand reaching from the car. The street was given up for that traffic, and the advantage of it was so - 
great that there was no dissatisfaction about giving up the street for that. purpose. At first I lived off 
the road, but subsequently I left my house and went to live in one near the line, where I paid a higher rent. 
Weheld up our hands and the car stopped at once. It was a tramway worked by steam; they found that. 
steam was much cheaper than horses, and they knocked off the horses accordingly. The wood traffic on 
that line paid all expenses; and the passenger traffic was all profit. At the Cape of Good Hope also the 
tramway paid a very handsome dividend. As regards tramways going up hills, I may say that at Chelten-
ham there is a rough tramway extending from the hills down to the town for the carriage of stone. They 
go up tremendous inclines there, and I never heard of any accident. The wheel there fitted into a deep 
grove. I see no reason why tramways should not go up inclines. 1 have heard what the preceding witnesses 
have said here about the bedding of the lines. The tramway at the Cape of Good Hope was bedded like 
that; and I have seen tramways in different places bedded in different ways. - In some places it is bedded 
in macadam, and in others in square blocks of stone. The Moorgate-street tramway is bedded in asphalte. - 

Mr. 2hnks.] Have you seen any in wood? I never saw any in wood. The sleepers may be wood; 
but the roadway as far as I know is in metal, asphalte, or stone. 

Mr. Macintosh.] - In wet weather does the water stop up the - side of the rail on the longitudinal 
sleepers? They are always bedded solid. 

So that there has been no leakage under the foundation of the rails? It was all solid—laid into the 
road itself. I have seen the groove full of water, and I have seen a stone get into the groove; but there 
are wire brushes and other contrivances which the driver regulates so as to remove any obstructions 
which may get into the groove. 

You have never seen the water slop up from the wood not being joined closely? I have never Be n 
that. . 374. 



16 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAXEN BEFORE TUE SELECT COMMITTEE 

E. Layard, 374. You said that the traffic in the streets of London were as a drop in a bucket? No; vice verth-the 
Esq. traffic in the streets of Sydney as compared with that in the streets of London. 

375. Have you ever seen a block in the streets of Sydney P No; but I have seen plenty in London. 
Dec., 1873, 876. Have you ever seen a tramway in streets liable to a block? No. 

During your short experience in Sydney have you not seen the traffic so closely packed that there 
would be no room for vehicles? I have been in the streets of Sydney during the last fortnight and I have 
seen them very crowded. 

So that very little more traffic could go along? I do not say that. 
Cape Town has a population of about the same number as that of Sydney? Not nearly so large; 

not nearly so much business is done. I should compare Cape Town to Sydney and Sydney to London. 
The number of the inhabitants and the houses is about the sathe as in Sydney? I should not think 

so. There is not nearly the amount of activity there that there is in Sydney-nothing like it. The two 
places cannot be compared for a moment. 

Would you have any objection to recommending that steam should be used instead of horses to draw 
these carriages, from what you have seen in Sydney? Not a bit. I think animals become very quickly 
accustomed to steam. In the case of a railway you see that cattle and horses quickly become accustomed 
to it. I have seen wild animals-rabbits-sitting by the side of. a railway when an eapress train passed, 
aid they did not even lift up their heads to look at it. In Paul we had steam and the horses did not care 
about it. 

You have been looking at the question from a passenger point of view? Yes. 
Your evidence has tended to show the convenience of tramways for the accommodation of passengers 

than their suitability for heavy traffic? I also said that I did not think they would obstruct the traffic in 
any way. In that part of London from Westminster Bridge there is an immense traffic. 

Are the streets wider there? Yes; the lines are double there. 
There is a track outside the tramway? Yes; for the traffic of the streets. 
So far as you have seen you would have no hesitation in recommending that a tramway should be laid 

down in George-street or Pitt-street? I have told you that I have not considered the width of the streets. 
They are 42 feet wide between the gutters? My position is this: have you sufficient room 

for your street traffic? If you have, I see no objection to laying a tramway down in any street whatever. 
That is a simple case of measurement. I cannot tell you unless I go and measure the streets. 

Your opinion comes to this: that so long, as there is sufficient room on each side of the street to 
accommodate the traffic usual to it, you would say let tramways have a llace in every street? Under 
these circumstances I would not object to see them laid down in any street. 

But you would recommend that they should be drawn by steam instead of horses? That depends 
upon circumstances. It all depends upon the expense. In Pará they found it cheaper to employ steam 
than horses, although they had to import their coal at £4 a ton. You have to consider the cost, the keep, 
and the wear and tear of horse-flesh and of the road-the price of coal, and the engine and tender. 

Steam would be equally under command? Yes; you don't want to go beyond a certain rate. In 
Parmi you hold up your hand, and the tramway-car stops at once. 

Private vehicles are not so common there? What do you mean by private vehicles-gentlemen's 
carriages and huckster's carts? 

Buggies not omnibuses? Looking at omnibuses as the only means of public conveyance, and taking 
everything else from a gentleman's carriage to a huckster's cart as a private vehicle, I should say that 
New York would beat Sydney. 

It has been given in evidence before an inquiry held in London that private vehicles in New York do 
not prevail-that the traffic is carried on by steam and tramway? I should have thought there would 
have been more in New York than there are in Sydney. 

You have travelled considerably in tram-cars in different parts of the world ;-have you seen any 
accidents occur from them? Never. I have seen the tram-cars go off the line constantly at Paul from 
the line being badly constructed; but we got used to it. We put our shoulders to the wheel and lifted 
them on again. 

J. H. Thomas, Esq., C.E., was exained 
3. H. Thomas, 395. Chairman.] You are a civil engineer? I aki. 
Esq., C.E. 396. You have been for many years in the Government service of this Colony? Yes. 

397. You were in the Railway Department, I think? Yes. 
4 Dec., 1873. 398. You have been away from the Colony sometime now on leave of absence? Yes. 

Do you recollect the tramway being laid down in Pitt-street? As Engineer for Existing Lines I 
had charge of it. 

How long were you Engineer for Existing Lines? Twice for about three years. 
Do you recollect the line being taken up? Yes. 

402, You recollect that there was a strong public feeling against that tramway? Yes. It was a dreadful 
nuisance. 

You have been in London, I think ? Yes. 
Have you travelled on any part of the Continent? Yes; and have at Brussels, Antwerp, Paris, 

Milan, Alexandria, in Egypt, and other places, seen tramways. I also saw them in Dublin. 
Were they different from that which we had in Pitt-street? Quite different. 
Not open to the objection that the rail was above the level of the road? No ; the rails are laid flush 

with the street. 
What is your opinion of the proposals of this Company to construct tramways along these routes ;-can 

you, as an engineer, see any difficulty in the way of constructing them? No, not the slightest. 
Do you think the streets are sufficiently wide? They are plenty wide enough. The tramway does 

not take up the whole of the roadway, fof' as soon as the tram-car has passed the entire width of the street 
is free. If there is a double line they keep the rule of the road, and there is no difficulty whatever. 

You have lived in Sydney many years? Yes. 
And you know the width of these streets? Yes; I have some idea as to what the width of the 

streets are. 
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What is the opinion which prevails in London and elsewhere with regard to tramways? Everybody J. H. Thomas, 
is delighted with them. In Brussels, which was a very difficult town to lay them in, they are perfectly Esq., C.E. 
successful, and the people are delighted with them. 

41873 You observed them carefully? Yes, I made many inquiries; and as an engineer I felt a professional Dec., 
interest in them. 

Did you hear of any accidents? I never heard of any accident of consequence in connection with 
tramways. 

Do you think that the construction of tramways along the routes here proposed would in any way 
interfere with the present traffic? Not in the slightest. I feel perfectly confident that it would not. 

Was your attention at all drawn to the charges made to persons travelling by tramways? Yes; I 
should think the charges would be something under id. a mile. 

Has it come under your notiee that the charges made by the 'buses here have been reduced? You 
run from the Glebe to Queen's Wharf for 3d. It is not much over 3 miles. 

Mr. Titnksj Is it not nearer 4 miles? I do not think so. I am merely speaking from guess. 
Mr. 1Jfacintosh] What was the objection to the Pitt-street tramway? It took off the wheels of the 

buggies, and otherwise obstructed the general traffic. 
Did that arise from the principle of construction, or from the manner in which the street was kept? 

From the principle. It was very badly constructed in the first instance ; but if it had been laid in the 
very best way still that kind of rail would have been objectionable. 

Mr. Ttoiks.] As the engineer in charge of it, did you ever make any representations as to the badness 
of the tramway? Yes, I did. You will find I made plenl5y of representations on the subject. All the 
joints were put together without any allowance for expansion; so that when the.sun came upon them they 
buckled up. The timber was all green when laid, and consequently twisted and buckled upwards after 
being down some time. 

WEDI'TESDAY, 10DRCEMBER, 1873. 

Jtz%nt 

Mn. THOMAS BROWN, .1 Mn. G-RAHAME, 
MR. BURNS, Mn. JACOB, 

Mn. MACINTOSH. 

JOHN FITZGERALD BURNS, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

J. H. Thomas, Esq., was further examined:- 

Chairman.] You have told the Committee that you have seen tramways in London, Dublin, Brussels, J. H.iThoinas, 
Antwerp, Paris, Milan, and Alexandria? Yes. Esq., O.E. 

Do you think it would be an advantage to the City of Sydney if tramways, such as those you have 
seen in other cities, were introduced here? Yes; I think it is a very great advantage to any city to have 10Dec., 1.873. 
tramways—an advantage not merely so far as concerns the traffic of the tramway itself, but an advantage 
in so far as they facilitate the general traffic of the city. I noticed when in London that the drivers of 
Pickford's heavy vans and others endeavoured to get their vehicles on to these tramways, because they 
could go along so much easier. I have seen the drivers of gentlemen's carriages also do the same, because 
the smooth surface of the tramway enables them to get along better. 

Do the tramways which you have seen in these places interrupt the traffic more than any ordinary 'bus 
or other vehicle? No. 

When once the tram-car passes the street is as free from impediments as it was before? Yes.; there 
are no impediments whatever. I have with me a memorandum, in which I have embodied my views upon 
the whole subject; and if the Committee will allow me, I will hand it in as an appendix to my evidence. 
(Yide Appendin B 1.) On the last occasion when I gave evidence before the Committee, some mention 
was made of the trafficin the streets of London and Sydney, and I have therefore brought this map—
"London Railway Travelling made Easy, by Robert J. Cook"—to give the Committee an idea of what the' 
traffic really is of London. The red lines show the railways of London, and the blue lines show where the 
tramways run. In London there is a populationof about 4,000,000, and there are about 20,000 cabs and 
10,000 omnibuses, besides other vehicles moving along these streets. If tramways do not interfere with 
the general traffic of a city like London, I cannot see how it is possible they can interfere with the general 
traffic in a town like Sydney. 

You are quite familiar with the routes along which the promoters of this Bill propose to construct 
these tramways here? Quite. 

And you see no difficulty whatever in constructing tramways there? I see no difficulty whatever. 
Can you state in general terms what the effect of tramways has been in the way of reducing the 

cost of travelling even by omnibuses? To reduce the number of 'buses do you mean? 
No; to reduce the charges? I think they have brought down the charges by the 'buses. 
Charges for travelling generally? Yes. 
2. Jacob.] You stated that you noticed that vehicles in London tried to avail themselves of the 

tramway? They do. 
You do not mean the groove, but the causeway? The rail is made with a groove in it, and the 

ordinary wheels run upon the rails like they would upon a fiat surface. 
Would narrow-wheeled vehicles, such as buggies, get locked in them? I do not think so. The 

groove is only to take the flange of the tram-car wheels. 
There is no danger of locking? Not the slightest. They certainly have not got such narrow wheels 

in London as are used in Sydney, but I do not see that there would be the slightest inconvenience from 
the buggy traffic here. 

270 —C . - . John 
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John Young, Esquire, was examined :- 
J. Young, 434. C/tctirinan.] You are chairman of the Sydney Omnibus Company? Yes. I may state that I was 
Esq. brought up as an engineer. I was one of the resident engineers of the Lancashire and Yorkshire line, 
f'  and I have been practically engaged in that, also contracting, and similar kinds of business all my life 
10 Dec., 1873. time. 

Were you in the Colony when we had a tramway in Pitt-street? Yes. 
I suppose you are aware that there were considerable objections to that tramway? Yes. 
Can you explain why? The rails were not of the rightshape, and they were laid upon a metalled 

road. Of course where the metal came into oontact with the plate there was an unevenness, and metal would 
wear away much sooner than pitching, and would thus produce an inequality of surface much sooner than 
pitching or any other harder substance. The tramway was very much neglected, and the shape of the rail 
was greatly against it. 
.438. Did it lead to accidents? Yes; more on account of the method in which it was laid and kept than 
from the effect of the rails even. Had the whole width between the rails and a space of eighteen inehes 
on each outer side been pitched properly that rail would not have been the nuisance it was. 

Do you recollect that line being taken up? Yes; I used some of the rails myself. 
After they were taken up? Yes. 
You have seen the Bill which is before this Committee for constructing tramways in Sydney? Yes. 
Do you understand the principle upon which these new tramways are to be constructed? Perfectly. 
Do you think that the objection which obtained against the tramway laid down in Pitt-street would 

apply to the tramways which it is proposed to construct under this Bill? Not at all; I think it is a 
totally different thing altogether. 

Have you noticed the streets in which it is proposed to make these tramways? Yes; I know them 
well. 

Are they sufficiently wide for tramways? Yes; I think the routes proposed in this Bill are along 
the widest streets of Sydney, or if not the widest, those which have the least traffic in them so that if it 
were held that tramways were an obstruction to the traffic, they would be less liable to be an obstruction 

- in these streets than in any other part of Sydney. If there could be any question as to the propriety of 
laying down tramways in Sydney it would apply to that portion of the City between Market-street and 
Hunter-street, but I believe there are streets much narrower than those in that part of the City, even 
where double lines of tramway are laid down, and are worked without any inconvenience. 

If the rail were laid flush with the road, the obstruction to the traffic from running a tram-car would 
not be greater than that from an ordinary coach or 'bus? No; I think it would facilitate the traffic, and it 
would do so in this way. Before this matter came on, information was obtained from'New York respecting 
the tramways in use there, and in the other large towns of America. I am not aware that a rail, according 
to Mr. Larsen's pattern, is used in America, but there are broad rails used, and persens who have heavy 
traffic to be done have constructed vehicles with wheels of the same width of the tramway, and they make 
use of the tramway until 8 o'clock in the morning, at which hour the tram-cars begin to run. The 
tramway companies do not like to see their lines used in this way, but they cannot help it. The general 
public have seen the advantage of the tramways, and the consequence has been that they contrive to get 
nearly the whole of the heavy traffic in New York done before 8 o'clock in the morning. 

You have been very favourably impressed as an engineer with the working of tramways in other 
places? Yes. Mr. Stephenson, of New York, has been applied to, and he has sent out sections of the 
rails in use in Nhw York, which I now beg to lay before the Committee. In some cases there is as much 
as one and a half inch projection. 

But the objection against rails which project above the surface of the roadway does not apply to 
Mr. Larsen's rail? No; but still in America they use rails having one and a half inch projection, and it 
is not found to be in any way inconvenient there. I think that generally speaking the space between the 
rails, and also for a certain distance outside of them, the road is paved with wood blocks placed on end-
and not pitched. In America they mostly prefer wood paving. 

Wood is cheap there? It is cheap and abundant; not in every case, but in most cases. 
Have you considered how these tramways will affect the cost of travelling through the City and 

suburbs? To private individuals? 
Yes? I do not think that you could have the rates of travelling much cheaper than they are now 

by omnibus; but I think it would be, a very important thing for the public to get tramways, for the streets 
are very uneven, and the immense curve they put upon them makes it exceedingly uncomfortable to travel 
in omnibuses. 

You think that the cost of travelling will be less? It will not be more; I cannot say that it will be 
less, and the comfort to the passengers would be I should say 300 per cent, greater. 

And as to safety? Tramways are better as to safety certainly. The saving of horse flesh also would 
be something considerable. As chairman of the Sydney Omnibus Company I know that the long lines 
which we have cut up the horses tremendously-lines such as that from Waterloo to Miller's Point. We 
are anxious to get tramways to the principal points in order to shorten the lines. The roads in wet 
weather are in a fearful state, and we sometimes cut up twenty or thirty horses in a week. 

I presume that after the construction of these lines, your 'buses would go further than they now 
do? Undoubtedly, they would go farther and quicker. 

The labour would not be so great for your horses? No. 
And both as regards the traffic of the city and that of the suburbs, these tramways would increase 

the accommodation? Yes, in every way. 
Increase the comfort and decrease the danger? Yes, and not increase the expense. I do not 

think myself that you can have a cheaper ride than 3d. We tried the 4d. fair to Petersham, the distance 
being so much longer from Sydney, and 3d. we thought too little. We found, however, that people 
would sooner leave off riding than pay the extra penny. 

That would partly arise from the inconvenience of getting change? Yes; and the 3d. fare seems to 
suit the people in every way. I think the 3d. fare must be considered as fixed; but there would be. this 
advantage connected with having the tramways And the omnibuses all under one Company: tickets might 
be granted for all the cross lines, instead of for single journeys. 

You think that by means of a system of tramways the traffic of Sydney would be better organized 
than it is at present? Much better. The time of running would then be perfectly regular,-and it is 
difficult to get that with omnibuses. 460. 
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As Sydney grows, the danger of blocking, which is incidental to most large cities, cannot so easily J. Young, 
occur? As regards blocks, I think the traffic is less liable to be interrupted where there is a tramway. Esq. 

People know exactly where the tramway must run, and they are therefore freer and less liable to be 
stopped. 10 Dec.,18,3. 

Mr. facob.] As to the Pitt-street tramway, were there any objections with regard to it founded on 
the narrowness of the street? I think the principal objection to the.Pitt-street tramway arose from the 
bad principle on which it was laid. 

Was it objected that the street was too narrow? I do not know that it was. Pitt-street is, I think, 
the narrowest street in the town. 

Narrower than the streets where it is proposed to lay down these tramways? Yes; but I do not 
know that the narrowness of the street was in itself an objection. No tramway ought to be laid down 
in a town, in my opinion, unless it is pitched, and the pitching of the tramway is likely, in my opinion, 
to lead to the pitching of the rest of the street. The present streets of Sydney certainly want altering. 

It-is proposed that a double line should be laid down in some streets? Yes 
Will that interfere with the traffic? Not at all. At London Bridge they have two streams of 

traffic going one way, and two going the other. There are always four distinct streams of traffic there, 
and they are never blocked. 

You have said that tle Omnibus Company were anxious to shorten the distance of running—would 
that increase the cost to the public? No. 

One charge will clear both the omnibus and the tramway? Yes, it is one. Persons travelling from 
(say) Darlinghurst to the Glebe Point will be able to take a ticket which will carry them right through. 
Mr. Stephenson has sent out designs of cars which are used in America and other places, which perhaps 
the Committee may like to see. These photographs represent cars used in New York, New Orleans, and 
Glasgow. 

Mr. Macintosh.] In the event of the Bill becoming law, which is the first line which your Company 
will lay down? I do not know. I do not think we have any particular preference. I do not think that 
has been considered. - 

What are the material advantages which the citizens would receive from giving over so large a 
portion of the streets for the use of this tramway, seeing that we have got a very well constituted 'Bus 
Company at the present time? One benefit which I think the public would derive would be this,—that 
the streets would be partly made for them at the expense of th&Tramway Company. Some £15,000 would 
probably be saved to the city in that way. Nearly half the street would be made for the citizens, and 
made in tEe best possible manner. 

That would be the advantage which the Municipal Council would receive? Yes ; and they represent 
the citizens. 

It would save about £15,000 a year of the revenue of the Corporation? I believe so. I think that 
last year there was about £8,000 spent upon George-street alone. In wet weather the streets are in 
such a state that ladies cannot very well travel about in omnibuses; but if a tramway were laid down 
on a rail perfectly true, travelling in the tram-car would be quite as easy as in a railway carriage. The 
- increased comfort in travelling would be another advantage which the citizens would receive. 

What is your opinion, as a professional man who has had great experience with regard to our timber;—
do you think our timber is well adapted for longitudinal rails ? Yes, certainly. 
47. Our experience hitherto has been rather against the timber? I do not think thit there is any better 
timber in any part of the world than in New South Wales. All that is necessary is that it should be 
properly selected. 

If you get it seasoned and then put it into a damp soil? There are some timbers here which are 
better and last the longer for being put in damp soil. 

Would not seasoned timber be likely to warp if it were put in damp soil? I would not put seasoned 
timber under ground. I do not think it is a good plan. 

The timber laid down in Pitt-street was unseasoned but it warped considerably? That is quite pos-
sible; but there are some timbers in this colony which are well adapted for the purpose, and are better 
under ground than out. So far as the question of timber is concerned, I think you cannot find any country 
better able to supply timber than this. I do not know of any. The timber that goes to Victoria for their 
work is from New South Wales. 

The timber that goes to Victoria from New South Wales is from a different district and climate? 
Yes; but we have plenty of a similar kind here. 

You think that our timber is well adapted for the purpose, notwithstanding the failure of the Pitt-
street tramway? I do, most undoubtedly. I do not think that the Pitt-street tramway affords any 
criterion as to the laying down of timber. The rail which it is now proposed to lay down is not so likely 
to get out of place as that used in the Pitt-street tramway. 

In the event of a tramway being laid down on the South Head Road, or Oxford-street as it is now 
called, would it interfere with the heavy traffic—with drays which sometimes carry planks 50 feet in length, 
and iron 30 feet in length ;—would there be any difficulty in carrying on that description of traffic? 
I think not. 

Waggons or drays loaded in that way would take a considerable distance of the street and take a long 
time to get out of the way? I think not. If they were turning round a corner that long length of 
timber would take up a good deal of the road, but no more than they do at present. They would not stop 
anything. If going up or down the street they would not stop the tramway any more than they stop any-
thing else. 

From what you state it would appear that that portion of the road under the control of the Tramway 
Company would be kept in better repair than the rest of the street? Yes. 

Then would not these vehicles with long heavy loading get on to that part of the road? I think it 
is possible that if the tramways come into Sydney you will find that most of the heavy traffic of the City 
will be done at daybreak, by people taking advantage of the tramroad before the cars begin to run. That 
will be a great advantage to the general public, though none to the Company. That is a matter of com-
plaint by the Tramway Companies in America. I am told that in New York the tramways are used in that 
way, and it is found that a couple of horses will drag thirty tons of loading on these tramways. 

The traffic of Sydney is chiefly done upon two-wheeled vehicles—upon common drays? Yes. 
- 484. 
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J. Young, 484. Are you acquainted, with any other city where the heavy traffic is not chiefly done with waggons, 
Esq. which can be unloaded at the side, the drays from their construction and the absence of gateways taking 

up a greater amount of street room? Yes ; but,  in the case you speak of the loading is of a certain length, 
no matter what vehicle it is carried on, and therefore will take up a certain amount of street room. 

The drays on which our heavy traffic is conducted have to back up to the kerb and unload at the tail 
of the dray; the rails of the tramway would therefore have to be 10 feet from the herb? There would 
be a considerable space left; but I do not think that a dray or any other vehicle should be allowed to be 
placed at right angles with the street. If people are in the habit of. drawing up vehicles in that way they 
ought to be stopped. 

From your experience is not that frequently the practice? I think it is. Still vehicles would have 
to be drawn up like they are everywhere else-a little on the slant. But as to the method of haulage in 
Sydney, I think it is very much the same as it is in all other cities. It is true the dray is used here more 
than it is in some places; but the haulage is generally similar. 

Are similar vehicles used elsewhere? I do not think that makes much difference. 
The waggons are longer? I believe you would find that all the heavy traffic would go along the 

tramway early in the morning. For instance, I am building large premises in Pitt-street at the present 
moment. If there were a tramway laid down in Pitt-street I should endeavour to get all the heavy traffic 
over the line early in the morning, and in so doing I should save myself great expense in haulage. You 
would find that people would make their vehicles the same width as the tramway, so as to be able to use 
the rail. 

The gauge of the tramway will be 4 feet? 4 ft. S in. 
The same gauge as our railways? Yes. 
How would you reverse the tram-cars at the terminus? Some carriages reverse themselves. 
So that in some instances you would take a circuit round? In some instances all that has to be done 

is to take out the horses from one end and harness them to the other. 
So that the tram-cars would be very little obstruction to the street in that way? They would be no 

obstruction, whatever. Some American cars turn round on their own carriages. 
With regard to the gradient, are you aware of any city which has gradients the same as we have in 

Sydney? Yes, I have seen some a great deal steeper. The gradients of this city are not very bad. 
I believe there are one or two which are 1 in 25 to 30; but the railways in this Colony have gradients of 
1 in 30. 

We have them as steep as 1 in 15? But in no part where it is proposed to lay these lines. I think 
1 in 25 to 1 in 30 will be the steepest gradient. 

Do you know the gradient of Brickfield Hill? I believe it is 1 in 27 to 1 in 40. 
There is no gradient you wish to run over less than 1 in 40? None less than 1 in 25. I have all the 

gradients of these streets. 
What are the gradients in the streets in which it is proposed to construct these tramways? Brick-

field Hill, steepest portion, 1 in 27; Parramatta-street, steepest portion, 1 in 25k. 

J. H. Thomas, Esq., was further examined :- 

J. H. Thomas, 499. Uhairman.] You wish to supplement your evidence with some statdment respecting the rail which 
Esq., C.E. was used in the Pitt-street tramway? The rail was laid the reverse way to that which the patentee 
t-'--- intended. 
10 Dec., 1873. 500. Was that one of the reasons why it did not work properly? That was one of the reasons. It was 

laid in that way because it was thought that the heavy traffic from the Circular Quay to the railway station 
might be taken over it in our ordinary railway trucks. 
.501. .Mr. Macintosh.] Do you remember the fastenings which connected the transverse sleepers with the 
longitudinal? They were wooden cross-pieces. 

With small brackets of iron? Yes. 
Were they a sufficient fastening? It would have been better if they had had an iron rod right 

through.' 
Do you think that those brackets were of any service whatever? I do not. 
The insufficiency of those brackets was the cause of the longitudinal sleepers twisting? No, not 

altogether. The timbers twisted a great deal from being put down in the way that they were. 
You have heard the evidence of Mr. Young? Yes. 
He states that he would put down timber in the same seasoned condition that was put down; that 

was put down almost green? I know that. There is timber in this Colony as good as any in any other 
country. -You could lay down timber that would not twist. I would undertake to lay down timber that 
would not buckle up'as that did. 

That was exceedingly good looking timber? That may be. 
It was black-butt, I think? I forget now what it was, but I think it was black-butt. It is twelve 

years ago. 
G/iairrnan.j You had charge of the Pitt-street tramway all the time it was in existence? I had 

charge of it as Engineer for Existing Lines; but I had not charge of it all the time. 
It was under your supervision generally? Yes. 
Mi-. Afacimtosh.] You had not charge of it after it was laid? Yes; but not before. 
You say you were in charge of that tramway? Yes. 
Are you not aware that it was a failure from the manner in which it was laid down and maintained? 

I do not say maintained; I say it was a failure from the way in which it was laid down. The tramway was 
handed over to my charge as Engineer for Existing Lines; but when Mr. Woods leased it, lie undertook to 
keep it in repair. I was not therefore responsible for its being kept in repair, but still I say that no 
mortal inaln could have kept it in repair. 

You have had experience of the way in which tramways have worked. Are not vehicles injured by 
the defective way in which the junction between the pavement and the macadam is effected? Never. I 
have seen defects between the metal and the pitching, but this was the fault of the authorities in not 
keeping the whole flush. 

510. 
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Have you seen faults of that kind to any extent in London P Not to any great extent; and when J. H. Thomas, 
the defect occurs it arises from the neglect of some officer to look after it. Esq., C.E. 

Would you explain what were the faults in the construction of the Pitt-street tramway? The rails i' 
were laid with butt joints one against the other, without any allowance for expansion. That alone would 10 Dec., 1873. 
account for the defective character of that tramway. 

Then the fault was in its being put down with butt joints? When the sun came upon that-it 
matters not what timber might be underneath-it would draw it right up. It was utterly impossible to 
have kept that tramway in repair without pulling it right up, and relaying it again in a proper manner. 
519.. Some portion was taken up towards Christ Church? That was to try and improve the curve there. 
Some granite blocks were laid down there, but not with my advice. 

Sometimes the ears ran off the line ;-did they not? I think there were cases of that kind, but they 
were very rare. 

Would the rails shown ih these diagrams, Mr. Larsen's rail, be safer than that was? Yes, much 
safer. 

In the former tramway I think the carriages only ran off two or three times? I cannot myself dis-
tinctly recollect any case in which that occurred; but if it did, the cars were easily got on again. 

I think you tried also to make the tramway in Pitt-street, auxiliary to the railway? Yes; it was 
intended that railway material should be brought from the Circular Quay to the Redfern Terminus by thti 
line. 

Did it answer? No, it did not. It was intended that the railway trucks should be run on it, and 
that was the reason why the rail was reversed from the way in which it was intended to be laid by Mr. 
Train, the patentee. 

Why.did it not answer? The railway trucks would not run easily upon it, and that was not to be 
wondered t, considering the way the rail was laid. 

One or two attempts were made to run them? Yes; but the thing was not constructed for railway 
trucks, and therefore you could hardly expect them to run. It was never Mr. Train's intention to run 
railway trucks oi a tramway of that sort. 

It was constructed to a certain extent to do the work you mentioned? Yes; but that was not Mr. 
Train's design, I. believe the person who recommended it to the Colony, and was answerable for the 
tramway was, I believe, Captain Martindale. 

In the event of a railway being laid down in Pitt-street or Castlereagh-street, such as it is proposed 
in this Bill, could that be made an auxiliary to the railway and be used by railway trucks? It would not 
go down to the Circular Wharf. 

In the event of its being extended there P I do not think that it would be advisable to run railway 
trucks upon it. I think it should be confined to passenger traffic, and I have said so in the memo-
randum I have handed in. (Appendix B 1.) 

Are there cheap tram-cars running in London? I used to ride upon. one every day there. The 
charge was 2d. inside and id. out. 

Are there special cheap trains? I never heard of them. 
I see from the evidence of Mr. Rowbottom on this subject that there are great facilities offered by 

the tram-cars early and late? They do run early and late. 
You think there would be no danger from a tramway laid in a street 36 feet wide? Not the slightest. 
When you were in London did you see Mr. Bassilgate? Yes, I have seen him. 
He states that a double line of tramway should not be laid in a street less than 34 feet wide? Then 

he takes a rather more favourable view than I do. - 
He is engineer for the Board of Works? For the Metropolitan Board of Works. He is a man 

whose opinion on this subject is entitled to great weight. 
With regard to the opening of sewers and water-pipes running along a street? Yes. 
Would any obstruction arise from that? No; because these lines are made on a kind of framework 

which is easily supported. 
I suppose they would simply unhook the horses from the tram-car? Yes, and just push it along; I 

have seen that done several times in London, where gas, sewerage, and water pipes are laid. Sometimes 
half-a-dozen gas companies have pipes laid down in one street. 

Are the tramways shown on the map of "Railway and Tramway travelling in London" which you 
have laid before the Committee, projected tramways, or are they tramways in actual work? They are in 
actual work, and there are many others projected. 

Do You think there would be any difficulty in enforcing regulations to the effect that the street where 
a tramway was laid should be kept in proper repair by the Company, that is, judging from your experience 
in London? I do not quite understand you. . 

A portion of these streets would be given over to the Company ;---do you think it would be difficult 
to compel the proper maintenance of that portion of the street handed over to their charge? I. do not 
think there would be the slightest difficulty in the matter. You could easily draw up regulations that 
would force them; but I do not think that forcing would be necessary, because it would be to the interest 
of the Company to keep the road in repair. 

Have tramways in London been kept in proper repair? Yes. I am glad you have asked me that 
question. I took the trouble to walk along them to see how they were kept; and, so far as London is 
concerned, I never found a rail either below or above the roadway to any objectionable extent. I was 
surprised at the way in which I saw the tramways kept there. The only place in which they were not very 
well kept was in Brussels, where I noticed defects in one or two places; but even there I heard no com-
plaints. In London the tramways and the streets are splendidly kept. 

You say that it would be to the interest of the Tramway Company to keep the blocks of granite or 
other pitching properly even with the surface? Yes.. 

And, from what you have seen elsewhere, you are warranted in believing that it would be-so here? 
Yes. They are certainly splendidly kept in London, but whether it is that the authorities look sharp after 
them or not I cannot say. . 

John 
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John Woods, Esquire, was examined :- 
3. WOOdS, 546. Uhair'ñian.] I believe you have had large experience in the omnibus traffic of Sydney? Yes. 
q. 547. I think you have been engaged in the business, and have had control of a large portion of the traffic 

'' for some years? For the last eighteen months or two years. 
10 Dec., 1873. 548. Your attention has been directed largely to carrying, and to the traffic of Sydney? Yes; a good 

deal. 
549. And for the last eighteen months you have been connected more particularly with the omnibus traffic? 
Yes. 
550. In your business as a carrier, you would of course become familiar with the tramway which was laid 
down in Pitt-street? Yes; I was the only person who ever worked that tramway. 
551. Did you lease it? Yes, 
552. From the Government? Yes. 

That tramway was taken up? Yes, at the end of 1865, I think. 
Owing to the objections which were raised against it-that it impeded the traffic? Yes. 
Do you think the objections arose from the construction of the tramway-from the rail being above 

the level of the street? The objection arose from the way in which the tramway was laid down. The 
rails were laid down in a way which was never contemplated. They were placed upside down. 

Has your attention been called to the plan upon which it is intended by the promoters of this Bill to 
construct tramways in this city? Yes, I have seen an account of it in the Sydney 2lforninq Herald. 

It is on a different principle to the Pitt-street tramway? Yes, on a different principle altogether. 
With the old system of tramways the wheels of vehicles were injured; but that cannot occur on either of 
the rails suggested by Mr. Young or Mr. Larsen. 

No objection is likely to arise on that score? I cannot see any. All that would be necessary would. 
be  that people should draw a little out of the track of the tram-car when it was passing. 

Do you think the interference with the traffic would be greater with tramways than with omnibuses? 
I do not think that it would be so great. I still adhere to the opinion I gave on that point in 1865. 

Have you noticed the different routes along which it is proposed to construct these lines? Some of 
$ them I know. 

You will find them all recorded here in the 122nd clause of the Bill? Yes; I cannot see any objec-
tion to these routes, with this exception, that I think it would be better that the tramway should start 
from Erskine-street or Clarence-street, and g9 along King-street, than that it should start from the corner of 
King-street and Elizabeth-street. By extending the route as I suggest the tramway would catch all the 
traffic, and it would not interfere with the general traffic to anything like the extent that the omnibuses 
now do. There are sometimes four or five omnibuses at the corner of that street, but the tramway would 
go right on and take the people straight away. 

Having examined the whole of these routes, can you see any objection to the construction of the 
tramways proposed? Not the slightest. 

Do you think that the introduction of tramways will have the effect of increasing the accommodation 
to the travelling public of Sydney? Yes; it will give them a better mode of conveyance, and one much 
cheaper than omnibuses. 

Will they give greater safety? Yes, they will be more safe, and they will, I dare say, be able to run a 
little bit cheaper than omnibuses: 

The public interest will be consulted more by the introduction of tramways than by the continuance 
of the present system? I have not the slightest doubt of it. 

Aft. acob.] Have you read the Bill through? I have not. 
You do not know whether it is proposed that the charges shall be fixed by law? I do not. 
Do you think that it is advisable that they should be fixed by law? I am certain that it is not 

advisable. As it is a commercial undertaking I think that the charges should be left entirely to the 
owners of the tramway. 

If the charges were not fixed by law, and if the Company were lef to charge what they liked, would 
not the Parliament be creating a monopoly? So long as you have the opposition of the omnibuses of 
Sydney you cannot make a monopoly. If the omnibus charged 3d., and the tramway 4d. or Gd., the 
result would be that the omnibuses would quickly beat the tramway out of the field. 

Why do the promoters suggest that the charges should be regulated by law? I do not know. That 
does not accord with my experience, and I have had a great deal of experience in omnibus traffic. 

The omnibuses having been once taken off might not run again for a long time? If you authorized 
a tramway to be laid down you would not be giving the Company a monopoly, unless you prohibited other 
'buses from running on the same road. 

Might not the tramway charge low prices until the 'buses were run off, and then revert to high prices 
again? I do not think that any commercial men would do that. 

That has ben done by the Steam Companies. It is proposed by the promoters here to fix a 
maximum? You may fix the maximum, but it would be for the directors to determine the minimum. 

Oliairrnax.] Will it not be to the interest of the proprietors of the tramway to fix such rates as will 
pay them, and secure to them the public traffic? No doubt of it. They are the best judges on that point; 
and therefore I think it ought to be left entirely in their hands. 

Mr. J'acob.] Have you not known one Steam Company drive off the boats of another Company, and 
when it has obtained the monopoly, revert to high charges again? I have known that to be attempted 
sometimes. I have known the A.S.N. Co. try to do it; but the new Company was got up, and it has 
paid a good dividend ever since. I do not think that any four or five sensible men of business would ever 
charge more than people could afford to pay, because, if they did, they would be driving business from 
them. We have now a monopoly to a certain extent in our several lines of 'buses, but we do not raise 
our fares. One day I bought all the thirty-six 'buses that were then running from the Queen's Wharf, 
and now we are doing the same traffic with sixteen, and we have not raised the fare. I had the option, 
when I was lessee of the Pitt-street tramway, to charge a higher fare than I did charge, but I did not take 
advantage of it. 

You had not the monopoly of the streets? I had the monopoly by law- for five years, as lessee, but 
I never thought of increasing the fare. All these matters very soon find their own level. A tramway 
will convey more people with greater safety and comfort than an omnibus can. The tramway. is safer in 

this 
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this way: Gentlemen who drive their own vehicles know that the tramwaycar must come along a certain line, J. Woods, 
and they consequently keep out of its way; but they are not so particular in keeping out of the way of Esq. 
an omnibu, and the chances of collision are therefore greater. During the six or seven years we had that 
car running, a collision never occurred to my knowledge but twice. 

In regard to vehicles loaded with long timber, would there be any difficulty in getting out of the way? 
That would depend upon the width of the street. 

Would there be danger in any street? I should say there would be in a very narrow street, but 
there would not be danger in any of the streets mentioned in this Bill. 

Not even though there were double lines of tramway laid? No; because two tram-cars and a load 
of timber would never be likely to meet in one particular spot at the same time. The parties driving the 
vehicles would have sense enough to take care against that. 

Mr. Macintosli.1 Would there be any difficulty in keeping the macadamized part of the road level 
with the pavement, which would be attached as it were to the tramway? Do you mean for 2 feet outside 
the rail? 

Yes? No I do not think there would, if the metal were put down properly. I had no difficulty in 
keeping the outside of the old tramway in repair; the difficulty that I had to contend with was to keep the 
inside. When the wheel of a heavily loaded vehicle got in it could not get out, and that cut the metal up; 
but if the inside between the rails had been pitched, and the groove of the rail had been such as would let 
the wheel out, that would not have occurred. I suggested to the Government that the road should be 
altered in this way. 

According to the plan exhibited here by Mr. Larsen there would not be any difficulty in keeping the 
road in repair for general traffic? Not the slightest. I cannot see where the difficulty, could arise. 

There would be a little difficulty where the metal joined on to the stones? If the metal is properly 
laid down and blinded it will macadamise in a few days. It did so against those wooden rails laid down in 
Pitt-street, and I do not see why it should not do so against wood or stone pitching. 
584: You remember the timber laid down in Pitt-street? Yes. 

Do you remember the kind? It seemed to me to be black-butt; I am not a judge of timber. It was 
either black-butt or blue gum. 

You remember that it was very good timber in appearance? It looked very well, some of it. 
You are aware also that it twisted about very considerably? .It did, a good deal. It sprung up at 

the joints of the rails in many places. 
I think that at the intersection'of Bathurst-street the rails were always loose? Yes; and so they 

were at King-street and Market-street. 
At all the intersections of the streets? Yes; that was because the heads of the bolts worked off,—

the bolts that fastened the rails on to the longitudinal sleepers. 
Would there be that difficulty with the rails here suggested? I do not think so. The Pitt-street 

tramway was constructed on an altogether wrong principle. The timber was green, and the road was not 
put down in the way it ought to have been. 

When the longitudinal sleepers uere laid joined together there was no rdom left for expansion, and 
the same with the rails. The hot weather caused the rails to expand, and the wet weather caused the 
timber to expand? Yes; and in dry weather it shrunk and twisted up. 

From the vibration caused by the traffic there was a great deal of wear on the sides of the timber? 
Yes. 

In fact the sides were worn off some of the longitudinal timbers? Yes; they were above the level of 
the road, and the heavy loading on the drays struck against them, causing them to give way. The trans-
verse sleepers were not close enough together. There were little bits of iron rods put down which were 
not strong enough to bind the longitudinal sleepers together. 

There were great complaints made against the Pitt-street tramway between King-street and Market-
street? Yes; shopkeepers, it was said, complained that' parties would not bring their carriages into that 
portion of the street. Messrs. Farmer, Painter, and Pope, Mr. George Hill, and two or three other parties 
complained. They said that ladies and gentlemen could not come to their establishments because they 
were obliged to leave their carriages in another street. 

Oxford-street would not be open to the same objection? No; it is a wider street, and there are not 
the same class of fashionable establishments there. The traffic is of a different description. 

The traffic along Oxford-street is simply that which belongs to the locality? Yes. 
And the traffic along Pitt-street belongs partly to the interior of the country? Yes; it is more 

general. 
You have no wish to extend the tramways proposed to be laid down in Pitt-street and George-street 

—no wish to extend them north of the Town Hall? Do you speak in a èommercial point of view? 
You are one of the promoters of the Bill? Yes. 
You do not seek by this Bill to lay down tramways in Pitt-street or George-street, north of the Town 

Hall? I never intended to put a tramway down Pitt-street again. 
Or in George-street? You might go as far as Market-street. Suppose after these tramways were laid 

down the people saw that they were a great advantage, and desired to have them extended, the Legislature 
might then give them power to do so. 

But you have no wish to obtain that by this Bill, or until further experience is gained? As far as 
am individually concerned, not the slightest. 

As to the keeping of the tramway in repair? The Company would be obliged to do that out of regard 
for their own interests. If they did not keep it in good repair accidents might occur, and that would not 
be a very, profitable thing for the Company. 

The road authorities would have the power of forcing you to keep it in good repair, according to the 
Bill? We should be bound to do it. The Municipal Council are so satisfied on that point that they have 
sent us a letter stating that they had no objection to our laying down these tramways as proposed. 

PJ9JDA Y, 
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FRIDAY, 12 DECEMBER, 1873. 

Mn. JACOB, I Mn. MACINTOSH, 

Mn. NELSON. 

JOHN FITZGERALD BURNS, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Mr. M'Carthy appeared as Solicitor for the Bill. 

J. D. Larsen, 
Jorgen Daniel Larsen, Esq., called in and further examined :- 

. 
Esq. 60o. Ckasrman.] Will you be good enough to explain how the capital of this Company is to be raised? I 

propose to ask power to form a Company, with a capital of £95,000, in 9,500 shares of £10 each, with 

12 power to increase the capital to £200,000, as stated in clause 13. A capital of £95,000 would be ultimately 
too small, as we shall have something like 17 miles of single line at an expense of about £7,000 per mile, 
independently of plant, rolling stock, and other things necessary for the working of the lines when 
constructed. 

I believe the promoters of this Bill have amalgamated their interests with those of the Sydney 
Omnibus Company? Yes, so far that it is now proposed to carry out the scheme conjointly. When you 
come to clause 3 I shall ask you to allow certain names to be inserted in order to carry out this arrange-
ment. 

You wish to insert the names of some gentlemen who are directors of the Sydney Omnibus Company? 
Yes. 

What are the names? John Young, George Kiss, and John Woods. 
Will you be prepared, immediately after this Bill is passed, to commence the construction of these 

tramways, and to give the public the accommodation they are intended to provide? Yes, within six or 
eight months. It will take some time to get out the rolling-stock and the plant. There is none to be had 
in the Colony of the class required. The rails, for instance, will have to be imported. There will be no 
delay in regard to the capital. The capital is there at once, directly the Bill is passed, to carry out the 
works. •There may be such delay as may be caused by shipment, or something of that kind, but nothing 
more. Foi instance, we will require cars specially adapted to a hot climate, and they will require to be 
specially built. 

By clause 123 the promoters of the Company are to place £1,500 in the Bank of Australasia in 
Sydney as security for the completion of the tramway and works, and as a guarantee of bonfides? Yes; 
being a stranger here, although I could have given good references in favour of my undertaking, I thought 
it right to make that proposal; but now that there are other gentlemen well known in Sydney, who have 
joined the undertaking as promoters, I will ask you to withdraw that clause altogether from the Bill. 
Personally I have no objection to its remaining, but those who are now associated with me do not think it 
ought to be required. 

A&. .Afhcinos1e.] If the amount were reduced to £1,000, to be lodged in Government debentures, 
on which interest would be accruing, do you think that would be an unreasonable requirement, considering 
the amount of valuable property in our public streets which you are to be allowed control over? I do not 
see anything unreasonable in it; but I should prefer to have the clause withdrawn, or the amount reduced 
to £1,000, to meet the wishes of the gentlemen now associated with me. 

What clause of the Act gives a guarantee that the Company will effectually carry out the transit 
service? The 145th clause will.give the authorities power to see that the service is effective. The Sec-
retary for Public Works will have full power and control over the roads, and also the Transit Com-
missioners. 

Is the Secretary for Public Works the superintending authority to see that you will carry out the 
works projected in this Bill? No; the work is to be carried on under the surveyors of the Municipalities. 
In cases where we cross h Government railway by a bridge the work is to be done under the Engineer-in-
Chief for Hailways. I have not the slightest objection to put in a provision that the work shall be carried 
out under the Government; but I scarcely think the Municipalities would like to hand their roads over to 
the Government. 

I have observed that in the case of some of the English tramways arrangements may be made that 
the Tramway Company or the Municipality may have the whole control of the repairs of the road? I may 
call your attention to clause 131, under which arrangements may be made between the road authority and 
the Company for keeping ;the roads in repair. This clause gives the Company power to make an agreement 
with the Corporation to keep the whole street in repair. 

Suppose there shourd be a dissolution of the Company, what guarantee do you give the public that 
you will place the road in the same condition as you receive it? It is scarcely likely that gentlemen having 
so much interest in the Company will allow it to fail; but the 145th clause protects the public in the 
event of a dissolution of the Company. 

How will it affect the Gas Company? It will not affect the Gas Company in any way whatever, 
nor the sewers, nor the telegraph, nor anything. We are to pay all expenses and do any works that may 
be required under their direition, where they affect the interests of the Company. The 134th clause 
contains provision as to gas and water pipes and mains. • 
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SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN STREETS TRAMWAY BILL. 

APPENDIX. 

[ffana'ecl in by .Torgen Daniel .Lreen, 2 December, 1873.] 

Al. 

The Town Clerk to J. D. Larsen, Esq. 
Town Clerk's Office, 

Sir, 
Sydney, 8 September, 1873. 

I have the honor, by direction of the Right Worshipful the Mayor, to inform you that the City Council having 
attentively considered the subject of the construction of street tramways in Sydney, as referred to in your letter of the 26th 
May last, have approved of the principle as etablished in many large cities in Europe, and will not therefore offer any 
obstruction to the passing of an Act authorizing the construction of lines of tramway in certain streets in the city. 

I have, &c., 
CUAS. H. WOOLCOTT, 

- Town Clerk. 

A 2. 
The Mayor, Randick, to J. D. Larsen, Esq. 

Municipal Council Chambers, 
Randwick, 28 November, 1873. 

Cox of Resolution passed at a special meeting of the Council of this borough, held this evening, for the purpose of hearing 
J. D. Larsen, Esq., explain the City and Suburban Tramway Bill 

"That the application of the intended City and Suburban Tramway Company for the establishment of a tramway 
within this borough,—from the Waverley boundary, in Power-street, along the eastern side of that street, the French. 
man's Road, and Aroca-street, to the High Cross, Randwick, be granted with the understanding that the traffic be 
continued to and from Coogee Bay, at a charge not exceeding sixpence, each way, to and from King-street, Sydney, 
and Randwick or Coogee Bay." 

Moved by Alderman S. H. PEAucE,— 
Seconded by Alderman R. B. READ. Carried unanimously. 

GE0. B. Gotran, 
Council Clerk. 

JOHN THOMPSON, 
Mayor. 

A3. 

The Mayor, Waverley, to J. D. Larsen, Esq. 
Borough of Waverley, 

Council Chambers, 
19 November, 1873. 

Sir, 
I have to intimate to you that the following resolution was passed by the Council of this borough on Tuesday, 

18th instant,— 
Moved by Alderman Henderson; seconded by Alderman Fletcher,— 

"That this Council,, at a special meeting held 18t1 November, 1873, having heard Mr. Larsen's views with reference 
to the proposed Tramway Bill now before the House, and believing such Bill to be pre-eminently suitable for the 
requirements of the traffic of this borough, hereby resolve that they eia1i  give Mr. Larsen their hearty co-operation 
and assistance in carrying to a successful issue the said Bill." 

I have, &c., 
S. DICKSON, 

Mayor. 

A 4. 

The Council Clerk, Borough of Woollabra., to J. P. Larsen, Esq. / 
Council Chambers, Woollalira, 

1 December, 1873. 
Sir, - 

I have the honor to forward a copy of a resolution passed by this Council on the 25th November last, at a special 
meeting held on that date, pursuant to a request received from you on the 13th November, in which you request an 
opportunity to explain the Bill now before Parliament, asking for power to construct and work tramways in the City of 
Sydney and Suburbs. 

The resolution passed by the Council is as follows :- 

"That this Council, having heard Mr, J. P. Larsen's explanations as to the proposed street tramways, and believing 
that tramway travelling will be a great convenience to the publie, see no reason for opposing the Bill now before 
Parliament." 

I have, &c., 

- HENRY STERIKER KILLICK, 
Council Clerk, Borough of Woollahra. 

270—D • [Handed 
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CHa'u1ed in by J. H. Thomas, Esq., 10 December, 1873.1 
B 1. 

MEMO. FOR SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE SYDNEY AND SUBURBAN TRAMWAY BILL. 

HAvnG recently seen the working of different kinds of tramways in London, Brussels, Dublin, Antwerp, Paris, Milan, 
and Alexandria, I am of opinion that street tramways would be of immense advantage to Sydney, under the following 
conditions 

That the most approved form of rail, such as that used in London—a section of which has been submitted to the 
Committee—be adopted. 

That the rails be laid flush with the surface of the roadway on longitudinal wooden sleepers, tied across with iron 
rods; and that the whole of the permanent-way be thoroughly well constructed, as everything depends upon its being faith-
fully laid. 

That within the boundary of the city the space between the rails and for a distance of (say) 2 feet on either side of 
the tramway be "pitched" with either stone or wood ; the latter I consider preferable. 

That the portion of the streets thus pitched be completely open to the free use of the public, except when the cars 
are passing. 

That the fares be fixed by Act of Parliament. 
That no line of tramway be permitted in a thoroughfare of less than 20 feet. 
That no double line be allowed in thoroughfares of less than 36 feet, unless under very exceptional circumstances. 
That the use of tramways within the boundary of the city be strictly limited to the conveyance of passengers and 

their limited allowance of luggage. 
That proper regulations or by.laws be made to compel ordinary vehicles to move off the line of tramway when the 

cars are passing, and otherwise to prevent any obstruction to the free and uninterrupted passage of the tram-cars along the 
line of rail. The cars should not be allowed to stop for the taking up or setting down of passengers at the immediate 
intersection of streets, but made to pull up either just before or after passing the cross street. 

It would be of great advantage to the city if some arrangement could be entered into by the Tramwy Company 
for contracting with the Corporation for the metalling and keeping in repair the whole width of the street through which the 
rails are laid, as it would be both more economical and at the same time prevent any clashing between the officers of the 
Corporation and the Tramway Company as to what was to be done by the one or the other. 

A plan of the proposed class of cars intended to be run should, I also think, be submitted for approval, and the 
number of passengers they should be allowed to carry definitely fixed. 

Although it is not, I believe, proposed to use steam power on these tramways, I do not see that there would be any 
objection to its adoption. Just before my leaving England it was proposed to run one steam tram-car as an experiment. On 
the suburban line from Alexandria to Ramle they use steam in the day-time and horses at night. 

The system known as "correspondence" would be found a great convenience in Sydney, as (for instance) under this 
system a person leaving Waverley or Randwick could take a ticket—and tickets are issued both on the tramways in England 
and the Continent— that would pass him on to Newtown, including the omnibus fare (if any) between the termini of the 
tramways. But this, if found an advantage, would as a matter of course be adopted by the Company. 

To those keeping carriages, tramways would be of little or no advantage in Sydney, but to the man of business and 
working men it would, I feel convinced, be a great boon, and prove a vast benefit to the city, as it facilitates rather than 
interrupts the general traffic. 

J. H. THOMAS, 10/12/73. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

ROADS. 
(COCRESPONDENCE RESPECTING CLAIM OF RICHARD HANNAFORD FOR CONSTRUCTION OF BREDBO BRIDGE.) 

Ordered by the .Legi8iative Aesembly to be pri'ated, 10 December, 1873. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 

South Wales, dated 17 October, 1873, That there be laid upon the table of 

this House,— 

Copies of all Correspondence between the Government and Mr. Richard 

"T.-Iannaford, of Braidwood, having reference to the construction of the 

Bredbo Bridge, together with all Correspondence, including Minutes, 

"Letters, &c., relating to Mr. Hannaford's claim upon the Government in 

"connection with the same." 

(A1r. Rodd) 

a 

292—A 
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ROADS. 

No. 1. 

THE TJNDRE SECRETARY FOE PUBLIC WORKS to Mn. R. HANNAFORD. 

Department of Public Works, 

SIR, 
Sydney, 20 November, 1869, 

Your tender, not dated, for construction of a bridge over the Bredbo River, for the sum of 
£1,078, to be completed in six months, -having been accepted, I am directed to refer you to the Commis-
sioner for Roads for further information, and for the purpose of signing the. necessary bond for the due 
observance of your contract. i am, &c., 

JOHN RAE, 
Under Secretary. 

No. 2. 
Stamp duty, 35s. . BOND. 

KNow all men by these presents that we, Richard Hannaford, of Braidwood, in the Colony of New South 
Wales, contractor, George Tweedie, of Braidwood, in the Colony aforesaid, Angus Weston, of Braid-
wood, in the Colony aforesaid, and Antony Vider, of Braithood, in the Colony aforesaid, are held and 
firmly bound unto our Sovereign Lady Victoria, by the Grace of God of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland Queen, Defender of the Faith, in the sum of one hundred and seven £107 16s. 
pounds sixteen shillings, of good and lawful money of Great Britain, to be paid to our said Lady the 
Queen, Her Heirs or Successors, to which payment, well and. truly to be made, we bind ourselves, 
and each and every of us, jointly and severally, for and in the whole, our and each of our heirs, 
executors, and administrators, and every of them, firmly by these presents. 

Sealed with our seals. Dated the 6th day of December, in the year of our Lord one thousand 
eight hundred and sixty-nine. 

WHEREAS the above-bounden Richard Hannaford made the tender hereunto annexed, under the terms and 
conditions of a notice dated the sixteenth day of October now last past, and published in the New South 
Wales Government Gazette of the 19th day of the same month (of which notice a copy, signed by the said 
Richard Hannaford, George Tweedie, Angus Weston, and Antony Vider, is also hereunto annexed), and 
at the prices and under the stipulations in the said tender mentioned or referred to, to complete the whole 
of the works required in the construction of a bridge over Bredbo River, on road Queanbeyan to Cooma, 
in strict accordance with plan, general condition and specification, and to the satisfaction of the Commis-
sioner for Roads: And whereas the above-bounden Richard Hannaford, George Tveedie, Angus Weston, 
Antony Vider, have severally agreed to become and be bound to Her Majesty, Her Heirs and Successors, 
for the due performance and fulfilment of the said tender within the time mentioned in that behalf, 
according to the terms and conditions of the said notice: And whereas the said tender ha-s been duly-
accepted by His Excellency the Governor of the said Colony, on condition that this bond should be 
entered into by them, the said Richard Hannaford, George Tweedie, Angus Weston, Antony Vider: 
Now, the condition of the above-written bond and obligation is such, that if the said Richard Hannaford 
shall and do well and truly perform and fulfil the said tender, and the contract arising out of such tender, 
and the acceptance thereof as aforesaid, and all and every the terms, conditions, and stipulations thereof, - 
within the time hereinbefore in that behalf mentioned, then this obligation to be void and of none effect, 
otherwise to remain in full force and virtue. - - 

Signed, sealed, and delivered, by the above-named Richard 
R. HANNAFORD.  Hannaford, in the presence of,— ) 

'A. WEBEiI. 
Signed, sealed, and delivered, by the above-named George } 

G. TWEEDIE.  Tweedie, in the presence of,— 
- A. WEBER. - 

Signed, sealed, and delivered, by the above-named Angus } 
ANGUS WESTON.  Weston, in the presence of— 

A. WEBER. 
Signed, sealed, and delivered, by the above-named Antony } 

A. VIDER.  Vider, in the presence of,— 
- A. WEBER. 

Department of Public Works, - - 
Sydney, 16th October, 1869. 

BRIDGE OVER BREDBO RIVER, ON ROAD QUEANBEYAN TO 000MA. 
TxNDERS will be received at this Office until 11 o'clock of Tuesday, the 16th day of November, from persons willing to contract 
for the erection of a timber bridge over Bredbo River, on Road Queanbeyan to Cooma. - 

Plan, specification, and form of tender, may be seen at the Office of the Commissioner for Roads, Sydney, and at the-
Police Offices, Queanbeyan, Cooma, and Goulburn. 

Tenders to be addressed to the tinder Secretary for Public Works, Sydney, and to be marked outside, "Tender for 
Bredbo Bridge." 

R. HANNAFOED. - - JOHN SUTHERLAND. 

ANGuS WESTON. - - 
A. Vinan.  
G. 
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TnsE are the general conditions and specification attached 'referred to in our Bond to her Majesty, dated the 6th day of 

December, 1869. ANO-US WESTON. 
A. VIDER. 
G. TWEEDIE. 
R. HANNAFORD. 

A. WEBEa, witness. 

DEPARTMENT OF ROADS AND BRIDGES. 

Specfl cation of Woric required for the construction of a Bridge over the Bredbo River, on the Road Cooma to Queanbeyan. 

GEIcERAL CoNDITiONS. 

The work for which tenders are to be made, and to which this specification refers, comprises the providing of all 
materials, tools, labour, scaffolding, implements, workmanship, and every other thing requisite for the full and proper completion 

of all the and all other work required in the construction of a bridge over the Brecibo River, on the road Cooma to 
Queanbeyau, in accordance with the plans and the specification, and to the entire satisfaction of the Engineer for Roads. 

The tenders to state the gross amount for which the contractors will be prepared to complete all the works shown 
on drawings, and specified. A schedule of prices is to be attached to the tender, by which any alteration or addition, or deduc-
tion, ordered by the Commissioner for Roads shall be measured and allowed for; and no such alteration, addition, or deduction 

shall in any way vitiate or set aside the contract. 
Prices for each description of work named in tender, must be filled in, and quantities monied out at respective 

prices, and the total is to agree with the lump sum named in the body of tender. 
At the foot of every tender there must be a memorandum signed by the person tendering, and two other responsible 

persons as sureties, agreeing to be answerable for the due performance of contract in the event of the tender being accepted, 
and undertaking in that event that they will execute a bond at the Office of the Crown Solicitor in Sydney, or at the Police 
Offices, Cooma or Queanbeyau, within thirteen days from notification of acceptance, in the penal sum of one-tenth of the 
amount of tender, for securing such performance; any tender not complying with these requirements will be rejected. 

No extra work to be paid for without the sanction of the Commissioner for Roads, and the production of all order, 
in writing, for its execution, signed by the officer in charge of the works ; and all account must be forwarded to the Commis-
sioner each fortnight, until the completion of the work, stating the quantity and cost of extra work done ; in default thereof, 
the claim for such extra work shall be null and void. The price for any work not included in schedule is to be determined on 

previous to its execution, and set forth in the order for such work. 
The measurements to be made according to the actual dimensions, notwithstanding any general or local custom to the 

contrary. 
The work to be completed and the bridge ready to be opened to the public in five months from date of bond, under 

a penalty of three pounds per week, for each and every week that shall elapse after the expiration of said time before works 

are completed. 
Should the Engineer for Roads be at any time dissatisfied with the mode of proceeding, or at the rate of progress of 

the works, or any part thereof, the Commissioner shall 'have full power to make use of all labour or materials which he may 
deem necessary; the costs of such labour and materials to be deducted from any money that may b then due, or may hereinafter 
become due, to the contractor. And should the contractor fail to pioceed in the execution of, and to complete the works, in 
the manner and at the rate of progress required by the Engineer, the Commissioner shall have full power to cancel the con-
tract, so far as relates to the works remaining to be done ; and all sums of money that may be due to the contractor, together 
with all implements in his possession, and all sums of money named as penalties for the non-fulfilment of the contract shall 
be forfeited to the Commissioner, and the amount shall be considered as ascertained damages for bronchi of contract. 

The Engineer or other authorized officer to have the power of immediately dismissing any agent or workman employed 
by the contractor, and of having removed off the works, even if fixed, any timber, materials, plant, or implements he may 
consider unfit or insufficient for the purposes intended, or at variance with the meaning and intention of this specification ; the 

cost of such removal to be paid by the contractor. - 
Previous to commencement of work, all trees on the site likely to do any damage to the bridge, by falling or inter- 

fering in any way, are to be cut down stump high, or root felled, as will be directed, and burnt or removed from vicinity of 

bridge. 
The position of the bridge will be set out for the contractor, but he must satisfy himself of its accuracy ; and the 

contractor will have to lay down, close to the bridge, according to the instruction of the officer in charge of the works, a plat-
form with a full size drawing of one truss and its bracing, and have all the details of the framing prepared therefrom. 

The forms and dimensions of the different portions of the work are shown generally in the drawings; but where any 
discrepancy exists between the dimensions as indicated by scale and those niarked in figures, the figures are to be considered as 
correct, and are to be taken, in all cs-sea, in preference to the measurement by the scale attached; and if there should likewise 
be any discrepancy between the figures, or dimensions, or the form of construction, or the material, as indicated in the draw-
ings, and the dimensions and material given in the specification, the directions of the specification shall be adopted ; and in all 
eases of defective description, or of any ambiguity, the explanation given by the Engineer shall be binding on the contractor 
also, anything contained in the drawings, or in the specification, shall be equally binding as if it were contained in both. 

completion of bridge, it is expressly to be understood that all bolts, screws, rivets, As this contract is for the entire  
washers, keys, pius, spikes, and all minor parts which may not be shown on the drawings, or mentioned in the specification, but 
which may reasonably and obviously be considered requisite for the proper completion of the work, are to be provided by the 

contractor, and included in his tender. 
The contractor to be liable to all risk from floods or other accident during the erection of the bridge, which is to be 

delivered up perfect and in good order. 
Payments to be made once a month as the work proceeds, on the certificate of the superintemiding officer, counter- 

signed by the Engineer for Roads, in the pioportion of eighty per cent. of the work actually executed, and the remaining 
twenty per cent. will be paid after the Engineer shall have certified that. the whole of the works have been completed to his satis-
faction; and the obtaining such a certificate shall be a condition precedent to the contractor having any claim or cause of action 
in respect of any work done or materials provided, to the payments from time to time to be made hereunder, or to the final 

payment upon completion of the contract, and in no other way. 
All moneys due on account of contract will be paid to the credit of contractor in Bank of New South Wales, or 

such other bank as contractor may request. 
The contractor to attend constantly on the work, or employ a properly authorized agent to represent him; any order 

to whom will be considered as given to contractor himself. 

NOTE—The piles in approach spans are to be 14 inches diameter, with wales and braces 9 inches x 3 
inches as per drawing 

and schedule of quantities, and not as in specification. 

To be attached to specification, "Bredbo Bridge." 

Woc:cs 

5end ore 

Sheinle of 
prices. 
Tender to 
contain time 
aii.d sureties 

feasurements. 

Time. 

.rofuIfiIme,ct 
of contract. 

rower to disinia 
men. 

-CLearing of site 

\VerLs to be set 
out. 

Discrepancies. 

RVcs. 

rayments. 

BRIDGE OVER BREDBO RIVER, ROAD QUEANBEYAN TO COOMA_SPECIFICATION. 

The bridge to consist of two trussed spans of 65 feet each, from centre to centre of piers, with two spans of 25 feet each 
and one span of 20 feet, in approaches thereto, the laudward of 25 span having an inclination of 1 in 27; the roadway to have 

clear width of 14 feet between trusses and handrails. 
The timber employed to be ironbark blue or red gum, box, or other approved colonial hardwood; all to be of the best 

description, sound, straight, free from shakes, sap wane, gum veins, cores, or other defects, to have clean sharp arrises, and to 

be of the full dimensions shown or specified. The 

i3esin. 

imber. 
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The whole of the smithwork to be of the best English iron; threads of bolts to be deep, strong, and clean out, nuts to 
fit accurately; all screw-bolts to have an 4-inch washer under head and nut, the end of bolt to project haifa diameter beyond nut 
when screwed up; no bolt to be welded in its length. Every piece of iron to be used in the construction of the bridge, wrought 
or cast, to be thoroughly heated and dipped in linseed oil before fixing. Threads of suspension bolts to be at least 12 diameters 
in length, in other bolts to be 4 diameters. 

The patterns for cast-iron shoes are to be made with due allowance for shrinkage of the castings, and to be submitted Castings. 
for approval previous to being used. Castings to be of the best grey cold blast pig iron, free from air-holes, cement stopping, 
plugging cracks, or other defects, and shall be inspected at the foundry by an officer of the department before being forwarded 
to the works. 

The piers to main spans to have each four bearing piles 12 x 12, arranged in pairs, as shown in drawing, with two spur Abutmentz and 
piles 12 inches diameter, carrying a wale 12 x 12, in centre pier 31 feet long, and in other piers 27 feet long, to be stayed piers. 
by a pair of 12-inch x 12-inch braces down stream, and a lingle 12 inches x 12 inches up stream, with cutwater and down stream 
strut 12 x 12, framed between piles, 12 x 10 strut and cutwater, the whole bolted together by 4-inch bolts, cleats 12 inches 'x 4 
inches, shaped as shown on top of down stream strut and cutwater, housed 1 inch into their sides, and fastened thereto by a 
4-inch bolt and 4  round spike 7 inches long, to butt truly against face of piles, and under capsills; piers of approaches to have each 
three piles 12 x 12 driven 6 feet 6 inches apart, from centre to centre, to be stayed by a pair of wales 10 x 4 and diagonal braces 
10 x 4 secured to piles and capsills by 4-inch bolts. Abutments to have four piles each of round timber 14 inches diameter, a 
squared capsill 12 x 12, with round timber wings 12 inches diameter, notched over ends and secured by a strap 24 inches x 4 inch 5 
feet long with 4-inch bolts to capsill and outer pile, the heels being sunk 6 feet into the ground. The landward side of abut-
ments and wings to be sheathed with 4-inch planks spiked to piles and wings with 7-inch spikes, two at each intersection; 
planks to be close, and the lowest one to be at least 1 foot below natural surface of ground at back of piles ; ends of girders to 
be included in the sheathing. - 

Piles in piers to be squared above ground 12 inches x 12 inches, to be shod with wrought-iron shoes of approved pattern, Pile - 
weighing not less than 30 lbs., to be driven not less than 12 feet, but further if they do not stand the test of four blows from 
a 25.cwt. ram falling 10 feet under which they shall drive more than 4 an mob, or an equivalent test, to be determined by the 
engineer. All depths driven beyond 12 feet will be paid for as extra, at schedule rates, and anything short of that depth will 
be deducted from amount of contract in like proportion. The greatest care must be taken in pitching and driving the piles to 
ensure their true perpendicular and squared position. Piles to be pitched 3 feet longer than necessary to drive, to test depth 
to allow of the heads being cut off perfectly sound at levels given by officer in charge of the works, and whilst being driven 
are to have a wrought iron ring 4 inches x 2 inches accurately fitted on their heads, to prevent injury in driving. 

That portion of piles to be driven, as well as all timber under or in contact with the ground, to be charred thoroughly, 
mortices in wales and tenons on spur piles to be charred with red-hot irons, spur piles and piles in abutments to be of round 
timber 14 inches diameter; in every other respect to be shod, driven, and charred as specified for pier piles, sound clean cut 
tenons on all pile heads 8 inches x 4 inches x 4 inches. 

Capsills to main piers to be 12 x 12 square and 18 feet long, to approach pier to be 12 x 12 square and 16 feet long, Capsills. 
and to abutments 12 x 12 square and 21 feet long. Capsills to be carefully morticed and bear truly on pile heads, 
to which they shall be secured by 4-bolts through tangs of holding-down bolti, over piers and by straps as before specified in 
abutments with 4-bolts 

Landward corbels of trussed spans to be. 15 x 12, 13 feet 6 inches long, and central corbels 15 x 12, 18 feet long, to be Corbels. 
,caiilked 1 inch over capsills, 4 inch being taken out of each, and secured thereto by 14-inch tang-bolts passing through corbel 
stringer, and butting-blocks with 4.inch bolts through pile and capsill washer,.4 x 4 x 4 under nut, as shown in drawing. 

Two blocks, 12 x 12 x 12 long, and two 12 x 12 x 2 feet long, to carry false capsill and false bearings for girders, to be 
seated 4 an inch on to capsills of main spans, the two longer ones secured by 44nch driven bolts 12 inches long, in addition to 
holding-down bolts of girders. 

False capsills to be 13 x 12, seated over and bearing upon blocks on landward capsills, and secured thereto by four 
4-inch bolts, passing through approach girders, false sill blocks, and capsill, as shown in drawing. 

False bearing for cross girders between butting blocks to be 12 x 6 feet long, and 11 feet long, notched over blocks or 
capsills and bolted to inside of stringer by six 4-bolts and ten 4-inch bolts respectively. 

Stringer for two main spans to be 142 feet in length, 12 x 12, composed of three members, 12 x 4, scarfed only where Stringers. 
shown on plan, at suspension joints, and securely bolted together by ninety-six 4-inch bolts in each stringer, including bolts 
through false bearing. 

Straining beams to be 12 x 12, 23 feet long, principals 12 x 12, 17 feet 6 inches long. Butting blocks 12 x 12, 10 feet 
long at ends, and 9 feet central, end ones being joggled on to upper surface of stringer, as shown, and secured by two 1-inch 
bolts passing through stringer and corbel, in addition to holding down bolts; ends of butting blocks and stringers to be neatly 
dubbed off to a semi-circle, as shown ; ends of straining-beam and prinbipals to be accurately fitted into cast-iron shoes, at 
shoulders and heels, the ends being throughly coated with Peacock's patent paint, No. 4; heels of principals to be secured by 
two 1-inch bolts through springing blocks, stringer and corbel, having washers, 4 x 4 x  4, under heads and nuts. 

Braces and counter-braces, 9 x 8 x 8 x 8, respectively, as shown in drawing; counter-braces being carefully fitted and 
tenoned into braces at intersection, and housed at the top, full-sized and tenoned into the underside of straining-beam ; heads 
of braces to be stump-tenoned into straining beams and principals, and heels of all trussing to be stump-tenoned into upper 
surface of stringer, bearing truly &gainst and stump-tenoned into main cross girders, short post and block, and springing block 
carefully fitted under principals, as shown ; suspension rods to be 14 iron, with washers of wrought-iron, 8 x 5 x 4 under 
heads and nuts; the suspension rods to have 15 inches threaded, those on principals being levelled, as per detail sketch; the 
short post being bored for the passage of the rod. 

The main cross girders in each truss to be 10 x 12, 22 feet 6 inches long, girders under posts, and at junction of floor Cross girders, 
with approaches, to be 12 x 8, the former 18 feet long, and the latter 14 feet. 

The remaining cross girders all to be 12 in. x 5 in. and 18 feet long, except those at heels of principals, projected for 
post strut and those between heels of trusses on false bearing, the former being 19 feet 6 inches long, and the latter 14 feet 
cross girders to be notched an inch over stringer and false bearings,- and shall bed truly thereon. 

Outer girders of approaches to be of hewn timber, squared 12 x 12 on three sides, and scarfed over piers with 2 feet 6 inch- Approach 
scarfs, secured by post-bolt ; inner girders to be of round timber, 14 inches diameter, over-topping each other 3 feet at capsills, gtrUm's 
and checked one to the other to connect by a bolt 2 feet long ; girders to be securely notched over capsill, 1 inch to be taken out 
of each, the gradient being carefully bored through the seatings on capsills of inclined bags ; outer girders to be secured 
by two 4-inch screw tang bolts, one on each side of pile, with 4-bolts through piles, cap, and braces ; inner girders to be held 
down by 4-inch bolts, as shown, through capsills. At abutments, all girders held down by 4-inch bolts to capsill, upper surface 
of inner girders to be dressed off smooth, level with surface of outer girders, leaving an 8-in, bearing for flooring planks. 

The floor of two main spans to consist of 3-inch planks laid diagonally on cross girders and spiked thereto with Floor. 
* rosehead decknails, 6 inches long, the points being well gagged, two spikes at each intersection with girders, to be sheathed 
with a skin of two-inch planks, diagonally laid in reverse to following planks, and secured thereto by Ewbank's 5-inch spikes, 
one at every 18 inches of planks, driven from side to side of plank alternately. Floor of approach-spans to be of 4-inch plank. 
ing, laid square across bridge, and secured to girders by 4-inch spikes 7 inches long, jagged 3 inches from point, two at each 
intersection with girders. The planks used in the whole deck and sheathing to be not more than 10 inches or less than 6 
inches in width, and whether laid diagonally or otherwise to run the entire width of the bridge in one length ; the planks 
through which posts are to be carefully morticed, shall be picked stuff. 12 inches wide, and project 1 foot on each side of 
bridge; all spikes shall be drifted down 4 of an inch, and the planks, which shall be close laid, adzed off to a fair and 
smooth surface. 
- Posts to be 6 x 4, those over principals to be secured thereto by two angle-irons with four 4-inch wood screws in each, IIadrai1. 
and strutted by a strut 4 inches x 24, housed into projecting cross girder, well spiked, and buds mouthed to post; posts over 
butting sill to be mortised accurately 4 x 4 through them and secured with a skew spike; remaining posts to be morticed care-
fully, full size, through flooring planks, and secured by a 4 iron pin, clenched over a ruff on each side, 14 square inch, 4 thick, 
and secured to sides of girders by 4-inch bolts, those over piers being tenoned into capsills; top rail 4 x 4, laid arris upper-
most in notches cut on top of posts, secured thereto by hoops of 2-inch x 4-inch iron, with wood screws 3 inches long, 
lower rail 4 inches x 3 inches, secured to each post, over which it shall be halved by two 3-inch wood screws ; scarfs in rails to 
occur only over posts. AU 
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Tarring. All the timber throughout the entire substructure of bridge to the le'vel of upper surface of deck, including the bott,one 
and edges of flooring boards, to receive three coats of kerosene tar, the first coat to be laid on hot, the last coat on top of 
deck to be well intermixed with clean sharp sand. All joints and butting surfaces of this portion of the structure to be well 
payed with hot kerosene tar-before fixing ; all interstices being filled therewith. 

All the superstructure of bridge, trusses, posts, and handrail to be carefully framed and stopped and thoroughly coated 
three times with Peacock's patent paint, white Composition being used for the last coat, the first coats being worked with No. 4 
composition copper-colour; the same being used for paying all joints, interstices, mortices, &c., during the erection of this 
portion of the bridge. All ironwork hoops, straps, washers, bolts, &e., to be well coated twice with black varnish. 

A schedule of quantities is attached for contractor's guidance, but he must satisfy himself of its accuracy, for which 
the Commissioner will not hold himself responsible. In all matters relating to this contract not herein specified the contractor 
shall be bound by the general conditions hereunto annexed. 

SCHEDULE OF QUANTITIES. 

Quantities. -. Description of Work. Price. Unit. 

per cubic yard. 
- 

348 lineal ft. 

Bock excavation .............................................................................. 
Earth excavation............................................................................ 

per lineal foot. 
259  Round timber in piles, over ground or beams, 12" and 14" diamr. ... .......... 
251  

Pile, for portion in ground, including both driving and timber .................. 

615 cubic ft. 
Round timber, squared on three sides ................................................. 

per cubic foot. 
Sawntimber ........................................................................ ........ 

... 

1,291  
- 

1,191  Sawn timber inflooring (spikes included), wales, braces, and abut. 
mentlining ..................................................................... .......... 

Hewn timber generally, and in piles over ground .................................... 

per 100 superficial feet 

. . .  

2,608 lbs. per pound. 
540 ,, 

.. 

11 

1,715  

Sawn timber, framed and planed ....................................................... 

Slabs 4" thick (including spikes) ......................................................... 

per hundredweight. 

Smith-work in bolts, straps, &c., fixed ................................................... 

per pound. 
2,383 sup. yds. 

Pile shoes, fixed ............................................................................ 

per superficial yard. 
298 ,, 

Iron castings, fixed ........................................................................... 
Lead............................................................................................ 
The best kerosene tar, three coats .......................................................... 
Paint, Peacock's patent, three coats .................................................... 

APPROACHES. 
per cubic yard. 

Hard sandstone for pitching ........................................ . ........... ....... ... ,, 
Earth-work for embankment .............................................................. 

Metal broken to a 2k-inch gauge ............................................. 
...... 

Gravel ........................................................................................ 
Turfing ......................................................................................... 

.......... ...... 

per superficial yard. 

DEPARTMENT OF ROADS AND BRIDGES. 
Tender for Bredbo .Zliver Bridye. 

hereby propose to execute the whole of the works required for the construction of bridge over 
Bredbo River, in strict accordance with the specification and plans, and to the entire satisfaction of the Commissioner for 
Main Roads, or other authorized officer, and to complete the same within six months after signing the contract, for the sum of 
one thousand and seventy-eight pounds, and do hereby agree that any addition, deduction, or alteration shall be valued at the 
undermentioned rates, or at a price to be agreed upon at the time, and added to or deducted from the above amounts, as the 
case may be. 

Details of bid/c sum and Schedule of Prices for Valsiation, of Increase or Decrease. 

Quantities. Amounts. 

£s.d. 
Pile-driving, timber in ground ................................................. 0 3 6 per lineal foot ............... 

0 2 6 Round timber, including piles above ground ............................... 
,, Half-round timber ....................................... ......................... 

Round timber, adzed on side ........................................... 

,, ............... 

0 3 0 
Do. do. sides ..................... ...... ...... ............... 

............... 

per cubic foot ............. 0 3 6 Hewn timber ..................................................................... 

,, 0 4 6 Sawntimber ...................................................................... 
Sawn timber, planed and framed ............................................. 

0 4 9 
per 100 superficial feet 

Smith-work, in bolts, straps, washers, fish-plates, etc., fixed ............ 0 0 6 

Sawn timber, in flooring planks (spikes included) ......................................... 
..... 

0 0 

Slabbing, including spikes ...................................................... 
. per lb.......................... 

2 7 0 
Pile shoes, fixed ............................................................................... 

per cwt ........................ 
per lb. ...................... 

Iron castings, as per drawing .................................................. 
Lead................................................................................... 

per superficial yard 

.......... 

0 1 3 Kerosene tar, three coats, including stopping and filling ................
Genuine white lead in oil, three coats, including stopping and filling ,, 0 1 3 

per cubic yard ............ 
Earth excavation, including removal to bank .............................. 

inch ballast, as per specification .... ............................ 
Metal, gauge .................................................................. ,, 

Rack excavation, including removal to bank ................................ 

Turfing .............................................. ................................ ...... 

...... 

...... 

per superficial yard -  

- 

. 

£ 1,078 0 0 

The prices in the preceding schedule include all labour, materials, tools, and workmanship of every kind necessary for 
the full and perfect completion of the work, to the entire satisfaction of the Commissioner for Main Roads, or other authorized 
officer. 

(Name) RICHARD HANNAPORD, 
To the Under Secretary for Public Works. . (Address) Braidwood. 

Should 
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Should the foregoing tender be accepted, we, the undersigned, do hereby agree to be responsible for the due performance 
of the contract; and we undertake, within ten days from the date of the notification of the acceptance of the said tender, 
jointly and severally to execute and deliver, at the Office of the Oommissioner for Roads in Sydney, a bond to Her Majesty, in 
the penal sum of £110, for securing such performance. 

(Name) Massiss. TWEEDIE & WESTON, 
(Address) Braidwood. 
(Name) Ma. VIDER, 
(Address) Braidwood. 

To intencliaq Suretier. 
Notice is hereby given, that the full penalties will be enforced in case of default. 

Notice to Tendererr. 

When two or more persons send in a joint tender, the name of each must be set forth therein, the word Co. must not 
be used, and all names must be written in full. 

No tender in any way informal will in future be taken into consideration. 
A separate tender must be sent in for each separate contrkct. 
Every tender to be carefully and legibly filled up in accordance with schedule, and addressed under cover as follows 

Tender for 

The Under Secretary for Public Works, 
Sydney. 

No. 3. 
Mu. J. TURNER to THE UNJIER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Siis, 
Braidwood, 30 November, 1869. 

I am direted by Mr. Hanuaford, contractor for the Bredbo Bridge, to respectfully request 
that you will furnish him with the name of the Superintendent referred to in your notification of acceptance 
of tender; also, if consistent with custom, to arrange for the bond to be signed in Braidwood. 

I am, &c., 
JOHN TUIRNER, 

pro Mn. R. HANNAFORD, contractor, 
Braidwood. 

Mr. Hannaford's tender was accepted on the 20th ultimo, and he was then referred to the Com-
missioner for Roads for further information, and for the purpose of signing his bond. Mr. Bennett—
B.C., 1/12/69, J.R. 

Mr. Wickhani, has not the bond been sent to Braidwood ?—W.C.B., 4/12/69. 
Yes, on the 29th ultimo, to Mr. Weber.—F.J.W., 6/12/69. 
Under Secretary, B.C.—W,C.B., 6/12/69. May be so informed.—J.B., 10/12/69. 
Mr. Hannaford.-1I/12/69. Roads, to be placed with other papers—B.C., 11/12/69, J.R. 

No. 4. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to Mit B. HANNAFORD. - 

Department of Public Works, 

Sne, 
Sydney, 11 December, 1869. 

In reference to your letter of the 30th ultimo, I have the honor, by direction of the Honorable 
the Secretary for Public Works, to inform you that the bond to be entered into by yourself and your 
sureties for the construction of the bridge over the Bredbo River has been forwarded to Mr. Road 
Superintendent Weber for execution. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No.. 5. 
TELEGRAM from Ma. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT PRILBEN to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Bombala, 5 January, 1870. 
HANNAFORD, contractor for Bredbo Bridge, has written to me for instructions; I have not yet received 
the usual papers from office. 

Telegram.-6/1/70. 

No. 6. 
TELEGRAM from THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS to MB. ROAD SUPERINtENDENT PuILBEN. 

Merrimbula, 6 January, 1870. 
HANNAFORD'S papers were signed at Braidwood; . plan and specification can be obtained at Police Office, 
Cooma; copy of tender by to-night's post—no further instructions required. 

No. 7. 



PIV 

No. 7. 
TELEGRAM from MR. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT PIULBEN to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Cooma, 19 February, 1870. 

THE contractor has one load of timber at Bredbo, but will not be prepared to commence pile-driving for a 
forthight. I met him there by appointment yesterday. I will leave for Nimitybelle to-day. 

No. S. 

TELEGRAM from MR. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT PIIILBEN to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENonEER FOR ROADS. 

Cooma, 10 February, 1870. 

I HAVE returned here from Bredbo. Contractor has nothing there yet, but says he will meet me on Friday. 

Mr. Wickham, please have the usual letter written to contractor.—W.C.B., 21/2/70. 
Mr. R. Hannaforcl, 22/2/70. 

No. 9. 
THE Coin.IISsIoicER AND ENGINEER FOB ROADS to MR. R HANNAFORD. 

Department of Public Works, 
Office of Commissioner and Engineer for Roads, 

Sydney, 22 February, 1870. 

SIR, 
Mr. Philben having reported the very unsatisfactory progress made by you on your contract 

for Bredbo Bridge, I have to inform you that unless you at once proceed and expedite the completion of 
the work, your contract will be cancelled, and the Crown Solicitor will be instructed to take immediate 
steps for the recovery of the amount of the bond from yourself and sureties. 

I am, &c., 
WILLIAM C. BENNETT, 

Commissioner and Engineer. 

No. 10. 
MR. B. HANNAPORD to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Braidwood, 20 February, 1870. 

DEAR SIR, 
Having received your letter dated 22nd, I have to inform you that we begun at Christmas at 

the bridge. We had hard work to find suitable timber for the purpose. I had to make ten miles of road 
in the bush to get it: we have to draw it about 28 miles. I have three teams drawing timber from the 
bush. I shall begin to drive the piles as quick as possible. I shall put as many men as I possibly can 
on the Bredbo Bridge to work, as soon as I get sufficient timber to begin. 

I remain, &e., 
B. HANNAFORD. 

Inform that there will be no remission of fine, under any circumstances.—W.C.B., 2872/70. 
B. Hannaford, 2/3/70. 

No. 11. 
THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS to MR. R. HANNAFORD. 

Department of Public Works, 
Office of Commissioner, and Engineer for Roads, 

Sydney, 2 March, 1870. 
SIR, 

Referring to your letter of 26th ultimo, respecting progress made, in erection of Bredbo River 
Bridge, I have to remind you that there will be no remission of fines for non-completion within contract 
time, however occasioned. 

Iam,&c., 
P. J. WICKHAM, 

- (For Commissioner and Engineer). 

No. 12. 
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No. 12. 
EXTRACT from letter, dated 12th February, 1870, from Messrs. Honey & Spring, of Cooma. 

"When is the bridge at the Bredbo to be commenced? Winter is coming on, and the people are 
grumbling at the unnecessary delay occasioned in the construction of this most important work." 

Referred to my Honorable Colleague the Minister for Works.—B.C., 21/3/70. D. EGAN. 

Richard Hannaford's tender was accepted for the erection of this bridge on' the 19th November last, 
for £1,078. Mr. Bennett, for report.—B.C., 1/4/70, J.R. 

On the 22nd February last the Superintendent reported that one load of timber only was on the 
ground; the contractor was then informed that unless greater progress were made, the contract would b 
cancelled and the penalties of the bond enforced. No further complaint hs reached this office.—For the 
Commissioner, F. J. WICKIIAM. 4/4/70. Under Sec., B.C. Inform Postmaster General.—J.S., 
4/4/70. The Secretary to the General Post Office.-6/4/70. 

No. 13. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to THE SECRETARY TO THE GENERAL POST OFFIcE. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 6 April, 1870. 

SIR, - . - 
In reference to your B.C. of the 21si ultimo, on the subject of the erection of the bridge over 

the Bredbo • River, I am directed by the Honorable the Secretary for Public Works to inform you that 
Mr. Richard Hannaford's tender was accepted for the erection of this bridge, on the 19th November last, 
for £1,078;  but on the 22nd February the Road Superintendent for the district reported that only one 
load of timber was on the ground. The contractor was then informed that unless greater progress was 
made, the contract would be cancelled and the penalties of the bond enforced. No further complaint has 
reached this office. 

I have, &43.,, 
J011N RAE. 

No. 14. 
MR. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT D00NEE to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS, 

Bredbo Bridge, May, 1870. 
SIR, 

I have inspected the progress being made with this contract. The pile engine is on the site, 
and four abutment piles, but no progress has been made with the driving. The contractor promised to 
commence driving this week. 

The contractor says that he has a large quantity of timber in the bush, but that he cannot get it 
in, as all the creeks and rivers are up. The Bredbo River has been up several times during the past two 
months, but it runs dowli very quickly. 

A smith is employed making the pile-shoes and bolts on the ground, and the contractor intends to 
have the suspension bolts made here also. I think this is objectionable; the suspension bolts, at all 
events, should be made in Sydney. 

The general progress made since I came to the district is very slow. 
I have to request a copy of the bill of quantities and schedule of,  prices for this contract. 

I have, &c., 
P. DOONER. 

Mr. Dooner to instruct contractor accordingly. These bolts could not be properly made on the spot. 
Instructed contractor accordingly.—G-.P., 26/5/70. Mr. Wickham, send this.—W.C.B., 6/5/70. 

Sent.—F.J.W. Mr. Dooner.—B.C. Noted.—G.P., 30/5/ 70. 
File.—W. C.B., 10/6/70. 

No. 15. 
ROAD SUPERINTENDENT'S REPORT. 

Bredbo Bridge.. 
THE late floods have made a great alteration in the width of the river at site of bridge; the bank on the 
Cooma side has been washed away for a width of 142 feet, carrying away one of the telegraph poles. 

- The highest flood mark is 21 feet over bed of river at centre, and I have sent an iron bar 15 feet 
through sand and gravel in bed of river. 

The width from bank to bank is now 248 feet, and bank on Cooma side is liable to be washed away 
by. next floods, as it appears to be sand in layers. A section of site is thus.'' Vide Appindix 

I will plot these to scale, and send tracing by next post. A. 
The contractor built a boat as directed, 8 ft. Gin, by 3 ft. 6 in. by 1 ft. Gin., at cost of £10; it can 

be used in flood time to convey the mails across. 
The timber supplied for this, bridge is being used at theUmeralla. 

292—B - A 
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A cask of kerosene tar is on the ground; but it appears more like lubricating oil than the tar I 
have seen used. I have instructed the contractor to have a sample inspected in Sydney with the suspension 
bolts, and that without your sanction I could not allow it to be used. 

It is of a pale greenish tint, and not black like ordinary tar. 
GEORGE PHILBEN.. 

Cathcart, 13/7/70. 

Put with Bredbo papers. Re-submit when Mr. Philben's plot of section is received. 

No. 16. 
TELEGRAM from Mn. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT PHILBEN to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Cooma, 28 September, 1870. 

THE distance between bank and bank at proposed site Bredbo is 240 feet, and 120 feet additional will 
extend bridge to high ground. 

The banks are sound stiff clay. 
The flood was 15 feet over the bed of river. An iron bar sank freely 14 feet in Band; must get 

longer bar to find depth. The road will be about 2 miles longer, apd through land recently selected,—
about 40 chains. I will send sketch by post from Cathcart. 

River, and'think a site about 2 miles up stream may do. I will measure and ascertain reqmsite 
details to-morrow, and telegraph from Cooma. Umeralla bridge wot'ks completed, except hand-rails. 
Evans behind time with road repairs near Queanbeyan. 

No. 17. 
ROAD SUPERINTENDENT'S REPORT. 

Bredbo River Bridge. 
SIR, 

Having examined the Bredbo River for a considerable distance up stream of the site of pro-
posed bridge, with the view of finding a narrower one, I have the honor to report that at a point about 
2 miles up stream appears to be a suitable site. The banks are stiff clay, and not so liable to be washed 
away as at present site, but the centre and bed of river is loose fine sand. I had a bar 14 feet sunk easily 
in the sand, and the contractor has had two bars of iron welded together, which he informs me he sunk 
29 feet in centre of river; and that at 66 feet from the bank the bar went down 27 feet 6 inches, and 
would sink 1 inch to 112  inch at each jump. 

Should this site be approved of, the road to it will pass through a piece of land recently selected 
but not yet fenced in, although partly under cultivation. The road will also pass over two creeks, 
now dry, where approaches and crossings will be required, but not expensive ones. 

I find that the extraordinary high floods in the Bredbo River at the present crossing and at site of 
bridge were caused by the floods in the Mui.rumbidgee running up the Bredbo a considerable distance 
and backing up its waters. In consequence, the flood level over bed of river is 6 feet less at this than at 
the first site surveyed near the telegraph line. 

As the road by the proposed site will be about 2 miles longer than by present crossing-place, the 
Ju1e Appendix traffic willnot go to the bridge unless at flood times. A local sketch will be thus.* 

The contractor has only just completed Umeralla Bridge; he has commenced making a bush road 
to take out timber for Bredbo, and will not be prepared, he says, to commence pile-driving for three weeks. 

I have, &c., 
GEORGE PHILBEN. 

Cathcart, 4/10/70. 

Telegraph to Mr. P.—Will there be any objection on the part of the public to the change in 
site of bridge—.will the selectors object? Telegram, 10/10/70. 

No. 18. 
TELEGRAM from THE CoMxrIssIonR AND ENGINEER FOB ROADS to J\lIn. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT PHILBEN. 

Cooma, 10 October, 1870. 

BEEDBO Bridge.—Will there be any objection on the part of the public to the change in site—will the 
selectors object? 

No. 19. 
TELEGRAM from Mn. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT PHILBEN to THE CoMMISsIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Bombala, 10 October, 1870. 

BItEDBO Bridge.—I think there can be no objection on the part of the public to the change in site. The 
selector may object, but I have not seen him yet. Application should perhaps be made to the Lands 
Department. 

No. 20. 
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No.20. 
Mn. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT BUNDOCK to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Bombala, 10 January, 1871. 
Sin, 

I enclose for your information a section of Bredbo River, showing levels of the bank and deck 
of bridge, in order that you may decide upon the gradient of the approaches. 

The distances uponthe section correspond with those on Mr. Philben's section. The ground has 
no side slope, and X. S. are not necessary. 

I purpose on next visit to lay out and section a line from bridge on to old road, on the south side of 
Bredbo, in continuation of present section. The material for south approach might betaken from a hill 
about 20 chains from the bridge, so as to benefit the road. If you think this too far, material might be got 
on south side, just beyond flood-level. Material from the hills would be most binding and solid to resist 
floods. The ernbankments—approaches—should be here, I think, straight. 

There is abundance of stone in the vicinity, though not of the hardest kind. 
The levels may not be quite accurate, as the wind was blowing strongly. I knocked some of 

Mr. Philben's pegs into the ground a little, which will make some difference. 
I am, &c., 

W. F. BUNDOOK. 

No. 21. 
TELEGRAM from Mn. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT BIJNDOCK to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Bombala, 14 January, 1871. 

WILL you allow Hannaford a trifle for timber on ground? He wishes to make up advance to £300. Value 
work fixed, £234. 

No. 22. 
Mn. R. HANNAFORD to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Braidwood, 24 January, 1871. 
Sin, 

Respecting the bridge over the Bredbo River, I do not know the length of the spans to put the 
timber down to fit them. I should have to load it again, and take it across the river, which would be nearly 
a mile. The bottom being so very deep, I could not get piles in that district long enough; they would have 
to be 55 feet long or more. 

I. have been informed by the Superintendent that the Engineer for Roals was to be there four 
months ago. Please send me answer whether he is coming or not. I have been going up and down a 
great many times, at a considerable expense, this last four mouths. Please answer this letter by the return 
of post, as I am vaiting here for it, having just returned from there. 

I remain, &c., 
R. HANNAFORD, 

Contractor. 

Inform—I hope to visit the ground by the 10th February; and that, even if the site were fixed, he 
could have done no work, on account of the floods.—W.C.B., 31/1/71. Wrote, 1/2/71. 

No. 23. 
THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS to Mn. B. HANNAFORD. 

Department of Public Works, 
Office of Commissioner and Engineer for Roads, 

1 February, 1871. 
Sin, 

In reply to your letter of 24th ultimo, respecting Bredbo Bridge, I have to inform you I hope 
to be on the ground myself by 10th February. If, however, site had been fixed, you could not have done 
any work, on account of the floods. 

I am, &c., 
WILLIAM C. BENNETT, 

Commissioner and Engineer. 

No. 24. 
Mn. B. HANNAFORD to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER t'on ROADS. 

Bredbo River, 18 February, 1871. 

I received your letter on the 3rd instant, to meet you at the river on the 10th of this month. 
I came up accordiig to your orders. I have been staying up here for this last ten days and-you have not 
arrived, therefore I cannot stay any longer, for I expect the Superintendent of the works of the G-aol every 
day in Braidwood to inspect the work done there. 

Sir;—' 
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Sir,—You will oblige me by sending a telegram on Monday when you will leave Sydney for Bredbo, 
that I can meet you there, as it puts me to heavy expenses to bb going up and down so many times, and so 
often deceived. I am losing all the fine weather. I could have gone on with the work for the last five or 
six months, only waiting for the site where to commence. 

Mr. Philben informed me two months before Christmas that he expected you up daily. I have five 
teams drawing in the timber, and if I do not get the site I must discharge them. I cannot get men to be 
putting them on to work one week and discharge them the nex.t, on account of not knowing where to 
commence work. 

Sir, I remain, &c., 
R. HANNAFORD. 

No. 25. 
Mn. B. HANNAFORD to THE C0MMIssIdNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Braidwood, 21 February, 1871. 
DEAR SIR, 

Please- answer my letter dated 18th, whether you intend to give me the sfte or not for the 
Bredbo Bridge. I, have now five teams drawing in timber, and not knowing which side of the river to 
put it—it will cost a great expense to shift it. I am obliged to keep a blacksmith there to mend the 
chains, as it is 20 miles to a blacksmith's shop. I took men up with me, depending that you was coming 
up, and kept them for ten days and had to discharge them. 

You mention about the floods. We have .not had any for six months but what I could have gone on 
with the bridge. I have lost 'a great deal there, and I don't think the Government is acting anything but 
right by the to have kept me so long idle. 

I have been informed by Mr. Philben that you were coming time after time for this last six months. 
I have kept teams there all the while doing nothing; now it is coming on winter we shall have snow and 
frost up there before I begin. 

Please send me answer directly by telegram—it is making a fool of me going on this way. 
I have been going up and down this last six months, staying there four or five days at a time; it 

has cost me more than the labour part of the bridge would cost. 
I remain, &c., 

R. HANNAFORD. 

Telegram sent that Commissioner is now in the district.—F.J.W., 22/2/71. 
Arranged on the ground.—W.C.B., 13/3/ 71. 

No. 26. 
Mn. B. HANNAFORD to This CoMMISsIONER AND ENGINEER FOR Roius. 

Braidwood, 22 March, 1871. 
Bredlio Bridge. . 

DEAR Sin, 
The three weeks is up that I was to get the plans by this time. Please let me lnov whether 

the plans is to be sent here at Braidwood or at the Superintendenf's, Mr. Philben. I am at such an 
expense that I can't stand it any longer. I have to pay men's expenses up and down—they will not come 
up here without I pay them. I have been promised by the superintendent this last seven or eight months 
that the site should be given. 

It is unreasonable to keep a man here waiting so long. I have lost more by the bridge than it is 
worth. If I had kept the Government as long as they kept me, I should have lost my contract, besides 
my plant, and fined my sureties. 

Please answer this by telegram, as I am waiting here. I shall leave on Friday for the bridge. This 
is the eighth time since Christmas, and nothing done. 

I remain, &c., 
B. HANNAFORD. 

Telegram—sent plan to Bredbo on Monday last.—F.J.W., 23/3/71. 

No. 27. 
TELEGRAM from THE CHEEr CLEan, RoADs DCPARTMENT, to Mn. B. HANNAFORD. 

23 March, 1871. 
PLANS sent to Bredbo, vid Micalago, on Monday last. 

No. 28. 
TELEGRAM from MR. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT PHILBEN to THE CoarMIssIoisR AND ENGINEER 

FOR ROADS. 
Bombala, 21 March, 1871. 

THE section for Bredbo was on the site you pointed out. Your minutes on Bombala to Merimbula Road 
not yet received. Can I let brushing, ballasting, and draining at Yellow Waterhole, at £8 per chain? It 
will be desirable to send boat to Buckley's, and arrange with Barnes or some one to work it. Jnt:juiries 
about it being made in Cooma last week. 

No. 29. 
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No. 29. 
TELEGRAM from Mn. RoAn SUPERINTENDENT, PIIILBEN, to Tun CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS 

.Queanbevan, 13 April, 1871. 
IN first plan for Bredbo there were 25 spans and one 20 ft. span; the timber to suit was supplied, 
but in last tracing received these spans are 30 ft. This will leave timber on contractor's hands, unless you 
allow him to substitute two spans of 25 ft. and one of 20, instead of the two 30 spans shown on 
tracing. A reply—Urgent. 

No. 30. 

ROAD SUPERINTENDENT'S REPOIS.T. 

Bombala, 13 June, 1871. 

' The contractor is anxious to have an advance of £300 as soon as possible.' The value of the 
work fixed and in place at present is about £234, in, addition to which he claims to have upon the ground 
18 cwt. of iron, 100 gallons tar, 6 tins of paint, and 2,500 cub. feet of sawn and hewn timber. Permission 
was given to Hannaford to use the timber already provided when new design was sent up, so that instead 
of two spans of 30 ft. he has one span of 20 ft. and two of 25 ft. on the south bank.2  It was intended by 
Mn Philben that for these short spans the original design should be adhered to and corbels dispensed 
with, but liannaford did not understand this, and, when I passed up in May, wa preparing to put on 
some of these corbels. I would have stopped him then, but a certain height had been given him for the 
bridge, and the abutment piles would not admit of reaching this without corbels, so I did not like to 
interfere. After reaching Bombala, I consulted with Mr. Philben, and sent a telegram to Hannaford to 
use the corbels on north side only; but he had then got some girders in place and notched for the keys, so 
have let them remain. 

The only corbels I can omit on south side are the short one which would would adjoin trusses. 
I regret I was not more prompt in directing Hannaford; but in the confusion of taking over charge 

it partly escaped me, and going down the mountain more suddenly than I expected I was too late. 
I directed Hannaford to use l-in, bolts through girder, corbel, and cup, and i-in. bolts to ends 

of corbel.,  
The abutment, two approach piers and one main pier are driyen on south side, and Hannaford is 

shifting the pile machine to north side. The river piers will be hard to drivein the winter. 
I have taken some levels, and given I'Iamiaford the flood-level right across to work off. There is 

no B.M. shown on new elevation; but assuming Mr. Philben's B.M. on rock north side as 50 ft. over 
datum, the flood level as shown by I-Iaunaford.is  right, 4248. 

The top of south abutfnent cap is 4388. 
first approach pier 4418. 
second • 44.50 
main pier caps 4388. 

The incline on the 70-ft. south approach is therefore 1 in 70. The flood level is not very regularly 
drawn on new design, but appears about half.way up cap, so that the bridge will be 090 higher than plan. 
The height of south abutment above the ground is 9 ft. 4 in. to level of deck at north side ; if I give, an 
incline of 1 in 30 it will be 8 ft. 9 in. On north side the main level pier will be close to the river bank, 
some 5 ft. above the water level; 'this is likely to give way with the driving, when the wale and spur piles 
would show some 5 ft. above ground. If it is desirable to obviate this by carrying the wale at same level 
as at piers in the stream, new braces, counter-braces, Sic.,. and a longer wale must be provided, and those 
now on hand rjected, to contractoi's loss. 

I have no specification, and the one supplied to Haniaaford is illegible.6  
I have just received your telegram directing me to send the plan and keep a copy., but I have no 

instruments or appliances here to do so if I had time. 
In the plan I have,-",' the outside of the 15-in, corbel is flush with outside of tie-beam. At the Fish * Vide Appendix 

River, in a similar truss, the centre of corbel is made to coincide with centre of tie-beam; shall I do the 
same here?-, . - 

Will you per nit the substitution of at least 1-in, bolts for the f-in, bolts to nlahi piles and wales, 
as they pass through three 12-in, timbers, and support the long wale froin sagging At Jugiong Creek 
there are if-in,  bolts to the 12-in. x 6-in, wales, and that would seem a suitable size here, as there is no 
notching to relieve the bolts of the weight. 

1 find the value of the work now fixed at the Bredbo to be about £234. I have sent telegram to 
know if you will permit me to return something for timber on ground to make up £300. 

I am much inconvenienced at the Bredbo, as there is no inn anywhere for 7 and 14 miles.9  If 
you wish me to reside there at all, you might allow me to get a little place put up of bark, to serve as 
an office and to sleep in; I think it would cost £5. The driving will hardly be complete this winter, if 
there are floods. I have not succeeded in seeing a pile 'tested there yet, as I have come at times when 
they were not driving or beginning. Last time Hannaford kept a pile for inc and the chain broke, and I 
could not 4elay, having 14 miles to go.'° 

I am, &c., 
W. F. BUNDOCK. 

1  Mr. Bundock instructed to send in voucher for £300. Posted on 30th June. 
'Hannaford is evidently putting in as much timber as possible. Mr. Bundock is much to blame in 

not having stopped this, which will spoil bridge and increase cost; it would have been better to have put 
on an extra headslock. Nothing of the kind shall occur now I have control over the work. 

Had it not been for the notches cut in girders for the keys, I wotild have removed the corbels again. 

A 

Sin . 
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A new site and design have been adopted, of which a rough tracing sent to Hannaford is. the only 
plan. I will forward tracing of original bridge which I have, but it will be of no use as a reference 
for levels. 

'Yes. Noted. 
4Mr. Bundock has the only drawing; I have nothing to compare his statements with; he must either 

send drawing of it or the original to Sydney. Copy of the specification will be sent to him. Received. 
No; we can fill in stone to the present level. Seen. 
6  Copy will be sent. Received. 
Yes, if there is no obvious reason to the contrary. Noted. 
Yes, by all means. It is a mistake to put - bolts in such a position. Noted. Will direct 

Hannaford at once. 
'Noted. This will be a good place for maintenance men. Miller was asking for a hut, and it will 

be a great convenience to myself. 
'° You must see those piles; those accidents are often on purpose to prevent check.—W.C.B., 17/6/71. 
Noted. I will take steps to see these piles tested on my next visit. In this case, at least, it was 

a bon4fide m1shap. Hannaford is above such scheming, I think.—W.F.B., 1/7/71. 

No. 31. 
Mu. RosJ) SUPERINTENDENT BUNDOCK to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGinEER FOR RoADs. 

Bombala, 28 September, 1871. 
Bredbo Bridge. 

Sin, 
I enclose voucher for £200 for Hannaford. I have not returned for any work not fixed, 

except the tie-beam, which is framed and bolted and placed on deck of the south approach ready for launching. 
I did not mark the timber as instructed; when I came to do so the punch was not ready, and, as 

the Umeralla stone pier was complete, I thought that would be sufficient security for the advance upon 
the work not fixed. Hannaford is now driving in the river-bed; he had eleven piles to drive when I passed. 
No camber is mentioned, but I suppose three inches will suffice.' 

In specification kerosene tar only is required. I would recommend that coal tar be used for top of 
deck; 'with kerosene tar the planks will be .as slippery as glass, especially in frosts. 

At Jugiong Bridge I think you amended the specification by putting a top coat or two of coal tar 
over kerosene. I should fear the coal tar would not adhere very well over kerosene, but as I do not know, 
only presume to make the suggestion in case the combination has not been tested. 

I am, &c., 
W. F. BUNDOCK. 

File.—W.C.B., 20/9/71. 
Yes. Ndted. 2  Appd.—Might use coal-tar for the last coat all over. In some places the 

combination was done very well. There should be a good deal of pitch with the coal tar.—W.C.B., 2/10/ 71. 

Noted.—W.F.B., 5/10/71. W.C.B., 12/10/71. 

No. 32. 

TELEGRAM from Mn. RoAD SUPERINTENDENT BUNDOCX to LIE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOiL Ro.&Ds. 

21 November, 1871. 

As Miehalago deviation is not surveyed, and Bredbo Bridge will not be completed this year, can I lay out 
some of money at Cooma? 

No. 33. 
Mn. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT BunBocK to THE CoarMIssIonEis AND ENGINEER FOIL ROADs. 

Bombala, 24 October, 1871. 
SIB, 

I[ forward by this post a copy of the tracing sent to Hannaford. I have marked upon it in 
q-eei the depth of the pile-driving, also the deck level of south approach. 

I think the bridge is about 0 inches higher than in plan, but as the flood-level is drawn unevenly, 
it is not easy to tell exactly. 

All the piles are driven except five in the north river pier. One pile is driven there 25 feet. 
When I left on the 19th the truss for the first span was ready for fixing. 

On the 18th I went with the Jingeras to visit the saw-pits. These are situated about 30 miles from 
the bridge, near the head of Jerrabat Gully, on the falls for the Shoalhaven. The timber is messmato, or 
a species of stringy-bark, with upper limbs like a gum. No other timber is found there, and none at all on 
the falls for Murrumbidgee, except a white gum. The timber is not, I fancy, of the best, but there is no 
other. The fault is that it opens in the sun, especially at the ends; some of the timbers cut last year for 
the trusses are full of sun-cracks. I have been in doubt whether to throw them out, or, as the timber is 
otherwise sound, to retain them and trust to the painting to preserve them from further injury; they are 
the best seasoned pieces.' 

Hannaford complains of the loss he is put to by the delay in using these timbers. I am of course 
aware that this is no reasoia for using injured timber in the bridge though Hannaford may be entitled to 
compensation for delays and alterations. 

With reference to tarring, Hannaford says he.bought a ton of kerosene tar, and must use it before 
getting any other, 2  

With 
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With reference to suspension rods, I found the smith, for convenience of thi'eading them, was 
beating each due and bending it to a right angle, and when it was finished, straightening it out again. 
Would you consider this treatment injurious?' I have stopped this. Would you reject the rods so 
treated? 

I should wish for your opinion as to the necessity for short corbels at the riverward ends of beams 
in north approach span.4  The whole span is 30 feet, but there are corbels on north abutment, which 
reduces the unsupported length to 24 feet. If corbels are put at the other end, the false capsill must be 
lowered, and theblock under it removed; the corbels will then rest on the false capsil, and the 8" x 12" 
cross-girder (under ends of truss-flooring) might rest on their ends. The beams are in place now without *  E. Vide A euclix corbels at riverward ends.* 

I forward a return for £100 for Hannaford. 
I am, &e., 
W. F. BUNDOCK. 

W.C.B., 30/10/71. File.—W.C.B., B.C., 20/11/71. 
1  Retain them by all means; they are better seasoned than any other you are likely to get. Noted. 
'Appd. Noted. 
Most decidedly; it spoils the iron. Noted. 
Corbels are not required. Noted,—W.F.B., 13/11/71. 

No. 34. 
MEMO. FOR MR. MORELL. 

THE tracing you have sent me of Bredbo Bridge elevation is of no use. I want the working drawing 
which I sent to Sydney. There is only an obliterated tracing in hands of contractor for my guidance. I 
will return tracing of elevation when I have marked some levels on it. 

W.F.B.—Bombala, 11/12/71. 

Mr. Morell,—To be attended to immediately.—W.C.B., 16/12/71. 
Plan herewith.—V.G.D., 16/12/71. 

No. 35. 
ME; Boii SUPERINTENDENT BUNDOCK to TILE COMMISSIONER AND ENGrNEE1 FOR ROADs. 

Bombala, 25 November, 1871. 
.Report on. the Bredbo Bridge. 

WHEN I last visited this bridge, on the 20th, there were still four piles to drive in the north river pier, 
I had the down stream spur pile tested with a 10-foot fall of the. 25 cwt. ram (when driven 24 feet) and it 
went 1+ inch to the blow. The trusses are up in the south span and the cross girders fixed. In framing 
the tie-beam I find it not possible to adopt the lengths given on plan, as that was intended for two spans 
only; I will, however, take care and have the joints well broken, which I suppose is all that is required. 

I see no mention in the specification of any fastenings to the head and heel of struts to trusses 
and main x girders. Would you think it well to secure the struts (at head by a small bolt and at heel by 
an anchor strap) as in margin to keep the trusses from hanging inwards. viie Appendix 

I have no plan of the bridge, having sent mine to Sydney; will you direct its return to me. I F. 
enclose a return for £150 for Hannatbrd; he has about eight men on the work itself, and will probably be 
finished early in .Tanuary. 

W. F. BUNDOCK. 

Pile was driven 2 feet further, or 26 feet into ground, on to solid foundation.. 
This is a great deal too much for a pile to go. What does Mr. Bundock intend to do? What 

depth is this pile? He seems to take this very easily. The pile I think must be drawn in Mr. Bundock's 
presence. 

No joint near suspension bolts. Noted.—The joint shown on attached sketch is according 
to plan, and is the weakest point in the tie-beam. Noted.—These struts are spiked on according to 
plan. Yes—as is usual. Mr. Morell to send.—W.C.B., 29/11/71. 

Particulars noted on plan and tracing, returned to Mr. Bundock.—G-.A.M., 5/12/71. 
Mr. Morell has returned me my copy of tracing sent Hannaford, of the altered design and section' 

but it is useless to me. I want the working drawing which was taken away from me. Hannaford's 
copy is destroyed.—W.F.B., 20/12/71. 

Will Mr. Morell send what is wanted.—W.C.B., 27/12/71. I really do not know what Mr. 
Bundock requires; I now send him the only drawing we have or ever have had of such bridge.—W.C.B., 
29/12/71. To be returned at once, as Mr. B. has copy. 

Two tracings of the Bredo Bridge have been sent me within a few days. I will retain one and 
return that signed by contractor.—W.F.B., 3/1/72. It was this tracing I was asking for. 
File—W.C.B., 7/11/72. 

No. 36. 
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No. 36. 

Mn. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT BUNDOCK to Tan CoilMisslolcEa AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Queanbeyan, 26 February, 1872. 
Bredbo Br'Mqe. 

Sin, 
This bridge is approaching completion—the trusses being up and part of the decking on. 

Each pair of trusses has been made by a different carpenter. The first were very indifferently made, and I 
find that one of the short posts under rafter is in inch too short nearly. I had hoped that the screwing 
up would have rectified this, but find that it vill not. Will you have the post replaced, or will it be 

* Vide A 
• sufficient to plank up with iron wedges P p' 'x 

On margin is sketch," of proposed ironwork in straps and bolts to the struts to straining beams 
and x girders, so that struts may net as ties to prevent trusses leaning inward. The strut must be placed 
a little off the centre of x girder, to allow the bolt at top to pass the suspension rod. 

Will you please let me know at once if you approve of the above; and if not, have sketch sent me 
of what you prefer. Bolts through the strut will allow them to be taken out when it is required to screw 
up trusses. 

J am, &c., 
W. F. BUNDOCK. 

Replace post of course. When the trusses get loose it will be worse. 
Mr. Wells to send sketch of usual arrangement.—W.C.B., 28/2/72. 
Finding that sketch of straps bad not been sent before, I have sent it.—G.A.M., 7/2/72. 
Mr. Bundock will be in Sydney, when I will see him onthis—W.C.]3., 25/3/72. 

No. 37. 
Ma. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT BUNDOCK to Tan CoaaIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FoR Rons. 

Bombala, 10 April, 1872. 
Brcdbo Bridge. 

Sin. 
This bridge is approaching its completion; only about 20 feet of the 2" sheathing remain unlaid, 

the tarring and sanding of the deck is being proceeded with, also the tarring and screwing up the sub-
structure. The trusses have two coats of paint, and the hand-rail one. The job is a little rough, but is 
tolerably faithfully done. 

The joints of the trusses are closer than I expected, and the work would have been very well but 
for the error I reported from Queanbeyan, which is unaccountable, as all the trusses were framed and 
fitted to the beam as it lay on the approach deck over the full-size drawing I had laid down, and the bolts 
were set out perfectly square with beam compass. It is only in the north span that the bolts are out of 
plumb, as in attached sketch, which shows in red figures the deflection of the road in the 5 feet between 
under sill of straining beam and top of x girder. I do not see how to remedy it without taking down the 
whole truss, which, as the decking is on and most of the sheathing, will be costly. 

Perhaps, to compensate for undue strain on the suspension rods, it would suffice if they were 
larger, say 2" dr. Holes, in shoulder-shoes would need enlarging in this case, but as your telegram states, 
I will shortly, I hope, see you personally on the subject; meantime I shall tell Hannaford not to proceed 
further with that span. 

I have asked once or twice 'about the fastenings for head and heel of struts to straining beam and 

t Vide Appendix 
cross girder as in margin, and once sent sketch showing proposed bolts and straps, but have had no reply. 
What was proposed was something as in margin.t There are, three struts to each truss, or in all eighteen. 
Perhaps it would suffice to secure those at shoulder only, and spike on the six central struts. I will send 
in a return for Hannaford, as his work will warrant an advance. 

I am, &c., 
W. F. BUNDOCK. 

Mr. Bundock does not report the more serious deviation in plan of' alignment of bridge.—W.C.B., 
23/4/72. No; I don't know why I did not. I did not consider that so important at the time, and as I 
was going to see the Commissioner personally on the sukject  in a few days, it made but little difference.— 
W.F.B., 25/5/72. File.—W.C.B., 29/5/72. 

No. 38. 
Mn. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT BUNDOCK to THE CoMMIssIONER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Billylingera, 16 May, 1872. 
Bredbo Bridge. 

- Sin, 
Vide Appendix I enclose you a diagram showing the deflection from line of-the trusses; from which you will see 

that the centre span stands bodily 3" up stream, and a further deviation of 2" there is caused by the bridge 
being 2" wider there than at ends. I do not see how to alter this. The corbels are spiked on to the 

Vale Appendix capsills and cannot be moved, and if the tie-beam is to be moved over on the eorbels all the bctlfs through 
2 butting block must come out and fresh holes be bored for them, and I fear the timbers will be much injured 

in extracting the bolts. Hannaford has not men or materials on the ground to make alterations as yet, so 
no time will be lost by again referring the matter to you. 

The blunder is not very apparent to a nonprofessional eye, and I don't think the stability of the 
bridge can be imprpved by the proposed alteration wrenching the timbers and bolts. 

The 
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The extras on Hanuaford's cntract amount to about 800, exclusive of the iron-work (wrought 
iron), which I have not yet measuied up— say £1,700 in all for the work. I find that the southern approach 
shown on section given me at the office is 1 in 185, not 1 in 20, and this seems rather steep, and Ii would 
propose that the approach be extended another 30 feeL, which would give a grade of 1 in 23. I am unable 
to give you the cubic quantity, as I do not know the width proposed. Hannaford is, I believe, about to pro-
ceed to Sydney to see you. If you still think bridge must be altcred, a telegraphic message to Cooma will 
find me quickest. 

I am, &C., 
W. .F. BUNDOCK. 

The matter must remain—so now it will be a permanent stigma on the department and the officer 
superintending, as well as the contractor. 

I very much regret this disfigurement, and am in fault for not having examined the alignment of cor-
bels. The piles are all pretty fairly driven (except the north river pier, where they are a little up stream) 
and as the abutments and approaches were complete before the trusses were built, I did not conceive a 
mistake of the kind possible to a tradesman. The Commissioner must make allowance for the distance 
this work is from my head quarters and the extent of ground I have to travel. I could not exercise a proper 
supervision. In all I find I have been thirty times at bridge. 

Approved if it ends in better ground.—W.C.B., 18/5/72. Noted. I will at least make this 
slope 1 in 20 as on north side. Telegram sent Mr. Bundock.—Do as you proposeS with approaches; 
trusses must remain as they are. Received.—W.F.B., 25/5/72. 

No. 39. 
(Diagram showing deflection of trusses. Vicle Appendix F.) 

No. 40. 
Mx. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT BUNDOCK to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND EYaINEER rox RoADs. 

Cooma, 20 May. 
Six, 

I enclose you herewith two sections* of bridge sites over the dry creek near Bredbo Bridge. Aienthx 

The downstream section is on the most direct line for a road, and the upstream section . is most on 
line with the bridge, necessitating less turn. It does not matter which is adopted if a bridge is to be 
built—they are only a few chains apart.. 

The bottom is composed of large pebbles and sand, but I think piles will drive (say) 12 feet. 
Hannaford will be in Sydney on Wednesday, and if a sketch of bridge proposed was given him he 

could tender at once. As his pile machinç is on ground, he could do it cheaper than others. There is no 
timber iemaining from Bredbo. 

I also send a section of an old crossing over this creek which could be cut down (as shaded pink) 
and metalled with little expense; the only drawback being the probability of the bottom wearing deeper. 
Still, a bridge could be put in eventually, and for a year or two the bottom repaired with stone. Probably 
1 chain metalling will suffice. 

I am, &e., 
W. F. BUNDOCK. 

Mr. Dovling to plot to an eight scale, the upstream section.—W.C.B., 22/5/72. 
Section herewith.—V.G.D., 27/5/72. 

No. 41. 
(Sections—creek north of Bredbo. Vide Appendix 3.) 

No. 42. 
Mx. Ro.&n SUPEnINTENDENT BUNDOCK to TUE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Bombala, 25 May, 1872. 
Extras—Bredbo Bridge. 

Sin, 
I forward herewith a list of extra work at this bridge, in excess of plan and specification, 

amounting in all to £654 14s. Gd., bringing the total cost up to £1,732 14s. Gd. 
As the iron-work was made from time to time, as required, I was not always able to weigh it, so 

have made use of a list of the weights of similar bolts at the Fish River, which I have kept by me, and 
have taken the remainder from the tables. 

Hannaford's iron must have been full gauge, as what I weighed exceeded the weight of that by 
Russell & Co. for Fish River and tabular weight also. 

I have written to different contractors for tenders for approaches, and hope to get them underway 
soon. 

I am, &c., 
W. F. BUNDOCK. 

File.—W.C.B., 29/5/72. 

292—C No. 43. 
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No. 43. 
MR. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT BUNDOCK to ThE CotrssIoNER AND ENGINERE TOE ROADS. 

- . Queanbeyan, 13 June. 
Bredbo Approache$. 

Sin, 
'ide Appendix I enclose herewith a plan* showing the position of proposed bridge at Bredbo, over the dry 

creek there. I have marked on it the position of the sections I sent you from Cooma. The up stream 
section is rather the narrowest, and the down stream is a little more direct, but the difference in position 
is not very important, only 4*  chains in (say) 50 chains. 

Hannaford offers to build a bridge of 25 ft. span and 14 ft. wide without tarring, for £110. I 
would advise the acceptance of this. I sent telegram to-day, as he must know at once before he removes 
his plant. Bridge to have four round beams 14 in. diameter, piles driven (say) 12 or 10 ft., and painted 
hand rail. 

As whatever section may be taken, one bank of the creek will be nearly vertical, the piles must be 
tVide Appendix driven at foot of bank (see sketchj- in margin) on one side of gully or the other, and the backing, if of 

slabs, will be eventually undermined by the lowering of the bed of creek. I propose sheet-piling-the abut-
ments, by driving a row of piles 10 in. or 12 in. diameter between the main piles, and some 6 ft. below the 
bed of creek.' 

By this time the defective straining beam at Bredbo has been replaced. I sent word to Hannaford 
to remove the rafter which was so much weathered, but my letter did not reach the Bredbo till Hannaford 
had started for the new straining beam. I examined the end of the rafter yesterday, the shoe having been 
removed, and it was quite sound, so permitted it to remain.2  

Hannaford should complete his contract this week. 
I am in doubt what to do about the approaches. Bradbury tendered at is. for earth, and Ss. 4d. 

metal, and I telegraphed that I would accept. On my way here I saw Roddan, who had tendered at is. 6d. 
for earth, and he offered to do all in rubble at the same rate. I should prefer rubble myself; but did not 
know if you would do so, so sent a telegram, and hoped an answer here, but have none. The rubble will 
be cheapest of the two, as metal can be dispensed with, and the quantity can be I suppose less, giring a 
batter of only 1 to 1, say as under 

Say 1,300 yards earth-work at is. ....................................... £65 0 0 
100 cub. yards metal at 5s: 4d.....................................26 13 0 

£91 13 0 

Say 1,200 cub. yards rubble at is. Gd ..................................... .£90 0 0 

In section of approaches given at the office to me, a mistake has been made of about 1 ft. in the 
height of south abutment of Bredbo, so that a grade of 1 in 201  requires approach 15 ft. longer than 
shown, and quantity of earth-work is much in excess of that estimated in office. I telegraphed to Broadbury 
to meet me at Bredbo, but I have heard nothing of him except that he went up there some days ago 
expecting to meet me.' Roddantendered without seeing the place, and perhaps may find a difficulty in 
getting sufficient stone handy to make incline 1 in 20. Perhaps less will suffice, as it will be solid, say 1 
in 18; rubble approach with rough batter walls built up (incline 1 to 1), and the top spawled over and 
blinded,' should be lasting and immovable by any floods. 

With regard to timber used in the small bridge, it must be of " messmate," as is the Bredbo Bridge. 
No other can be got or has been got anywhere up here.' Messmate is not gum, but rather a sort of stringy 
bark; in planks and handrails it stands well, but all large pieces open. Hannaford's timber is better, I 
think, than that got at "Count-a-Guinea." Round timber also appears to stand well. 

You will receive this letter on Saturday. Please reply by telegraph that day, if you have not done 
so before, about Hannaford and Roddan's tenders, or I will lose the chance of arranging either matter.7  
I will be at Cooma on Saturday night. 

Your obedient servant, 
W. F. BUNDOCK. 

'I presume this is included in price. I have already authorized the acceptance of Hannaford'a 
tender. Includes sheeting. Telegram received. 

'Approved. N oted. 
1 in 18 will do. Noted. 
'There must be no delay; winter is on now, and bridge must be passable. Let to Roddan. 
'Yes. Noted. 
6  Can't be helped. Seen. 
Another telegram sent; all these matters replied to in the affirmative before; telegrams sent to 

the stations from which questions were asked, unless directed to the contrary; this message to Cooma 
this day at 10 a.m.—W.C.B, 15-6-72. 

File.—W.C.B., 24-6-72. 

No. 44. 
(Plan showing proposed site for bridge over dry creek north of Bredbo Bridge. Vide Appendix K'.) 

No. 45. 
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No. 45. 
Mx. ROAD SUPERINTENDENT BUEDOCK to THE COMMISSIONER AND ENGINEER TOE ROADS. 

Cooma, 17 June. 
.Bredbo Bridge. 

Six, 
This bridge is complete all but the screwing up of a few bolts, and a coat of paint to straining 

beam just put in. Hannaford asks for an advance to within £50 of what is due to him, say £350. Please 
let me know if I can return for this, as he will want funds to carry on the works. I have let him the 
email bridge complete for £110. I have not made out specification until I learn if you approve of the 
sheet piling.' 

On examination of the two bridge sites, I find that the upper one, though less direct, is the best 
ground, and the channel is straighter there.' This gully has deepened very much in the last two years, and 
as the bed is still 17 ft. above that of the river, with no rock showing, it may deepen stifi more. 

Approaches to main bridge are let to Roddan; he tendered for the rubblefihing without seeing the 
place, and -1 am not sure that 1,239 cub. yards can be got within a reasonable distance (the above being. 
the quantity with batters 1 to 1). I have arranged to give him £100 for rubble approaches, and £96 lOs. 
for earth and metal, the latter being at the rate of Bradbury's tender, the lowest I have received = 1,350 
cubic yards earth at is., 100 cubic yards metal at 5s. 4d.; being 14 cubic yards to lineal yard, and 
75 lineal yards blinding at 6d.' As you did not express any decided preference for rubble, I did not feel 
justified in offering more than £100 for it. The fair value of earthwork is is. 3d. per cubic yard or £113 
for approaches so constructed. I could have tied Roddan to stone filling, but did not see the use of doing 
so if it really is not to be had in vicinity, and it would not pay to cart it any distance. 

Approaches to be completed in six weeks. 
I am, &e., 

W. F. BUNDOCK. 

'1 have approved of it long ago. Pray do not delay. . Is there any difference in cost? 
2  I will write at once to Tiannaford to place his timber on upper site. 
'Mr. Bundock really must spare me this mass of unnecessarily complex detail. Is Roddan's price 

lower than Bradbury's? Mr. Bundock.—B.C. 
Same rate for earthwork. Was in hopes the Commissioner would have expressed some opinion on 

the relative values of rubble and earthwork approaches to guide me. Hy. Broadbury had'started with his 
teams when I let the approach to Roddan. I missed his letter. Reclaims to have purchased drays for 
the work. I have no other work to let him on this road. 

I can see nothing for it but to try and arrange with Roddan, and let Bradbury do the work; he is 
a most troublesome man, but if he does it you must insist on its being carried out in the most minute 
detail. Really, Mr. Bundock's indecision and reluctance to use his own judgment, after so many years' 
experience, is (to say the least of it) provoking.—W.C.B., 0-7-72. Mr. Bundoek. 

There was no indecision in the affair. Not seeing Broadbury, I, to prevent delay, let work again to 
Roddan (Broadbury was actually on road at time). Roddan has transferred work, and so matter ends 
satisfactorily.—W.F.B., 17-7-72. 

No. 46. 
MR. HANNATORD to THE SECRETARY POR PUJILIC WORKS. 

Braidwood, 
12 October, 1872. 

Six, - 
1st. - In December, 1889, my tender was accepted for building a bridge over the Bredbo River. 

The dimensions were 200 feet long, 13 feet high in the centre, 1 foot elevation at the north-west end and 
4 feet 0 inches at the south-east end, and a certain place was indicated close to which the bridge was to be 
erected. I examined the river; ascertained the nature of the work to be performed; sent in a tender for 
£1,078; and in the beginning of January, 1870, I was ordered to put down the timber and get ready to 
commence work. 

2nd. As there was no blacksmith's shop within 20 miles of the place where the work was to be 
performed, I built one on the spot, also huts for my workmen, and carried to the same place a large 
quantity of timber,—two tons of iron, one ton of tar, a piledriving machine, and other necessary articles. 
I cut the piles according to contract, and was ready to commence work in February, 1870. 

3rd. The site of the bridge was set out by Mr. Dooner, in March, 1870, when he sent written 
instructions to raise the bridge 2 feet above the level shown on the plan, for which he stated I should be 
paid at the contract schedule rates. In pursuance of these instructions I cut fresh piles; the piles already 
cut were useless, and, as will be shown hereafter, the dimensions and position of the bridge were entirelj 
altered, so that I could not claim the 2 feet extra as promised. I used up as many of the piles afterwards 
as I could, both in the bridge and in other work, but six were entirely useless and left in the bush. 

4th. In May, 1870, in consequence of floods having washed away the banks of the river, I was 
ordered by Mr. Philben to discontinue building the bridge, and I was then employed in making some 
repairs to the Umeralla Bridge, which I finished in September, 1870, and in the same month I met Mr. 
Philben by appointment to survey another place for the proposed Bredbo Bridge. We tried the depth of 
the river, and Mr. Philben said he thought that site would do, but he gave me no instructions about the 
bridge, and I waited for these instructions from the last week in September to 16th December, 1870, a 
period of twelve weeks, during which time I was offered a contract to build a chapel, which I was obliged 
to refuse, having undertaken to build this bridge; I was also obliged to pay a man wages to take care of 
my blacksmith's shop, huts, stores, and materials, and my bullocks and horse teams were also kept idle. 

5th. 
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5th. On the 16th December, 1870, I received instructions to get the timber on the second site 
proposed by Mr. Philben, and to proceed with the trusses. I drew 18,000 feet of timber to the site in 
question, but did not proceed with the trusses, as to do that work I should have been compelled to hire 
men from a distance of 50 miles at least, and the work would only take three weeks to complete as soon 
as the site was marked out. I completed the drawing of the 18,000 feet of timber about the middle of 
January, 1871, and was ready to commence work. 

6th. I wrote Mr. Bennett on the 24th January, telling him I had the timber on the ground, and 
had been waiting ever since September to commence the work. In reply, he wrote that he hoped to be on 
the ground by 10th February, adding, if the site had been fixed I could not have done any work on account 
of the floods. In reply to this, I beg to state that there had been no floods since I was stopped working 
in May, 1870. 

7th. In consequence of this last letter I hired two men from Braidwoocl, a distance of about 70. 
miles, and two from Umeralla, a distance of 20 miles, and they arrivei on the ground on the 10th 
February (the day named by Mr. Bennett); Mr. Bennett not having arrived, I wrote Mi'. Philben on 
the 16th February, informing him that Mr. Bennett had not arrived; that I had teams in the bush drawing 
timber, and that I should have to discharge the men I had hired to build the bridge, as I could not afford 
to pay them for doing nothing. I wrote Mr. Bennett on the 18th February, complaining of the delay, 
and informing him that there had been no weather to stop the work for six months, and that J should be 
obliged to discharge the men. Mr. Bennett not having replied, I wrote again on the 21st February, and 
received a telegram from the Chief Clerk of Roads on 22nd February, 1871. Mr. Bennett arrived on 
the 24th February, 1871,- and chose the site (but did not set it out) which was three-quarters of a mile 
from the second spot pointed out by Mr. Philben, and to which he had ordered me to deliver the timber, 
consequently I had to remove the timber 'from the first site—my blacksmith's shop and materials, pile 
driving machine, and other tools; this took me about three weeks. 

8th. I got the plans about the 25th March, 1871, and was then quite ready to proceed with the 
work, but Mr. Philben did not arrive to set out the site of the bridge till the 13th or 14th of April, and I 
did not receive orders to commence work till the 17th April, causing a loss of time to myself and men of 
three weeks at least. 

9th. The new plan was entirely different from the first one (see 1st paragraph). The dimensions were 
300 feet in length, 19 feet high in centre, 9 feet 6 inches elevation south-west end, 8 feet 6 inches north-west 
end; corbels were to be put in the approach spans instead of girders laying on the capsills. This not 
only made a difference in the measurement of the timber but in the labour—for according to the first 
contract and first plan, I could run the timber nearly on a level with a horse, and according to the third 
site and second plan shear-legs had to be fixed, and blocks and ropes used, and men employed to hoist the 
timber, causing a considerable difference in labour. The long piles being 45 feet instead of 30 feet, I was 
obliged to raise the pile-driving machine nearly 12 feet in the river, and I had water to contend with, 
whereas I had scarcely any in the first contract; this caused a great deal of extra expense; iron had also 
risen in price during the above-mentioned delays, and the timber having been cut so long before it was 
used required a good deal of extra labour. 

10th. In consequence of these various delays, the work was not cowmenced till 17th April, 1871, 
and the winter came on; a flood occurred on the 29th April; another on kbe  9th May; a third on the 21st 
May, and a fourth on the 28th May, and three more between that time and the latter end of July, which 
prevented my drawing the long piles till the latter end of October, 1871. Consequently, eight men, two 
teams, and myself, for upwards of five months were doing next to nothing, as the piles were required to 
be driven before any other work could be performed. 

11th. Annexed hereto is an account showing simply the actual losses sustained by me in consequence 
of the various delays and other matters above set out—also, the extra amount of timber used in conse-
quence of the dimensions of the bridge being much greater than at first stated and contracted for. I am 
advised that, as the bridge actually built was of different dimensions and erected in a totally different place 
from the site first pointed out, and that as erecting the bridge at such last place, owing to the greater 
quantity, depth, and rapidity of the stream, caused much more labour and expense, I am entitled to 
consider the first contract at an end, and send in a bill for building the bridge without reference to the 
first contract. If I did so, I should make the estimate much higher in proportion than the amount of the 
original contract. 

I therefore forward the annexed account as extras, without prejudice to any claim or right I may 
have, in case such account is disputed. 

I have, &c., 
R. HANNAFOR.D. 

I wish to see Mr. Wells with drawings and papers relating to this bridge.—W.C.B., 8/11j72. 

No. 47. 
CoatMrssloNan's BEELIS to HANNAr'oan's STATEMENTS. 

1st paragraph.—That the dimensions of the bridge were increased in the case, but Hannaford has been paid 
the measurement; an extra span was added, and the piles were slightly longer, but no expense more 
than proportionate to the schedule price was incurred by him. - 

2nd.—The contractor states that he had on the site a large quantity of timber, 2 tons of iron, 1 ton of 
tar, a pile-driving machine, and other necessary articles, and had to cut the piles according to contract, 
and was ready to commence work in February, 1870. On the 19th February, Mr. Philben telegraphs—
"Contractor has one load of timber, and will not be ready to commence driving for a fortnight"; having 
met contractor there by agreement on the 18th. Mr. Dooner reports, on or about the 6th of May, when, 
according to contract, bridge should have been completed, that "the pile-engine and four short piles for 
abutment were on the ground, but no progress made with driving; the contractor promised to commence 
this week. The contractor says that he has a large quantity of timber in bush, but that he cannot get it 
in, all the creeks and rivers being up. The general progress made since I came to the district is very slow." 

Ten 
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Ten days previous to this occurred the first of the great floods, which so widened the river as to make it 
imperative to select a nw site. Those floods rendered it uecessay to remove Mr. Dooner to Cowra without 
any delay, and Mr. Philben did not get over from Rivcrina and to the bridge until 13th July. It was not 
possible to avoid this delay. Mr. Philben reported on the date that the floods had made a great alteration 
in width of river at site of bridge, and that the sandy- bottom was all alive in flood; tenders were on 

invited for iron cylinders and carriage of same, but were found too expensive, and Mr. Philben was 
instructed to examine for aiother site ; be telegraphed on 28th September that an eligible site existed 2 
miles up stream, and that the contractor had only completed Umeralla Bridge, and was making a bush-
track to bring out timber for Bredbo Bridge, when he would be ready to commence pile-driving in three 
weeks from the 4th October, 1870, or about 2t.h October, 1870. A telegram was sent Mr. Philben on 
the 10th October, the day of receipt of his written report in oce, for further information, and replied to 
by him on same day. Hannaford was then instructed to proceed with obtaining the timber and the 
framing of the trusses, and that the site would be finally determined on when I visited the locality, which 
I.wasnot able to do until the 24th February, 1871, when I determined on the site, and Hannaford was 
directed to proceed with the work, and could have proceeded without any delay, as he had plans sufficiently 
detailed to work from, and could have set the bridge out himself, and might have been all this time 
preparing the timber and iron for the trusses. Ilannaford then claiths to be paid for the time his men 
were alleged to have been kept idle from April to October, 1871, by floods, when he was no doubt doing as 
much work as any other person, and had the work been on the original site he would have been much worse 
impeded by the back water from the Murrumbidgee. He also claims to set aside the contract, as the site 
was changed, and additions made to bridge; but he has, by accepting payment and acting under the con-
tract, admitted it; and as the first infringement of the contract was his, he has no equitable claim whatever 
in consideration for delay; he has been fully allowed all the measurement, and he was twelve months from 
admitted date of commencement, instead of five, in completing bridge, without being fined. I recommend 
that he be written to, offering him without prejudice 

£ s. d. 
The balance of measurement ... ... ... ... ... 100 10 0 
Cost of removing stores ... ... ... ... ... 30 0 0 - 
Piles wasted . .... ... ... ... ... ... ... 3 0 0 
Additional cost of iron (at the very outside, £10 per ton) for 

2 tons 6 cwt. ... ... ... ... ... ... 27 0 0 

£10010 0 

W.C.B, 2/4/73. 
Inform.—J.S., 2/4/73. B. Hannaford, 9/4/73. Roads, for information.—J.R., 9/4/73. File.— 

W.W. 

No. 48. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to Mn. R. HANNAFORD. 

Department of Public Works, 
.Sydñey 9 April, 1873. 

Sin, 
The Secretary for Public Works having referred your letters of 17th and 22nd ultimo, together 

with your previous correspondence relating to your claim for work, &c., on account of Bredbo Bridge 
contract, removal of site, &c.,. I am directed to offer you, without prejudice, the following sums in full of 
all demands, viz. 

£s.d. 
The balance measurement ... ... ... ... 100 10 0 
Cost of removing stores ... .., ... ... 30 0 0 
Piles wasted ... ... ... ... ... ... 3 0 0 
Additional cost of iron, &c ... ... ... ... 27 00 

£160 .10 0 

Requesting your early reply— 
I have, &c., 

JOHN RAE. 

No. 49. 
Mn. HANNAFORD'S BILL OF EXTRAS. 

To W. Bennett, Esq. 

V Account of Itesns done at the Bredbo Bridge. 

Six piles rendered useless in consequence of alterations in contract 
ISeif, loss of time from last week in September to 16th December, at £3 per 
I week ... ... ... ... ... ... 
. Wages to men taking care of tent, blacksmith's shop, machinery, tools, 

stores, at £1 lOs. per week ... .. 
Loss of time of ten bullocks, ten horses, and wa

V
ggon, at £4 per week 

I Wages of four men from January 10th to February 24th, waiting for 
Mr. Bennett• .. ... ... ... ... 

- Loss of time self, during period ... ... ... 
Do. two teams ... ... ... ... 

LSuvrs. time ... ... ... ... ... ... 

£ a. d. 
300 

36 0 0 

18 0 0 
48 0 0 

18 0 0 
600 
10 0 0 
400 
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£ S. d. 
4. Removing to the third site ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 10 0 0 

Do. blacksmith's hut and machinery to the same place ... ... 20 0 0 
5. Loss of time self, three weeks from 25th March to 17th April, 1871 ... 9 0 0 
6. Raising pile-driving machine 12 feet higher ... ... ... ... ... 40 0 0 
Extra cost of shear-legs, blocks, and men's labOur ... ... ... ... 40 0 0 

7. Extra time and labour caused by extra depth and strength of stream ... 10 0 0 
S. Cambering girders, per written orders ... .. ... .. ... 40 0 .0 
9. Difference between price of two tons of iron and four more used when con- - 

tract entered into, and the price it had risen during the delay ... ... 10 0 0 
(Extra labour in working, painting caused by timber having been cut a long 

10 ) time, that is from date of order to time of using ... ... ... 30 0 0 

) To wages of eight men, 21 weeks, at an average of £2 lOs. (420) say £2 3s. 280 0 0 
Ten bullocks at £3 per week (63s.) say £2 3s.; self, loss of time, £3 per week 42 0 0 

£674 0 0 

Extra timber in consequence of addition of first contract :- 
Piles in the ground, 344 feet at 3s. Gd. ... ... ... 60 4 0 
Hewn timber, 580 cubic feet at 3s. Gd. ... ... ... 101. 9 0 
Sawn timber, including spikes (617) at 4s. 9d ... ... ... 146 10 0 
Half-round timber (66) at 3s. ... ... .. .., ... .,. 9 18 0 
Round timber (160) at 2s. 6d. ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 20 0 0 
Sawn timber only (403) at 4s. 6d. ... ... ... .. ... .. ... 90 13 0 

planed and framed (231) at 4s. 3d. ... ... ... ... ... 47 19 6 
Tarring, 1,460 superficial yards, at is. 3d.... ...  ... ... ... ... 91 6 3 
Painting, 155 ,, at is. 3d.... ... - ... ... ... ... 9 13 9 
Iron casting, 7 cwt., at 4s. 7d ... ...  ... .. .. 17 4 8 
Wrought-iron, 2,200 lbs., at Gd ... ... ... ... ... ... 55 0 0 

647 18 2 
674 0 0 

£1,321 18 2 

No. 50. 

CoMMIssloNEx's BEMAEUS ON TUE BILL. 

The piles will be allowed, if they can be handed to Superintendent, £3. 
Claims £102 from last week in September to 10th December, for loss of time for self, bullocks, 

and watchman. This was waiting for the Government to decide on what steps should be taken. Had 
Mr. Hannaford carried out his contract in the first instance, he would have had the bridge nearly completed 
by the time first flood occurred (26 April 1870), the original time for completion being 6th May, so that 
Mr. Hannaford is doubly liable for this amount-firstly, as a flood risk; secondly, as it arose from his not 
fulfilling his contract. 

Hannaford claims £38 for waiting for me. There was no necessity for his doing so; he was, 
from the first, informed that a telegram would be sent him a few days before he was to commence, and it 
was not necessary that he should have a number of men to wait to receive instructions. 

These two items it was proposed to allow Hannaford; he was offered them in letter. 
A claim for his own loss of time from date when I determined on site to date when he states he 

received instructions to go on. This, I think, should not be allowed, as he could have proceeded with the 
work without delay after site was determined on by me, and there was plenty of work to be done pre-
paring trusses and carting timber; and works of this sort were done, though he states he was doing nothing. 

Hannaford demands £40 for raising pile-engine, and for 6 feet addition to height of shear-legs. 
This, I think, was amply paid for by the additional length - of driving, and of piles out of ground. The 
labour in pitching or handling a 25-feet pile or 30-feet is little more than handling a 25 or 40 feet, and is 
more than paid for by the extra schedule quantity. 

Hannaford claims £10 for extra depth and strength of stream. The new site was 2* miles above 
the old one. The stream was, of course, smaller in volume, and if it was extra deep must have had less 
velocity, or the contrary; and the site being more remote from the junction, was much less exposed to the 
Murrumbidgee floods. 

S. Cambering girders is in the contract. He might as well claim for carting the timber or any 
other indispensable part of contract. 

Difference between cost of iron when contract was taken and when executed. As Hannaford 
states he had 2 tons of iron on ground in February, 1870, this can only apply to the excess over that. The 
whole of the iron in contract amounted to 4 tons 7 cwt., so that Hannaford could not possibly claim this 
amount on more than 2 tons 7 cwt., which might be allowed if he would consent to sign receipt in full. 
The amount would be £27. 

The extra labour in working is very doubtful. I ath inclined to think that though the timber 
was hardened with the seasoning-that, not being soddened with sap, it worked and took the paint better 
than when fresh. 

- ii. 
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11. Hannaford claims for wages of men delayed by floods from May to October,.1871, when no 
doubt they were framing the trusses and getting up the timber; and as this delay originated with himself, 
from his not carrying out his contract, I do not think the claim should be entertained. 

The whole of these claims are nearly on a par with that for cambering, the absurdity of which is 
patent. 

Hannaford ought to consider himself well off that he was not fined £3 a week for all time delayed 
beyond the five months contracted for. 

WILLIAM C. BENNETT. 

No. 51. 
Mu. B. HANNAFORD to THE CoMsIssIoIcEn AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Braidwood, 11 November, 1872. 
Sin, - 

You would oblige me by answering this letter, stating whether my bill that I brought to Sydney,  
and gave into the office, has been paid in or not to J. S. Bank. 

By doing the above you would oblige. 
I remain, &c., 

B. HANNAFORD.. 

Be-submit with papers.—W.C.B., 12/11/72. Is there any letter from Mr. Hannaford on this ?— 
W.C.B., 12/11/72. 

No. 52. 
Mn. B. HANNAFORD to THE CoMMIssIoIR AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Braidwood, 19 November, 1872. 
SIB, - 

I wrote to you—but did not get answer—about my bill of the Bredbo Bridge. I have 
waited a long time, and would like to know when it will be paid, or I will have to see further about it. 

By answering the above you would oblige,— 
Your obedient servant, 

B. HANNAFORD. 

Inform that the matter is being attended to, and a reply will be received in a few days.—W.C.B., 
27/11/72. Mr. B. Hannaford, 28/11/72, 

No. 53. 
THE CoMMISsIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS to Mn. B. HANNAFORD. 

Department of Public Works, 
Office of Commissioner and Engineer for Roads, 

Sydney, 28 November, 1872. 
SIR, 

In reply to your letter of 19th instant, referring to your claim for work done at Bredbo Bridge, 
I have to inform you that the matter is being attended to, and that you will receive a reply in a few days. 

I have, &c., 
F. J. WICKHAM, 
(For the Commissioner and Engineer). 

No. 51. 
Mu. B. HANNAFORD to THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

Braidwood, 17 December, 1872. 
Sin, 

Having waited a long time for an answer, I am compelled to write to you again to answer by 
the return of post whether my bill has been paid or not. 

By so doing you would oblige,— 
Your obedient servant,' 

B. HANNAFORD. 

Wr. Wells to see me on this on Monday.—W.C.B., 20/12/72. 

No. 55. 
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No. 55. 
MR, R. HANNAFORD to THE SEC11ETARY rox PuBLIc WoRKS. 

Braidwood, 
21 December, 1872. 

SIR, 
I delivered a bill for the Bredbo Bridge about three months ago. I have written several times, 

and got one answer, dated 28th of November, informing me I should hear from them, respecting the 
claim for work done, in a few days, but have not got an answer yet. The details of the claim is in the 
Commissioner's office. After waiting so long you will oblige me to seejt paid. 

From your humble servant, 
B. HANNAFORD. 

Roads, for report.—B.C., 23/12/72. J.R. 
I will attend to this as soon as possible; the man is paid all but a small balance.—W.C.B., 24/12/72. 
Under Secretary. B.C., W., 27-12. 
Inform, 28/12/72.—J.R 
Mr. R. Hannaford (See letter of 7/1/73), 2/1/73. Roads, B.C., 211/73. 

No. 56. 
MINUTE PAPER—ROADS DEPARTMENT. 

WITH reference to Hannaford's claim for extra payment, Bredbo Bridge, the ease stands thus: his 
statement is correct as to first place, but the clause as to extras enabled us to alter same at schedule rates. 

The six piles stated to be useless, if otherwise right, can be purchased at price stated, and be used 
in the vicinity. 

In May, 1870, the river at proposed site having been washed to double the width by floodi  it was 
determined to change site; but, to compensate Hannaford for delay, he was given other work at the 
Umeralla Bridge at his Bredbo rates. This kept him and his men employed until he could go on at Bredbo, 
and used a good deal of the timber. There were other small works also given to him. 

With reference to the loss of time complained of, it was chiefly caused by floods, indeed the whole 
change was caused by floods, and the 14th clause of general conditions throws all this risk on contractor. 

All the extra work has been measured, and Hannaford has been paid £1,604. There is still according 
to measurement £100 lOs. due to him. In addition to this amount, I think he should receive the £30 
claimed by him for removing plant and shops. 

Hannaford cannot set aside the contract; he proceeded with the work under it, and we have his 
written receipts for several payments on account thereby admitting himself the contract, and the general 
conditions give power to increase or decrease quantities of work without vitiating contract. 

Hannaford has been dealt with very tenderly, on account of the delays, no fines have been inflictd, 
and he got several other works in the vicinity to keep him going. 

He might be informed to this effect,—that130 lOs. lOd., being £1,734 in all, will be paid him on 
his signing receipt in full. 

Under Secretary, B.C. W.C.B., 30/12/72. 
Approved..—J.S., 31/12/72. 
Mr. Hannaford. 8/1/73. Commissioner for Roads.—B.C., 8/1/73. T.R. 

No. 57. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to MR. B. HANNAFORD. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 7 January, 1873. 

SIB, 
In reply to your letter of the 1st ultimo and previous correspondence, requesting. payment of 

balance for extras, &c., on account of your contract for the erection of Bredbo Bridge, I am directed by 
the Secretary for Public Works to inform you that the sum of £130 10s. lOd. (i.e.) £100 lOs. lOd. 
balance due in accordance with measurement, and the sum of £30 as claimed by you for compensation for 
removal of plant, &c., will be paid on your signing a final voucher in full of all demands on account of the 
contract in question. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No. 58. 
ME. B. HANNAFORD to THE CHIEF CLERK, ROADS DEPARTMENT. - 

Braidwood, 
7 January, 1873. 

SIR, 
I. have written so many times and only got ope answer; which was to say I was to get answer 

in two or three days. It is now months, and I have not got it yet. 
It was the same by the Bredbo Bridge: I was to get the site in a month, and it went for nearly a 

year. 
If I don't get answer by Thursday, I shall hand my bill to Mr. Greville to put before the Ministry, 

and if not settled shall try legal means. 
I remain, &c., - 

B. HANNAFORD. 

No. 59. 
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No.59. 
E. GREVILLE, EsQ., M.L.A., to THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Wonxs. 

Sydney, 15 March, 1873. 
DEAn Sin, 

I enclose a note received from Mr. Rd. Hannaford, by which you will perceive how anxious be is 
that you should adjudicate at your earliest convenience on his case. 

Yours faithfully, 
- EDW. GREVILLE. 

Mr. Bennett, please consider this matter well and see me with respect to it.—J.S., 17/3/73. 

[Enc'osnre.] 

Mr. R. Hannaford to E. Greville, Esq., M.L.A. 

- Braidwood, 12 March, 1873. 
Sir, 

I write to thank you for the trouble you lately took on my behalf in using your influence with the Hon. Minister 
for Works so that my claim upon the Government might be brought to a settlement. I trust the matter will now be concluded 
without more delay, and that the lion, gentleman having thoroughly investigated my case will award me such a compensation 
as will prevent any further trouble. 

I am, &e., 
- B. HANNAFORD. 

No. 60. 
Mx. R. HANNAFORD to THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKs. 

Braidwood, 17 March, 1873. 
Sin, 

I expected answer to my claim by this time. I have waited for this money years, and I think 
it was time it is settled. 

You would oblige me by answer by the return of post. 
No more at present from 

Your humble servant, 
B. HANNAFORD. 

Mr. Bennett,—see previous letter.—J.S., 19/3/73. Boads.—B.C., 4*//7. J.R. 

No. 61. 
Mn. B. HANNAFORD to THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Woxns. 

Braidwood, 22 March, 1873. 
Sin, 

I am rather surprised that my letter was not answered about my bill. If it is not answered 
and settled by the return of post I must try other means. It is not months, but years since the delay 
occurred, and the interest and other expenses is worth more than one-third of the money. 

Hoping I shall receive an answer,— - 
I remain, &c., 

B. HANNAFORD. 

Mr. Bennett,—to say what is to be done in this matter.—J.S., 24/3/73. 

No. 62. 
Mn. R. HANNAFORD to THE UNDER SECRETARY ron PUBLIC Woxns. 

Braidwood, 19 April, 1873. 
Sin, 

In reply to yours of 9th instant, offering the sum of £160 lOs. as payment in full of all 
demands, I beg respectfully to state I cannot accept the same. 

I will thank you to pay the sum of £100 lOs., the amount due me, being "balance of measure-
ment," to my credit at the Australian Joint Stock Bank, Sydney; the balance, "cost of removing and 
extras," I must allow to stand over for further consideration. 

B. HANNAFORD. 

Roads, for report—B.C., 22/4/73, J.R. I do not think it would be safe to pay, unless 
Hannaford first signs the usual receipt in full. The C. Sr. should be consulted.—W.C.B., 28/4/73. 
Tjndèr Sec., B.C. What is the real point to be submitted to the Crown Solicitor.—J.R., 2/5/73. 
The point is this:—Hannaford wants to be paid the undisputed items without signing receipt in full. Can 
we not withhold payment until be signs such receipt;—will doing so invalidate receipt ?—W.C.B, 2/5/73. 
Under Sec., B.C. Crown Solicitor—B.C., 3/5/73, J.R. 

292—B No. 6.3. 
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No. 63. 
THE CRowN SoLIcIToR to TirE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Woitxs. 

Crown Solicitor's Office, 
Sydney, 26 June, 1873. 

Hannaford's Gontract. 
Srir, 

I have the honor to return herewith the papers forwarded to me, with cheque for £100 lOs., 
and request that you will be pleased to sulimit to the Hon. the Minister for Works that there is not 
sufficient reason for requiring me to make this payment to the contractor. 

The only question is whether Mr. Bennett should take a simple receipt for the amount paid, or 
insist upon having a receipt specifying that such payment is in full of all demands. It is usual and very 
expedient to require that the final receipt should state that it is in full of all demands, but all that can be 
legally required is a receipt for the sum actually paid, as I have already advised. If the contractor thinks 
fit to sign a receipt in full discharge, I do not think that the fact of his having been kept out of his money 
until he so signed would invalidate it. Of course it is open to him to refuse to sign such a receipt, and 
to sue for the amount which he claims to be due to him; in which case, unless a formal tender has been 
made to him of the balance admitted to be due, and upon his suing that sum is paid into Court, he will, 
as I have stated in my previous letter, recover the costs of the action, although the Jury may find that the 
objection raised by the department .to the payment of the extras is well-founded. 

The question for Mr. Bennett to decide is really whether he will pay the amdunt admitted to be 
due to the contractor, taking a simple receipt, and run the risk of the contractor bringing an action for 
the further sum claimed; or refuse to pay the balance admitted by him to be due, at the risk of the 
contractor refusing to sign a receipt in full of all demands, and suing the Government for that balance 
and the additiollal sum he claims. 

I have, Sic., 

JOHN WILLIAMS, 
Crown Solicitor. 

Mr. Bennett,—with cheque for £100 lOs—B.C., 27/6/73, J.R. Under the circumstances, 
I presume the safest course will be to pay and take the ordinary receipt.—W.O.B., 27/6/73. Under 
Secy.—B.O. Noted, 27/6/73. Approved.—J.S., 27/6/73. Cheque for £100 lOs. paid to Mr. 
Weber's credit. Mr. Weber and Mr. Hannaford advised.—F.J.W., 28/6/73. 

No. 64. 

Tin CROWN SOLICITOR to TUE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Crown Solicitor's Office, 
Sydney, 18 June, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to return the papers relating to Mr. Hannaford's contract, and to state that, 

although it is very desirable that you should obtain a receipt in full discharge of all demands, you have no 
legal right to refuse payment until such a receipt is given to you. You are entitled to require a receipt 
for the amount paid, but whether that is a full payment depends of course upon the state of the account. 
You have no legal right to demand an acknowledgment that any sum you may think fit to pay is received 
in full discharge, when in truth the contractor still claims that a further sum is due to him. 

Withholding payment will not, as suggested by Mr. Bennett, invalidate the receipt, for, I suppose, 
if the payment is withheld, that is, not made, there will be no receipt; but the contractor may sue, and, 
there being an admitted balance due, is sure to recover his costs, even if the Jury find that the extras 
ought not to be paid for. 

I have, Sic., 

JOHN WILLIAMS, - 
Crown Solicitor. 

Mr. Bennett,—to see.—B.C., 19/6/73, J.R. I did not contemplate a receipt without payment. 
I asked if withholding payment until contractor signed, or what is the same, consented to sign receipt in 
full, would render such receipt in full invalid. Perhaps the best course now would be to send the amount 
to the C. S. to pay, and take such receipt as he may think fit.—W.C.B., 19/6/73. Under Sec.—B.C. 
Noted, 20/6/73. Approved.—J.S., 23/6/73. Mr. Bennett—B.C., 24/6/73, J.R. Send 
voucher with cheque in advance to the Under Sec., for transmission to Crown Solicitor.—W.C.B., 26/6/73. 
Cheque for £100 lOs. herewith. Cheque and voucher herewith.—P.H.F., 26/6/73. Under Sec.—.B.C. 
Forward to Crown Solicitor.—J.R. Crown Solicitor.—B.C., 26/6/73, J.R. 

No. 65. 
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No. 65. 

TELEGRAM from Mn. Ro.0 SUPERINTENDENT WEBER to Thu CoMlttIssIouER AND ENGINEER von ROADS. 

Braidwood, 4 July, 1873. 

Mn. Hannaford declines signing voucher for 1100 lOs. for balance of account for contract, Bredbo 
Bridge, and will only sign voucher for payment on account of contract. The payment has not been made, 
waiting for instructions. 

If Hannafor'd will sign the usual receipt the money can be paid. Voucher herewith.—W.C.B., 
4/7/73. Mr. Weber.—B.C. Receipt forwarded—A. WEER, 10/7/73, 

No. 66. 

(Section of creek north of Bredbo. Vicle Appendix L.) 

No. 67. 

VOUCHER FOR FIRST ADVANCE. 

Bredbo Bridge. (V. 45-71.) 

Series B—Contingency r0m No. s. DEPARTMENT OF ROADS AND BRIDGES. Pay Voucher No. 1864. 
H. 

Head of Service Payable from Vote of £ : Item No. of Appropriation Act of 187 
[As specified in the Appropriation 

Act of 187 .] 

[(Departmental Reference) No. Cooma to Queanbeyau Road, Cooma District.] 

ABSTRACT of Payments to Contractors and others employed as herein described, from the of to 
the 30th of June, 1871. 

We, the srnderaigeed, heeehy 

Locality. No. No. o acknowledge to have eece,ved 
from the Commissioner for Date of 

Names. of Rate. ll 
wc'r'ng Amount. Total. optetoo:rarve:alsaarnee 

payment, and 'itneso. 

party to be heee stated, or task. days. respre 
specZlyl 

paid. 
ified isa this Abstract. 

Bredbo Bridge. - . £ s. d. 

R. Hannaford... let advance on 
account .............. ... 300 0 0 A. J. S. Bank, Sydney 

We hereby certify that the amount, three hundred pounds shillings and pence, 
charged in this voucher, as to computations, castings, and rates, is correct; that .the persons therein named 
have fully and fairly performed the work contracted for by them; and that the day labourers have been 
employed for the time stated against their respective names, and at the current rate of wages ; and that 
the expenditure is duly authorized in terms of the Audit Act. 

W. F. BUNDOCK, 
Overseer. Superintendent. 

Bredbo Bridge. (You. 45-71.) 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS. - L 

Cooma to Queanbeyan. Road. 
- Cooma District, Division. 

RETURN showing the amount and value of Work done on this Division, from to the 
30th June, 1871. 

No. of Name of contractor. 
Date of last 
meaourement, 

Date of preftent 
measurement, Total amount 

I Total value of 
work executed to 

Amount already 
advanced 

Amount of 
advance now contract, or completion o or completion of of contract.. I this date, on account, recommended, work, contract. 

1870. 1871 £ s. d. £ a. d £ a. d £ a. d.. 

R. Hannaford ................... 6 January... 30 June....... 1,078 0 0 1,078 0 0 00 0 0 

Total of task-work for the 

NOTE * The total amount of task-work sanctioned for the to be inserted here. 

Details 
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Details of Measurements of the above work, as stated in the fourti column. 

No 
of con- 
tract. 

Description of work. Dimensions. Qeantity. Price. S. U. 

Piles driven on south bank 4 abutment piles, 16 ft. in ground = 64 0 
3 piles in 1st approach pier, 16 0 48 0 
3 piles in 2nd approach pier, 17 0 = 51 0 
6 piles in main land pier 18 0 = 108 0 

271 lin. ft. 3/6 47 8 6 
Hewn timber ................. 4 main piles, 11 0 x 12 x 12 = 44 0 

1 capsill 21 0 x ,, x ,, 21 0 
2 capsills 16 0 x ,, x ,, 32 0 
2 capsills 18 0 x ,, x ,, = 36 0 
4 corbels 7 6 x ,, x ,, = 30 0 
8 corbels 11 0 x x ,, = 88 0 

251 cub. ft. 3/6 43 18 6 
Hewn on three sides 2 outer girders, next abut, of 22 0 = 44 0 

2 ,, ,, 2d span of 26 0 52 0 ............ 
96 lin. ft. 3/- 14 8 0 

2 inner girders of 33 0 = 44 0 
........... 2 ,, ,, of 26 0 = 52 0 

4 abutment piles above ground of 6 0 = 24 0 
3 1st pier piles ,, ,, of 8 0 = 24 0 
3 2d pier piles ,, ,, of 8 0 = 24 0 
2 heads of spur-piles 2 0 
2 wing pieces, of 20 0 each = 40 0 

Round timber ................. 

............ 

210 lin. ft. 2/6 26 5 0 
........... 

Sawn timber, spikes mom- In planking of 2 spans 45 0 x 16 0 x 4 in. = 240 cub. ft. 4/9 57 0 0 

............ 

ded. 

........... 

............ 

In pile-shoes fixed, 16 shoes of 30 lbs. = 480 lbs. 
12 bolts to corbel cap and girder end 

w as h er of 1 7 l b s. ........................ = 204 
20 bolts to end of corbels of, say 14 lbs. = 280 
2 hoop-straps to wings of, say 28 lbs. = 56 ........... 
4 bolts to hoop-straps of 34 lbs. = 14 ........... 

1,034 lbs. 

Smithwork .................... 
.................... 

Timber on ground un- In planking, sheathing, trussing, beams, piles, corbels, 

........... 

fixed. &e.......  ...................................................... 2,500 cub. ft. 1/4 166 13 4 

- . 38110 4 

. 

... 81 10 4 

300 0 0 

'Less 20 per cent., say ..........................

First advance, total ...................... ... 

We hereby certify that the above return is a fair and correct statement of the contract to which it 
refers, and that the above measurements were made by 

Overseer. Road Superintendent. 

Hannaford has written the note handing over the timber on ground, on condition of this advance 
of £300 and payments as the work progresses. 

Please advise by telegraph when the money can be paid, as I believe he is in want of it.—W.F.B., 
3)/43/71. 

The Commissioner for Roads, Sydney. 

Psy Voseher No. 2,035. 

H. 
Head of Service. Payable from 'Vote of £ Item No. of Appropriation Act of 187 
[.0, specified is the. Appropristios 

Act of 107 .j 

[(Departrnenfal Reference) No. 99/71. Bredbo Bridge, Cooma District.] 

ARSTItACT of Payments to Contractors and others employed as herein described, from the 30th of June to 
the 30th of September, 1871. 

Locality. No. of 
No. of 

We
rom

, the undeesiened,herebv 
ek000ledgetohverece.ved 

issioner for Dots of 

Names. Ytore and quastity of work contract Rate working 
Amount. Total. in,  

d m " ds 

payrneut,and 
by Nyhom 

Witness. 

p t hstated. days 
oz~e to ur several names, 

, res paid. 

specified is this Abstract. 

Bre,Tho Bridge. £ s. d. 
R. Hannaford.., Second advance on .,. ... .,. 200 0 0 A. J. S. Bank. 

account of contract 
for erection of the 
Bredbo Bridge. 

We hereby certify that the amount, two hthidred pounds shillings and -  pence, 

charged in this voucher, as to computations, castings, and rates, is correct; that the persons therein named 
have fully and fairly performed the work contracted for by them ; and that the day labourers have been 
employed for the time stated against their respective names, and at the current rate of wages; and that 
the exp'enditure is duly authorized in terms of the Audit Act. 

W. P. BUNDOCK, 
Overseer. Superintendent. 

Series B.—ConUngency Form No. 5. 

No. 68. 
VoucHER FOE SECOND ADVANCE. 

1809. £1,700. 
DEPARTMENT OF ROADS AND BRIDGES. 

S 

DEPAETMENT 
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS. 

Road. 

Bredbo Bridge, District, Division. 

RETURN showing the amount and value of Work done on this Division, from 30th June to the 30th 
September, 1871. 

Date of last Date of present Total value of Amount already Amount of 
No
*
of Name of contractor. measurement, measurement, Total amount work executed to advanced advance now 

contract, or completion of or completion o of contract, this date. on account, recommended. work. contract. - 

1871. 1871. £ a. ci. £ s. ci. £ s. ci. £ S. ci. 

B. Hannaford ................... 30/6 30/9 1,078 0 0 548 1 6 300 0 0 200 0 0 

Total of task-work for the 

NOTE 0  The total amount of task work sanctioned for the to be inserted here. 

Details of Measurements of the above work, as stated in the fourth column. 

No. 
of con. Description of work. Dimensions. Quantity. Price. £ s. U. 
tract. 

Work fixed and 214 17 0 
4 abutment piles, 12 feet each = 48 0 Piles driven ................... 
detailed in first advance................... ......................... 

6 main piles, 16 ft. ; 2 spur piles, 22 = 140 0 ,, ................... 
- 188 un. ft.... 3/6 32 18 0 

4 piles, 11' x 12 x 12, north pier 44 0 
2 caps, 18 x do do. do = 36 0 
1 cap, 21 x 12 x 12, north abutment = 21 0 
'4 corbels, 7' 6" x 12" x 12" = 30 0 
12 blocks, 12" x 12" & 12" x 24" 20 0 
2 false caps, 14 x 13" x 12 = 30 4 
2 main wales, 28 feet e. = 56 0 
4 corbels, 13 6 x 15" x 12" = 67 6 
6 braces and countar-braces, say 120 8 

- 425 cub. ft. 3/6 74 7 6 
116 un. ft.... 31'. 17 8 0 

4 south abutment piles, 5 ft. each = 20 0 
2 inner girders, 31 6, & 2 of 26 6 116 0 

136 un. ft.... 2/6 17 0 0 
Sawn timber, spikes included One span, 25, &. one of 30' = 55'x 16'x4'= 293 4 

Backing, 9' x 35' 0 x 4 105 0 
- 398 cub. ft. 4/9 94 10 6 

Hewn timber .................. 

,, ,, 4/6 31 19 0 

.................. 

Main piles, 88 ft. x 4 0 352 0 
Capsills, 146x 4 0 = 584 0 

2 outer girders, 31' 6", and 2 of 26' 6" ................... 

Small corbels, 148 x 4 0 = 592 0 
( 

Two halves of tie-beam framed, 142 x 12" x 12" .......142 

Main wales and braces, 176 x4 0 = 704 0 

Hewn on tw'o sides ............ 

Main corbels, 54 x 4 6 = 243 0 

Bound timber .................. 
.................. 

Block under false cap = 104 0 
j False caps, 28 0 x 4' 2" = 116 8 
) Piles and wings, 134 x 3' 6" = 469 0 

Sawn timber, framed .........
Tarring ........................... 

Bound timber in beams, 424 x 4 1,696 0 
Inner surfaces of one tie'heam = 568 0 
( Under side of deck, 100' x 16' = 1,600 0 
Sides and edges of backing, 27 x 35 = 945 0 

7,973 8 say886sp.yd 1/3 55 7 
12 pile'slioes of 30 lbs. each = 360 Smith-work .................... 
4 bolts, 1* dr. to main wales, @ 17 lbs = 68 
bolts to head & intersection of main 
braces .....................................38 

74 small bolts to stringer, 1' x I ci = 161 
22 bolts, 1 6 x to do. do = 66 
8 bolts, 1" diameter and 4 feet long = 95 lbs. 

- 788Ths. ...... .6 1914 0 

548 1 6 
Less first advance .................................. .. .. 300 0 0 

248 1 6 
... 

. 

48 1 6 

20. 0 0 0 

Less 20 per cent., say .................... 

Second advance.........................Total.............. 

............. 

... £ 

We hereby certify that the above return is a fair and correct statement of the contract to which it 
refers, and that the above measurements were made by - 

Road Superintendent. 
Overseer. 

No. 69. 
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No. 69. 

VOUCHER FOR THIRD ADVANCE. 

Series B—Contingency Form No. 9. DEPARTMENT OF ROADS AND BHIDEE5. Pay Voucher No. 2,730. 

H. 

Head of Service Payable from Vote of £ : Item No. of Appropriation Act of 187 

[As specified in the Appropriation 
Act of 187 .] 

[(Departrnen.tal ..Refereace) .No. 111/71. Bredbo Bridge, Cooma District.] 

ABSTRACT of Payments to Contractors and others employed as herein described, from the 30th of September 
to the 23rd of October, 1871. 

the uudeesigaed, hereby 

Locality. No. No. of to have received Date of 
aames Rate i to ad n ever 

full Amount Total he  t 5 h urn td we payment and Wotneos cue ,dtY ividual 
,,k 

wng 
party to be here stated, or task. days. being in full ofou,rd:moudo paid. 
- opecited in this Abstract. 

.l3redbo Britge. £ s. d. 

R. Hannaford... Third advance on ... ,. .. 100 0 0 A. J. S Bank ......... 
contract. 

We hereby certify that the amount, one hundred pounds shillings and pence 
charged in this voucher, as to computations, castings, and rates, is correct; that the persons therein named 
have fully and fairly performed the work contracted for by them; and that the day labourers have been 
employed for the time stated against their respective names, and at the current rate of wages; and that 
the expenditure is duly authorized in terms of the Audit Act. 

Overseer. Superintendent. 

DEPARTMENT OP PUBLIC WoERs. I. 

Bred ho Bridge. 

District, Division. 

RETURN showing the amount and value of Work done on this Division, from 30th September to the 
23rd October, 1871. 

No. of.  Name of contractor. 
Date of last 
meaourement, 

Date of present 
meaourement, 

I 
Total amount Total value of Amount already Amount of 

contract. or completion o: or completion o ,J of contract, work executed to advanced advance now 
work, contract. this date, on account, recommended. 

£ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. 

R. Hannaford ................... 80/9 23/10 1,078 0 0 704 14 10 500 0 0 100 0 0 

Total of task-work for the 

Noxx The total amount of task-work sanctioned for the to be inserted here. 

Details 
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Details of Measurements of the above work, as stated in the fourth column. 

I-7o. 
of con- 
tract. 

Description of work. - Dimensions. Quantity. Price. £ s. d. 

In 83 piles driven to date .................................... liii. ft. .562k 3/6 98 8 9 
In piles above ground .........= 1778 cub. ft. 

............... .O fixed .....................= 1820 

Pile-driving ................... 
Hewn timber ................ 

Corbels to truss spans .........= 1250 ......... ....... 
.apsihi 

Braces to truss piers ------------= 1603 , ................ 
................ 2 wales, each 28 feet - ------------ = 560 
................ False cap and blocks ............= 504 = 899' 3" 

899* cub. ft. 3/6 157 7 4 
Hewn on three sides— 
14" x dr. 12". 

234, 274, 25-9, 330—two of each length ............... un. ft. 31. 32 17 0 

Inpiles to piers and abutments = 105 0 
Inner girders .....................= 21310 
2 wing pieces fixed ............= 40- 0 35810 

359 lin. ft. 2/6 44 17 6 
Sawn timber, spikes 105' 0" x 16' 0" x 4 in decking ............... .560-0 
included. 7 0 x 210 x 4" in wings .....................= 490 • -  609 cub. ft. 4/9 . 144 12 9 

In tie.beam-142 x 12 x 12 ..................= 1420 
4 main rafters-176 x 12" x 12" ............= 700  

............... .2 straining beams-230 x 12" x 12" ......= 460 

.219 

............... .B (126 and 76) = 400 x 9" x 8" ... = 200 
COunter-braces and posts = 31 x 8 x 8 .. 140 

............... .2 butting blocks—lO' x 12" x 12" .........= 200 

Round timber ................. 

................. 

3l2 cub. ft. 4/6 70 4 0 

................. 

886 sup. yards 1/3 55 7 6 

.................. 

Previously detailed ...........................1,822 lbs. 
As detailed last advance ..................................... 

5 pio.shoes of 30 lbs ......... ................. .150 

Sawn timber framed ....... 

1,972 lbs. -/6 49 6 0 

................ 

.races 

In 24 shoes and 12 bevil washers ........ ...... ............. 

. 

22 cwt. 47/- 51 14 0 

Tarring ......................... 

704 14 10 

Smith-work ................... 
................. 

... 104 1410 

Iron castings ................ 

600 0 0 

Less 20 per cent., say ...................................... 

- -. 500 0 0 Lees two previous advnces ....................... 

Third advance ............... Total . ............ .... 100 0 0 

We hereby certify that the above return is a fair and correct statement of the contract to which 
it refers, and that the above measurements were made by 

W. F. BUNDOCK, 
Overseer. Toacl Superintendent. 

No. 70. 

VOUCHER POE FOURTH ADVA.NCE.. 

Bredbo Bridge, 1869. 

Series B—Contingency Porin No. 9. DEPARTMENT OP ROADS AND BRI:DGE5. Pay Voucher No. 2,956. 
H. 

Head of Service Payable from Vote of £ . Item No of Appropriation Act of 187 
[As specifled in the Appropriation 

Act of 187.] 

[(Departmental Reference) .N. Queanbeyan to Cooma Road, District.] 

ABSTRACT of Payments to Contractors and others employed as herein described, from the 23rd of October, 
to the 23rd of November, 1871. - 

We, the undersigued, hereby 

Locality. No. of No. of acksoow1edgetohocecerved Date of 
Names. tr'or Rate.  woi

ful
'ng  Amount. Tta1. payrnent,and Witness. Natur

ch  
e and  opposite to our sev:reIoaeoes, by whom 

porty to be here stated, task. days. paid. 
specified to this Abstrct. 

Bredbo Bridge. £ s. d. 

B. Hannaford... Fourth advance on 
contract ..................................................... 150 0 0 A. J. S. Bank,Sydney. 

We hereby certify that the amount, one hundred and fifty  pounds shillings and pence, 
charged in this voucher, as to computations, castings, and rates, is correct; that the persons therein named 
have fully and fairly performed the work contracted for by them; and that the day labourers have been 
employed for the time stated against their respective names, and at the current rate of wages; and that 
the expenditure is duly authorized in terms of the Audit Act. - 

W.. F. BUNDOCK, 
Overseer. . Superintendent. 

DEPARTMENT 
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DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC \\TORRS I. 

Quean.beyan to Coornct .Road. 

Cooma District, Division. 

RETURN showing the amount and value of Work doBe on this Division, from 23rd October to the 23rd of 
November, 1871. 

Date of last I Date of present Total value of Amount already Amount of 
Contract. Name of contractor, 

measurement, measurement, Total amount workexecutedtol advanced advance now 
or completion of or completion o of contract, this date, on account, recommended. 

work, contract. 

0 1871. 1871* s. d. .2  a. d. £ s. d. £ a. d.

R. Ilannaford ...................23 October... 23 November 1,078 0 0 862 6 10 600 0 0 150 0 0 
Pq 

Total of task-work for the F * 

NoTe * The total amount of task-work sanctioned for the to be inserted here. 

Details of Measurements of the above work, as stated in the fourth column. 

Description of work. Dimensions. Quantity. Price. £ S. d. 

Already returned ...........................562 6 
Down stream spur north river pier......24 6 

587 un. ft. 3/6 102 14 6 

Pile-driving ................... 
......... 

Already returned ...........................899 3 Hewn timber ................ 
Wales and braces to south river pier 92 6 ................... 

......... Butting-blocks ..............................38 0 
10299 cub, ft. 3/6 180 4 1 

Sawn timber .................. Already returned ...........................312 0 
Tie-beam framed, 80 x 12 x 12 80 0 

................... Braces and counter'braees of one truss 34 0 
......... False bearing for x girders, 34' x 12" x 6" 17 0 
......... 3 x. girders 226 x 12" x 10" ............= 56 3 
......... 2 of 180 and 2 of 140 x 12" x 8" 42 8 

14 of 180 and 4 of 140 =308 x 12" x5 = 128 4 
2 x. girders of 196 x 12 x 6 16 3 

......... 

Straining beam 28, 2 rafters ............... . 5 8 0 
......... 
......... 

744t cub. ft. 4/6 167 10 3 
r Hewn on three sides ,, 3/- 32 17 0 
pq Sawn timber, spikes in- ,, 4/9 144 12 
o eluded. 

un. ft. 2/6 44 17 6 

................... 

Previously iletailed = 7973' 8" ............ 

. 

Piles and caps, river pier, 1261 4 ......= 584 0 
Wale,braces, andconnter-braces1329x4 = 531 0 

Tarring ......................... 

Main corbels 36' x 15"x 12 = 36 x4' x6 = 162 0 

......... 

......... 

Inner surfaces of tie-beam 80x 4 ......= 320 0 
................... 

Butting.bloeks 38' 0" x 12" x 12' = 152 0 [67 10 0] 

Round timber ................,,  

1,080 sup. yd. 1/3 72 0 0 

................... 

As previously returned ........................................219 
  ........................................609 

2 straining beams and rafters, 116 ft. x 4 = 464 0 
......... 

........................................359 

8 braces, 80 ft. 2' 10" .....................= 226 8 
8 counter-braces and posts = 62 x 2' 8" - 165 4 

Painting ..................... 

......... 
95 ,, 1/3 5 18 9 

......... 

cwt. 47/- 51 14 0 
Smith-work wrought Already returned .................................1,972 lbs, 

Pile shoe, 30 lbs. bolts to tie-beam 80 lbs. ... 110 

In 24 shoes and 12 washers ..................................22 

10 suspension rods of 35 and 26 lbs.........314 
2,396 lbs. Gd. 59 18 0 

862 6 10 

Iron-castings ................ 

- 600 0 0 

262 610 

Less three advances to date ................................. 

... 92 610 

150 0 0 - 
Lesspercentage, say ....................................... 

Fourth advance ........................Total ... 

We hereby certify that the above return is a fair and correct statement of the contract to which 
it refers, and that the above measurements were made by 

Overseer. . Road Superintendent. 

No. 71. 
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No. 71. 

Voucnna FOR Fipru ADVANCE. 

Bredbo Bridge, 1869. 

Seres B.—Conlingoncy P0gm No.9. DEPAItTMENT or ROADS AD BRIDGES, Pay Voucher No. 130 

H. 
Head of Service Payable from Vote of £ Item No. of Appropriation Act of 187 
[As specified in the Appropriation 

Act of 187 .] 

[(Departmental Reference) No. 151. Queanbeyan to Cooma Road, District.] 

ABSTRACT of Payments to Contractors and others employed as herein described, from the 23rd of November 
to the 27th of December, 1871. 

We, the undersigned, hereky 
Localit No. No. of ockflOsv1edgetohverrceived 

from 

C—mis Dthe ate of Date 
Names. Nature and sso.otitr of work of Ratetract .  .wo

ful
'ng Amount. Total. Roth, the sums erslot down Witness. dofle year ,dmor or task. days., paid. 

- specified so this Aketract. 

Bredbo Bridge. 

R. ilannaford,,, Fifth advance on ac 
count of contract ..... . ... 50 0 0 

We hereby certify that the amount, fifty pounds shillings and pence, charged in 
this voucher, as to computations, eastings, and rates, is correct; that the persons therein named have fully 
and fairly performed the work contracted for by them, and that the day labourers have been employed for 
the time stated against their respective names, and at the current rate of wages; and that the expenditure 
is duly authorized in terms of the Audit Act. 

W. F. BUNDOCK, 
Overseer. ,. Superintendent. 

Bredbo Bridge, Voucher. 

DEPARTMENT or PUBLIC WoRKs. . I. 

Qiieanbeyan to Cooma Roati. 

Cooma District, Division. 

RETURN showing the amount and value of Work done on this Division, from 23rd Novembei to the 
27th December, 1871. 

No . of Name of contractor. 
Date of last 
measurement, 

Date of present 
measurement, i  Total amount I Total value Amount already' Amount of contract, or completion of1or completion of of contract. 

of 
advanced on I advance now 

work. contract. I to this date, account. I recommended, 

1871. 1871. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ B. d. 

Richard Hannaford ............ .23/11 .......... 27/12 .......... 1,078 0 0 993 2 7 750 0 0 50 0 0 

Total of taskwork for the , * 

NOTE * The total amount of taok.work sanctioned for the to be Inserted here. 

292—E Details 



I632 

34 

Details of Measurements of the above work, as stated in the fourth column. 

No. 
of con- Description of work. Dimensions. Quantity. Price. £ a. U. 
tract. 

• Bredbo Bridge. 
... 862 6 10 

Remaining piles, north Paiti River........................ 125 un. ft
.  

3/6 21 17 6 
In piles, north pier, &c., 73 8 x 12 x 12 - 73' 8" 

Pile-driving ................... 
Hewn timber ................ 

Braces and corbels— 

245k cub. ft. 

Wale to N. R. lRiv. = 31 0 
Capsills, 2 of 18 12" x 12" - 36 0 
Corbels, 18 x 15" x 12" x 1' = 39 0 

3/6 42 19 3 

Sawn timber .................. In straining beams and principals = 58 0 

Already returned .................................................. 

Braces and counter-braces of . = 68 0 
In tie-beam 272 less returned before = 50 0 

176 cub. ft 4/6 39 12 0 

Tarring .......................... Wales, braces, piles and caps of N.H. = 826 0 
Corbels = 36 0 x 4 6 = 162 0 

. 

Tie-beam, say 50' x 4" sup. 200 0 
132 sup. yd. 1/3 8 5 0 

One truss, as in advance No. 4 ............................ 48 sup. yd 1/3 3 0 0 

• Iron-work ..................... Bolts in middle half between = 180 lbs. 
5 pile shoes @ 30 lbs. = 150 lbs. 

.. 

.. 

6d 15 2 0 
10 suspension bolts = 374 lbs. .......... j 

993 2 7 

. 
Painting ....................... 

Less gO per cent., say ..................193 2 7 
Four previous advances .........750 0 0 — ... 943 2 7 

- Fifth advance .......................................Total .................. ......£ 50 0 0 

We hereby certify that the above return is a fair and correct statement of the contract tO which 
it refers, and that the above measurements were made by 

Overseer. :Road Superintendent. 

No. 72. 

VOUCHER FOR SIXTH ADVANCE. 

1869. 

Series B—Contingency Form No.9. DEPARTMENT OF Rous AND BRIDGES. Pay Voucher No. 200. 

H. 

Head of Service, Bredbo Bridge, payable from Vote of £ : : Item No. of Appropriation Act of 187 

[As specified in the Appropriation - 
Act of 187 .] 

[(Departmental Reference) No. Boad, District.] 

ABSTRACT of Payments to Contractors and others employed as herein described, from the 27th of Decem-
ber, 1871, to the 24th of January, 1872. 

We, the under,igned heeeby 

Locality. No. e. of 
sekuoevledeetohaveeeeeeVed 
from the Commissio Date of 

.  wo'ng Amount. Total. the 
fladtopposi e to osuur et, d s 

payrnent,and Witness. 
Names. Eats

trac 
psrty to he here sntcd. or task. days. 

begsfull demesds of 
respectively, for the 

paid. 
specified in this Abstract. 

Bredbo Bridge. 
ci 

R. Hannaford.. Sixth advance on 
• 

account of contract ... ... 115 0 0 A. J. S. Bank, Sydney 

We hereby certify that the amount, one hundred and fifteen pounds shillings and 
pence, charged in this voucher, as to computations, castings, and rates, is correct; that the persons therein 
named have fully and fairly performed the work contracted for by them, and that the day labourers have 
been employed for the time sLated against their respective names, and at the current rate of wages; and 
that the expenditure is duly authorized in terms of the Audit Act. 

W. F. BUNDOCK, 

Overseer. Superintendent. 

Voucher 

S 



633 

35 

Voucher 7-72. 

- DEPARTMENT OP PUBLIc WoRKs. 

27/1/72. .Bredbo Bridge Boad. 

District, Division. 

RETURN showing the amount and value of Work done on this Division, from 
to the 24th January, 1872. 

No. of 
Pate of last 
measurement, I 

Pate of present 
measurement, I Total amount Total value of 

to work executed 
Amowit aeady 
advanced 

Amowit of 
advance now Name of contractor. contract, or completion of or cothpletionof of contract. date, ,this on account, recommended. 

work. contract. 

I £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. 

H. Hannaford ................... 27/12/71 24/1/72 1,078 0 0 1,148 16 8 800 0 0 115 0 0 

total of task-work for the 

NOTE * The total amount of task-work sanctioned for the to be inserted here. 

Details of Measurements of the above work, as stated in the fourth column. 

No.of 
con- 
track 

Description of work. Dimensions. : Quantity. Price. £ 

Pile-driving, timber included ' " . ......................................................... 691' 2" liii. ft. 3/6 120 19 1 
In piles squared above ground 239 4 
In 12 capsills, 12" x 12" 218 0 
In S corbels, 11 ft., and 8 of 7'-6 

Hewn timber ................. 

12" x 12" ...........................148 0 
In 8 corbels to truss spans, 15" x 12" 157 6 
4 wales to trusses of 31 and 28 feet 118 0 
2 false caps, 14" x 13" x 2" 30 4 

.. 

8 blocks 2 ft. and 4oflft. x 12"x 12" 20 0 

............... 

............... 

Braces and counter-braces to main piers 231 7 

................ 

3 small blocks to 3 9 
1,1661 -cub. ft. 3/6 204 2 9 

Hewn on two sides only 219 ,, 3/. 32 17 0 
In piles above ground = 109 0 Round timber ................ 
Inner approach girders = 213 10 
Wing pieces, say 40 0 

362'lO"cub.ft 2/6 45 7 1 
Sawn timber (spikes in- 

In outer approach, as per 111/71 voucher .................. 

In decking, 105' x 16' x 4 
cluded) At abutment 7 x 21 x 4 

609 cub. ft. 4/9 144 12 9 
Sawn timber .................. In two tie-beams (207 ft. end) 414 feet 

.2 butting blocks 10 ft. and 2 of 9 ft 38 
8 wales and braces to small pier 25 
False bearings 6 x girder 6" x 12" = 32 
6 x 0- of 22', 6' x 12" x 10 = . 112' 6" 
7 x G of 12" x 8" = 106' 0" 
28 x 0- of 18 feet x 12" by 5" = 210' 0" 
40 of 19 6 and 8 of 14' 0" x 12" x 5" = 79' 6" 

1,017 cub. ft. 4/6 228 16 6 
Sawn timber, framed and 5 straining beams 12 rafters = 348 0 
platied 12 braces of 12' 6" and 12 of 7' 6" - 120 0 

12 counter-braces and 12 posts of 3' 0"= 82 8 
550 cub. ft. 4/6 123 18 0 

In 32 shoes and 12 washers ................................. .22cwt. 47/- 51 12 0 
lbs. 

Iron castings ................ 

38 pile shoes of 30 lbs. = 1,140 0 
8 bolts 3" x lk to main wales 136 0 
3 bolts 3' x to brace and counter-brace 18 0 
24 bolts to piles, braces and blocks, main 

piers....................................96 0 
208 bolts 1 ft. by " to tie-beam = 572 0 

Smith-work ................... 

72 16 a s to tie-beam and false bearing 216 0 
18 long suspension bolts of 38 lbs 684 0 
12 short suspension bolts of 29 lbs. = 348 0 
48 washers 8 x 5 x 1 312 0 
10 bolts 3' by 1" to corbels, caps, and 

beams ..............................= 112 0 
4 hoops to abutments, say = 100 0 

3,734 lbs. 6d. -93 7 0 
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No. of 
con- 
tract 

Description of work. Dimensiens. - Quantity. Price. £ s. d. 

Tarring .......................... Square piles, caps, main wales, and ' 
braces .............................= 3,228 0 

Round timber in approach girders = 1,728 0 
Small corbels and blocks = 168 x 4 = 672 0 
Ends of caps, corbels, blocks, and wales= 88 0 
2 false caps1  14' x 13' x 12' = 100 0 
Corbels to main pier, 126' x 4' 6" = 567 0 
Round timber in piles and wings = 490 0 
Backing, 9 x 35 x 3 = 945 0 
Inner surfaces of tie-beam, 414 x 4 = 1,656 0 
Butting block, 76 x 12" x 12" = 304 0 
6 x G 22, 6' x 12" x 10" = 495 0 
7xG18x14x12"x8 = 380 0 
40 x G of 19, 6, 18 x 14 x 12" x 6" = 1,966 0 
Wales and braces to small piers = 269 0 

- sup. ft. 1,288 0 = 1,432 s. yd. 1/3 89 10 0 
Straining beam and rafters = 348 x 4= 1,392 0 Painting ...................... 
Braces 9" x 8" = 240 a 210" 588 0 
Counter-braces and posts, 18 6 a 2' 8" = 496 0 

sup. ft. 2,476 0 276sup.yd. Thd. 8 126 

1,14316 8 
. -. 228 168 

915 0 0 

Less 20 per cent., say ................................

Less five advances to 27th December ... 800 0 0 

Sixth advance ..................Total ... £ 115 0 0 

We hereby certify that the above return is a fair and, correct statement of the contract to which 
it refers, and that the above measurements were made by 

W. F. BUNDOCK, 
Overseer. Road Superintendent. 

No. 73. 

VOUCHER FOR SEENTII ADVANCE. 

Bredbo Bridge, 1869. 

Series B—Contingency Form No. 9. DEPARTMENT OF ROADS AND BRIDGEs. Pay Voucher No. 339. 
H. 

Head of Service Payable from Vote of £ : : Item No. of Appropriation Act of 187 - 
[As specided in the Appropriation 

Act of 187 .] 

[(Departmental Reference) .No. 14/71. Cooma to Queanbeyan Road, Cooma District.] 

ABSTRACT of Payments to Contractors and others employed as herein described, from the 24th of January 
to the 29th of February, 1872. 

We, the undersigeed, hereby 
Locahiiy. No. 71o.of e/derece

he Commissioner7d from Date of 
Names. Natureerndquaetitvofevork Rate. Amount. Total. paernenand Witness. 

party to be here ,toted, or task. 
wling  
days. of our demand, 

respefti,cly paid. 
specited Ia lhIs Abstract. 

Bredl.'o Bridge. £ s. d. £ s. d. 

R. Hannaforfi Seventh advance on 
account of contract ... ... 261 0 0 A. J. S.Bank, Sydney. 

We hereby certify that the amount, two hundred and sixty-one pounds shillings and 
pence, charged in this voucher, as to computations, castings, and rates, is correct; that the persons therein 
named have fully and fairly,  performed the work contracted for by them, and that the day labourers have 
been employed for the time stated against their respective names, and at the current rate of wages; and 
that the expenditure is duly authorized in terms of the Audit Act. 

W. F. BUNDOCK, 
Overseer. Superintendent. 

DEPARTMENT 
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DEPARTMENT OP PUBLIC WoRKs. 
I. 

Road. 
District, Division. 

BETIJBN showing the amount and value of Work done on this Division, from to 
the iS 

Date of last Date of present 
No. of Name of contractor. I measurement, measurement, I Total amount Total value of Amount already Amount of contract. or completion of or completion of of contract, work executed tel advanced advance now 

work, contract, this date. on account, recommended. 

1872. 1872. a. d. £ s. d. £ s. d.' £ s. d. 
H. Haimaford ................... 24 Januai7... 29 February. 1,073 0 0 1,176 0 0 915 0 0 21 0 0 

Total of task-work for the * 

No * The total amount of took-work sanctioned for the to he inserted here. 

Details of Measurements of the above work, as stated in the fourth column. 

No. 
of con- 
tract. 

Description of work. Dimensions. Quantity. Price. £ a. d. 

Bredbo Bridge. 
Pile-driving ................... As already detailed ............................................ 691* cub. ft. 3/6 120 19 1 Hewn timber 
Hewn .,166*  3/6 202 2 9 on two sides 219  3/- 32 17 0 Round timber ................ 362'  2/6 . 45 7 1 Sawn timber, spikes in- In approach dec. = 105' x 14' x 4" = 490 0 
cluded. 

... Sheathing south abutment, 7 x 21 x 4 = 49 0 

.. 

In piles, girders, wings, and as detailed ................... 

Deck of truss .. ....... 195' x 14' x 3" = 682 6 - - 
Sheathing trusses ......100 x 14 2" = 233 4 

Sawn timber only ... 2 tie-beams, 207' x 12' x 12" = 414 0 
1,454  4/9 345 6 6 

8 butting blocks and S false bearings for 
X girders = 112 0 

9 X girders of 226 x 12 x 10' = 168 9 

................. 

6 X G- of 18 and 3 of 14' x 12" x 8" 100 0 
................ 

42 X G of 18, 6 of 196, 12 of 14-0 x -. 
12"x5" = 434 7 

Sawn timber, framed and 6 straining beams of 23-3 x 12 x 12 = 139 6 
1,229*  4/6 276 12 0 

planed. 
12.rnain rafters of176 x 12" x 12" = 210 0 

................ 

... Braces, 12 of 12' 5" and 12 of 7' 1" 

................ 

= 234' x 9" x 8" = 117 0 
Counter brace, 12 of 122 x 8" x 8" Y = 84 9 
12 posts of 27, and 12 blocks of 14" x 
8"x8 = 551 3 

Tarring ......................... As previously detailed .............. . ... 12,888 
-- 
sup. ft. 

551  4/6 123 19 6 

............. . .......... .Truss dect. 195 x 14 x 3 ...............8,190 
Sheathing 100' x 14 x 3 ...............4,200  

25,278 cub. ft. 

Iron castings .................. In shoes and bevil washers ....................................22 
- - - - 2,8O8sup.yds. 

cwt. 
1/3 
47/. 

175 0 
51 14 

0 
0 

Smith.work w. enr. forgings As detailed last advance .................................... 
. 

. 3,734 lbs. Gd. 93 70 

1,469 411 
Less 20 per cent., say 293 4 11 

1,196 0 0 

...........

- 915 0 0 

Total ............... £ 261 0 0 

We hereby certify that the above return is a fair and correct statement of the contract to which 
it refers, and that the above measurements were made by 

Overseer. 
Road Superintendent. 

. . 

No 74; 
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No. 74. 

VOUCHER FOR FIGHTU ADVANCE. 

Bredbo Bridge. 

Series B—Contingency Form No. 9. DEPARTMENT OF ROADS AND BRIDGES. Pay Voucher No. 75. 

H. 

Head of Service Payable from Vote of £ : Item No. of Appropriation Act of 187 

[As speciSed in the Appropriation 
Act of 187 .] - 

[(Departmental Reference) No. 24. Road, District.] 

ABSTRACT of Payments to Contractors and others, employed as herein described, from the 29th of 
February to the 31st of March, 1872. 

- We, the undeeeigned, hereby 

Locality. No. No. of acknowledge to have receeved 
from the Commissioner for Date of 

Names. turandnfok O r:  Rate. 
fuli Amount. TotaL 

 an Witnepe. 

task. or 
wng 
days. of 

't'r,, respeccf' i services 

om 
paid. party to be heee stated, 

speciSed in this Abstract. 

Bredlio Bridge. £ s. d. 

R. Hannaford... Eighth advance on ... - ... ... 128 0 0 A. J. S. Bank, Sydney 

contract.  

We hereby certify that the amount, one hundred and twenty-eight pounds 
shillings and pence, charged in this voucher, as to computations, castings, and 
rates, is correct; that the persons therein named have fully and fairly performed the work contracted 
for by them, and that the day labourers have been employed for the time stated against their respective 
names, and at the current rate of wages; and that the expenditure is duly authorized in terms of the 
Audit Act. 

W. P. BUNDOCK, 0.0., 
Superintendent. 

Overseer. 

DEPARTMENT OP PUBLIC WORKS. I.  

No. 24. Road. 

District, Division. 

RETURN showing the amount and value of Work done on this Division, from 29th February to the 30th 
March, 1872. 

No. of 
contract, Name of contractor, 

Date of last 
measurement, 
or completion oi 

work, 

Date of present) 
measurement, I 
or completion of
contract. 

Total amount 
of contract, 

Total value of 
work executed to 
this date, 

Amount already1  
advanced on 
account. 

ount of 
advance now 
I recommended. 

£ s. d. £ s. d. £ s. d. £ a. d. 

R. Hannaford ................... 29 Feb . ...... .31 Mar ....... .1,078 0 0 1,629 10 3 1,176 0 0 128 0 0 

* I 
Total of task-work for the 

Nor 0  The total amount of task-work sanctioned for the to be inserted here. 

Details 
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Details of Measurements of the above work, as stated in the fourth column. 

No. 
of con- Deseriptioe of work. Dimensions. Quantity. Price. £ e. d. 
tract. 

Bredbo Bridge. 

Hewn timber in cutwaters 122 x 176 x 176 118 = 4810 x 12" x 12" 
42 x 511 52 44 = 197 x 12" x 12" Do struts to do .......... 

Do down stream struts 128 x 181 x 182 x 1111 = 5010 x 12" x 12" 
119* cub. ft. 3/6 

Round timber in wing lin. ft. 2/6 

Sawn timber, spikes in. Truss sheathing 95' x 14' x 2" =221-8 
cluded. 
Do do 

pieces to north abutment 2 x 190............................38 

Planking wings, south abutment 8' x 14' x 40 37.4 
Do do  wings, north abutment 66 x 13" x 4"= 282 
Do do 

Detailed in 7th advance ............................................ 1,469 4 11 

,, piles north abutment =22 x 6" x 4"= 440 
Do do Between girder end, &c. =18' x 2' x 4" x 2 = 240 

355 cub. ft. 4/9 
Sawn timber .................. In top rail = 4232 x 4 x 4 = 470 

.Bottom rail, 347 x 4" x 3" = 2811 
Struts to abutment posts and rafters, &c. = 73 
48 handrail posts = 2484 x 6" x 4" = 414 
18 struts to trusses, 6' 3" x 6" x 4" = 205 

145 cub. ft. 4/6 
Top rail, 4232 x 1-4 =5640 
Bottom rail, 3470 x 1-2" =4040 
Handrail posts, 214' x 1' 8" =3560 

- Straining beams and rafters =1,3920 

Painting ...................... 

Braces, 234' x 2'10" =6630 
Counter-braces and posts, 4450 =3,824' 

2017 4 
4 15 1 

84 6 3 

32 12 6 

425 sup. yds. 10/- 17 14 2 

1,629 10 3 
£ s.d. 

Less seven advances to date ......................1,176 0 0 

D. 20 per cent, of contract ......... .325 10 3 
1,50110 3 

Eighth advance ......... Total ................... 128 0 0 

We hereby certify that the above return is a fair and correct statement of the contract to which 
it refers, and that the above measurements were made by 

W. P. BUNDOCK, 
Overseer - :Road Superintendent. 

No. 75. 
lTOUCUER FOE BALANOE or CONTRACT. - 

1873. 

Series B—contingency Form No.9. DErARTrENr OF ROADS AND BRIDGES. Pay Voucher No. 

H. 

Head of Service .Payable from Vote of £ : Item No. of Appropriation Act of 187 
[As specified in the Appropriation 

Act of 187 .] 

[(Depart'mental Reference) .ZsTo. Queanbeyan to Cooma Road, District.] 

ABSTRACT of Payments to Contractors and others employed as herein described, from the of to 
the of ,187 - 

We, the undersigned, hereby 
Locality. No. No. of oner  

acknromowledge to have r:oe,ved Date of 
Names. uantitzyof woI oc: :  Rate. woiful'ng  Amount. Total.. payrnent,and WitnesS. 

1, hstated.or or task days 
oppoaite to our several eca,eeo, 
h o çn f d m red 

by whom 
paid respectivey, for the ser,ices 

specified in this Abat,aet. 

Bredbo Bridge. £ S. d. 

R. Hannaford... Balance on ac. con- 
tract ............... ....... .. ... ., ......... 100 10 0 

We hereby certify that the amount, one hundred pounds ten shillings and pence, charged in this 
voucher, as to computations, castings, and rates, is correct that the persons therein named have fully and 
fairly performed the work contracted for by them, and that the day labourers have been employed for the 
time stated against their respective names, and at the current rate of wages; and that the expenditure is 
duly authorized in terms of the Audit Act. 

Overseer. - Superintendent. 
[Diagrams.] 

[3s.] 
Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1878. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

KARTTAH RIVER BRIDGE. 
(CORRESPONDENCE, &o., RESPECTING) 

Ordered b, the Legi&lative Assembly to be pristed, 10 March, 1874. 

RETURN to an Order of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South 
Wales, dated 27 January, 1874, That there be laid upon the Table of this 
House,— 

"Copies of all Correspondence having reference to the application made 
by the inhabitants of Booral for the construction of a Bridge over the 
"Karuah River." 

(Mr. .Pitzpalricic.) 

SCHEDULE. 
NO. • PAGE. 

Letter from John Nowlan, Esq., M.P., to Secretary for Public Works, respecting a Petition about to be presented 
for a Bridge at Karuab, on road from Raymond Terrace to Stroud. 25 August, 1870 .................................2 

Letter from Under Secretary for Public Works to John Nowlan, Esq., M.P., acknowledging receipt of above. 
27 August, 1870 .... 

, .  . 
................. 2 

Further letter to John Nowla
.
n
.
,E M

.
.P
.
,.on
.
this
. 

9 Se
.
ptem
.
ber, 

 
1870 .............................................2 

Petition of residents of Manning River, Port Stephens, presented by J. Nowlan, Esq., M.P., respecting Bridge at 
Karuah....................................................................................................................................... 2  

Under Secretary for Public Works to John Nowlan, Esq., M.P., in reply to petition. 28 September, 1870 ............ 3 
Letter from H. Skilinian, Esq., to Secretary for Public Works, on same subject, presentsd by R. B. Smith, Esq., 
M.P. 16 June, 1873 .....................................................................................................................3 

Report from Commissioner for Roads thereon. 24 June, 1873 ..................................................................3 
8 & 9. Letters from Under Secretary for Public Works to Mr. Skillman, and letter to R. B. Smith, Esq., M.P., in 

reply. 27 June and 8 August, 1873................................................................................................... 4  
Report. of Commissioner for Roads on subject. 29 August, 1873 ...............................................................4 
M. Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.P., to Secretary for Public Works, inviting attention to the petition referred to. 17 
October, 1873 .............................................................................................................................. 4  

Under Secretary for Public Works to M. Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.P., in reply. 31 December, 1873 ........................4 

449— 
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KAIRTJAH RIVER BRIDGE. 

No. 1. 
JOHN NOWLAN, ESQ., M.P., to THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Union Club, Sydney, 
25 August, 1870. 

SIR, - 
In accordance with a petition, which I shall have the honor to present to you in a few days, signed 

by over 600 residents, interested in the construction of a bridge, over the Karuah River, near Booral, and 
on the main road from Raymond Terrace to Stroud, Gloucester, &c., &c. I beg leave to draw your attention to 
the necessity which exists for such a bridge, the road also being the direct line from Raymond Terrace to the 
Manning River, Port Macquarie, &c., &c., on which there is considerable traffic, and to request that you will be 
pleased to cause a sum of money to be placed on the Estimates for the construction of this bridge, survey and 
section of which has been in your office for the last five years. 

I have, &c., 

JOHN NOWLAN. 
Mr. Bennett, for report.—J.R., B.C. 
Sections were made of this river some years ago. The bridge will cost £3,500; it is one of many required to 

make road passable from Raymond Terrace to Stroud, Gloucester, the Manning, and Port Macquarie, but I think 
the A. A. Company should contribute to its construction.—W.C.B., 6/9/70. Under Secretary, B.C. 

No.2. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to JOHN NOWLAN, E5Q., M.P. 

Departmnt of Pujlic Works, 
Sydney, 27 August, 1870. 

SIR, 
I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 25th instant, on the subject noted 

hereunder, and to inform you that it will receive due attention. 
I have, &c., 

GERALD HALLIGAN, 
For the Under Secretary. 

SUBrECT :—Construction of a bridge over the Karuah River, near Bowral. 

No. 3. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to JOHN NOWLAN, E5Q., M.P. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 9 September, 1870. 

SIR, 
In reference to your letter of the 25th ultimo, respecting the erection of a bridge over the Karuah 

River, near Booral, I am directed by the Honorable the Secretary for Public Works to inform you that from a 
report of the Commissioner for Roads on the subject, it appears that this bridge, one of many required on the same 
road, would cost about £3,500, and as it would benefit the Australian Agricultural Company he thinks that they 
should contribute towards the cost of its construction. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No. 4. 
PETITION PRESENTED BY JOHN NOWLAN, E5Q., M.P., 

A copy of which was forwarded subsequently by R. B. Smith, Esq., M.P. 
To the Honorable the Minister for Works of the Colony of New South Wales. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned residents of Port Stephens, Manning River, and adjacent districts,— 
SHEWETH 

That your Petitioners are deeply interested in the means of communication through the district of Port 
Stephens; that the mail road from Raymond Terrace, Stroud, Gloucester, and Myall River, to the Manning, Port 
Macquarie, and the Macleay runs through the same, and over which considerable traffic passes to New England 
and other places. 

That during the time of heavy rains and floods much inconvenience is experienced from the stoppage of the 
traffic, occasioned by the rising of the River Karuah, through which such road passes. 

That for want of a bridge over the river the mails are frequently delayed and travellers detained for many 
days at a time, causing much inconvenience, delay, and loss. 

That your Petitioners would thankfully acknowledge the attention p.aid to the prayer of a petition formerly 
presented to the Minister for Lands, so far as in compliance therewith a l3ridge has been constructed over 
Johnson's Creek, and a sum of money .votedfor a bridge over Mill Creek; and that while your Petitioners are fully 
alive to the benefits derived from the construction of these bridges, stifi they desire to point out that these will be 
comparatively useless for mail purposes so long as the River Karuah remains without such facilities for crossing as 
would be obtained by means of a bridge. 

That your Petitioners beg also to remark that from the large population of the District of Port Stephens, as 
well as from the other districts interested, a considerable revenue is derived, and your Petitioners would therefore 
urge that such steps may be taken as the pressing necessity of the case requires. 

Your 
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Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that a sum of money may be placed upon the Estimates for the 
coming year for the purpose of constructing a bridge over the River Karuah, at Booral, in the district of Port 
Stephens, ad that you will be pleased to take the subject under your serious consideration, and 'grant your 
Petitioners such assistance as the circumstances of the case may require. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c., &e. 
A. SIIAW. 
T. NICOLLS, J.P. 

[And here follow 632 other signatures. 

No. 5. 
THE UNDnR SECRETARY FOR Puisaic Wouxs to JOHN N0wLAN, E5Q., M.P. 

Department of Public Works, 

SIR, 
Sydney, 28 September, 1870. 

In reference to a petition presented by you from the residents of Port Stephens and the adjoining 
districts, praying for the erection of a bridge over the Karuah River, near Bowral, I am directed by the Honorable 
the Secretary for Public Works to inform you that it appears from a report on the subject by the Commissioner 
for Roads, that this bridge, one of many required on the same road, would cost about £3,500. Mr. Secretary 
Sutherland also desires me to say that as the proposed bridge would be of considerable advantage to the 
Australian Agricultural Company, he considers that they should contribute towards the cost of its construction. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No. 6. 
Mit. H. SKILLMAN to THE SEcRETARY FOR Punaic Wouns. 

Booral, Stroud, 
16 June, 1873. 

Sia, 
On behalf of a committee formed for the purpose of petitioning for a bridge over the Karuah, at Booral, 

Port Stephens, I have the honor to call your attention to the following statement:— 
In the year 1870 a petition from the residents of Port Stephens, Manning River, and adjacent districts, was 

presented to the Minister for Works, praying that a sum of money might be placed on the Estimates for the pur-
pose of constructing a bridge over the River Karuah, at Booral. 

In answer to this petition a letter was received by J. Nowlan, IEsq., Member for the Williams Electorate 
(No. 562-70/3137), stating that the bridge would. cost £3,500 in its construction, and that as such bridge would be 
of considerable advantage to the Australian Agricultural Company they should contribute towards the cost of 
its construction. 

That after some delay the committee for Booral Bridge applied by letter to E. C. Merewether, Esq., 
General Superintendent of the A. A. Company, asking whether the A. A. Company would contribute any, and, 
if any, what sum towards the construction of such bridge, and have received a reply as follows :— 

Australian Agricultural Company, 
To Mr. H. SKILLMAN,— Newcastle, May 26, 1873. 
Sir, 

I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 17th March last, inquiring, on behalf of a committee 
appointed by the residents in the Port Stephens, Manning, and adjacent districts, whether the A. A. Company will contribute 
any, and, if any, what sum towards the erection of a bridge over the Karuah River, at Booral. 

I observe that this inquiry is made in consequence of the Honorable the Secretary for Works having expressed the 
opinion that the Company ought to contribute towards the construction of such a bridge because it would be of considerable 
advantage to them. 

The principle involved in the position thus taken up by the Minister may or may not be a sound one; but be this as it 
may, you must.be  well aware that it has not yet been generally adopted by the Government, and I am therefore at a loss to 
understand why the A. A. Company should be expected to recognize and act on it. 

I am not myself cognizant of any instance in which an individual landholder has been specially called upon to 
contribute towards a public workof the kind, however clear and great may have been the advantage he would derive from 
it; and in reply therefore to your inquiry I may state that pending the adoption and general application of some law or 
regulation of that nature, I should not feel justified in agreeing, on behalf of the Company, to be specially taxed for the con-
struction of a work, which, though it may benefit them, is, according to the letter, addressed to Mr. Nowlan by the Under 
Secretary, admitted to be required for the convenience of the residents in the district represented by your committee, and of 
the public generally. 

I must apologize for not having sooner replied to your letter, but would plead the multiplicity of business I have to 
attend to as my incuse for the delay. 

I have, &c., 
E. C. MEREWETHER, 

General Superintendent, Australian A. Company. 

As it appears by such letter that the A. A. Company decline to contribute towards the erection of such bridge, 
the committee with all respect would solicit a re-consideration of the matter on the part of the Government, 
inasmuch as the residents of the district feel the want of such bridge to be a hindrance to business, frequently a 
stoppage to postal communication, and a danger to the public generally. 

In the hope that a sum of money may be placed on the Estimates for such bridge in the ensuing session 
of Parliament, 

I have, &c., 
HENRY SKILLMAN, 

(On behalf of the Booral Bridge Committee.) 

No.7. 
REPORT FROM THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER OF RoADs THEREON. 

Mr. Bennett, B.C., 23/6/73.—J.R. 

I STILL think the Government should not do this bridge without aid from the Company. If the residents fOrm 
a Municipality the Company must then pay for the improvement on their property.—W.C.B., 24/6/73. 

Under Secretary, B.C. 

No. 8. 
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No. S. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR Punnic Woaxs to MR. H. SKILL3IAN. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 27 June, 1873. 

SIR, 
Referring to your communication of the 16th instant, respecting the proposed erection of Karuah 

Bridge, at Bowral, I am directed to inform you that the Secretary for Public 'Works does not consider that the 
Government should construct the bridge referred to without aid from the Australian Agricultural Company. 

I am to add that if the residents form a Municipality, the A. A. Company will be obliged to pay towards 
the improvement made to their property. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No. 9. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Wonas to R. B. SMITH, RSQ., M.P. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 8 August, 1873. 

SIR, 
Referring to the communication forwarded by you, dated 16th June last, on the subject of a bridge 

at Bowral, near Port Stephens, I am directed by the Secretary for Public Works to inform you that Mr. Skillman 
was informed on the 29th June last that Mr. Secretary Sutherland does not consider the Government should 
construct the bridge referred to without aid from the Australian Agricultural Company, and that if the residents 
form a Municipality the Company will be obliged to pay towards the improvements made to their property. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No. 10. 
RroaTs OF THE CoMMIssIoNER AND ENGINEER FOR ROADS. 

A PRECISELY similar paper has been received direct by the Minister, and has been handed in by Mr. Nowlan; 
they are both herewith. My minute on the first disposes of the question.—W.C.B., 26/7/73. Under Sec., B.C. 

As the Estimates are being prepared I would wish to bring this matter under the notice of the honorable 
the Secretary for Public Works.—W.C.B., 29/8/73. Under Sec., B.C. 

Cabinet.—J.S., 15/9/73. 

No. 11. 
MICHAEL FITZPATRICK, ESQ., M.P., to THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKs. 

100, Pitt-street, Sydney, 
17 October, 1873. 

Sin, 
Since I last waited on you (on the 9th instant) it has occurred to me that it would be more con-

venient to you if I were to place on paper the object of my visit. I therefore beg to invite your attention to the 
petition of the inhabitants of the district for a bridge over the Karuah River, at Booral. 

I have, &c., 
M. FITZPATRICK. 

No. 12. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to MICHAEL FITZPATRICK, EsQ., M.P. 

Public Works Department, 
Sydney, 31 December, 1873. 

Sin, - 
Referring to your letter of the 17th of October last, calling attention to a petition from certain 

inhabitants of Bowral for a bridge over the Karuah River, I am directed by the Secretary for Public Works to inform 
you that the Government do not consider it advisable to incur so large an expenditure as would be necessary to 
build a bridge at the place in question. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
[3d. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

' NE W S O UT H W ALES. 

UNION BRIDGE OVER RIVER MURRAY. 
(PETITION OF BOROUGH COUNCIL OF LLBURY, RESPECTING.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be prüzted, 21 April, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parlia- 
inent assembled. 

The Petition of the Mayor and Aldermen of the Borough Council of AThury,— 
HUMBLY SHOWETH 

That your Petitioners represent about 4,000 ratepayers, resident in the Borough of Albury, 
within a short distance of the Union Bridge over the river Murray. 

That the bridge was erected in 1860, by the Government of New South Wales and Victoria conjoint-
ly, at a cost of £11,000, and a heavy,toll was since imposed on all vehicles and stock crossing the same. 

That your Petitioners feel to a very great extent the great injustice of the collection of this heavy 
toll, more especially as there are a number of bridges in New South Wales erected by the State which are 
entirely free, viz., at Deniliquin, Hay, Grenfell, Yass, Queanbeyan, Bathurst, and Forbes. 

Your Petitioners, to show the importance of the district, beg to submit for your consideration the 
following statistics taken from the records of the year 1873. There were 130,000 acres of land condition-
ally purchased at the Land Office, Albury. During the first three months of the present year 35,000 acres 
were also selected under the Conditional Purchase Clause. The gross amount paid into the Treasury for 
land alone during the year 1873 amounted to the sum of about £85,000. This amount was paid from the 
Albury Land Office, and does not include the amounts paid for the sale of land by auction at the Sub-
Offices of Tumbarumba and Corowa. 

That the levy of the toll on the Union Bridge materially interferes with the trade and progress of 
the town of Albury. 

That the Victorian Government are willing on their part to proclaim the bridge free. 
That your Petitioners consider that the main thoroughfare between the two Colonies should be free. 
That your Petitioners, therefore, pray that your Honorable House will take such measures as will 

grant relief to your Petitioners, as to your Honorable House may seem best. 
And your Petitioners will ever pray, &c. 

Signed on behalf of the Albury Borough Council,-.-- 

Albury, April 13th, 1874. 
(L.s.) KENNETH M'LENNAND, Mayor. 

S&MuEL MUDGE, Council Clerk. 

[3d.] 541— 
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1873-4. 

- LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

CLEVELAND-STREET FORMATION BILL. 
(MESSAGE No. 51.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 11 Ji&ne, 1874, 

HERCULES ROBINSON, S Message No. 51. 
Governor. 

In accordance with the 54th clause of the Constitution Act, the Governor recommends to the 

Legislative Assembly to make provision for granting compensation to owners of land resumed for the 

purpose of forming Cleveland-street through certain lands in the City of Sydney and Borough of 

Bedfern. 

Govermnent Honse, 
Sydney, 10th Jine, 1874. 

[3d.] 626— - 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAYS. 
(PARTICULARS OF SUBURBAN TRAFFIC.) 

Ordered by the Legi8lative As8embly to be printed, 9 September, 1873. 

RETURN to an Order of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South 
Wales, dated 21 January, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of this 
House,— 

"A Return showing the number of Passenger Trains running to, from, and 
"past the Homebush and Burwood Railway Stations daily, and the time 
of their arrival and departure; also, the number of tickets issued, and 
the amount received for travelling by the several Trains to and from the 
" several Stations between Ho-mebush and Sydney, both inclusive; also, the 
"number of- tons of wood consigned to the Newtown Station during the 
"month of November, 1867, and the month of November, 1872; also, the 
"approximate weight of the engine, tender, breakvan, and carriages, &c., 
"which constitute the several Trains, their cost per mile running, including 
"all expenses appertaining to them." - 

- (2W'. Lu0a8) 

40— 
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STDNEY AND SUBURBAN STATIONS 10 PARRAMATTA. TRAINS SrNDAY. 
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.............. 
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......... ....... 

....... 

llomebosh .............................. 
!Dep. -  5 26 7 II 9 00 

.............. 

............... 
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.................................... 
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4 

NUMBER of Tons of Billet-wood received at Newtown. 

Tons ewt. qrs. His. 

November, 1867 ... ..... ... ... ... ... 881 14 1 0 

1872 ... ... ... ... ... ... 491 11 1 0 

RETURN of Season Tickets for November, 1872. 

£ s. d. 

Newtown ... ... ... ... ... ... 32 13 17 1 

Petersham ... ... ... ... ... ... 31 25 6 10 

Ashfield ... ... ... ... ... ... 52 55 15 5 

Burwood ... ... ... ... ... ... 38 49 15 0 

Homebush ... ... ... ... ... ... 1- 2 17 3 

Nnmberg 
of the Engines 
employed. 

Weight of Engine. Weight of Tender. 

- 

Number 
ofCarriagesto 
each Train. 

Weight of Carriages. 
Number of 
Break-vsnsto 
each Train. 

Weight 
of Break-vans. 

tons cwt. qrs. lbs. tons cwt. qr. lbs. tons owi. qrs. lbs. tons cwt. qrs. lbs. 

29 59 3 0 Tank Engine. 6 33 0 0 0 I 5 55 0 0 Engine, No. 8 ............. 

9 ............. 258 3 0  52500 6 33000 1 .515 00 

II 

........ . ... 

. 2! 8 3 0 52 5 0 0 - 6 33 0 0 0 I 5 15 0 0 

TOTAL Expenditure for G. S. W. & R. Railways for the year 1871. 

£ 136,988 12s. 6d. -* 665,932 train miles = 4s. id. per train mile. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-183. 

[3d.] 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAYS. 
(REPORT RESPECTING ALLEGED BAD ARRANGEMENTS FOR THE LAST SINGLETON SHOW.) 

Ordered bi the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 23 September, 18, 

REPORT from the Assistant Traffic Manager of the Great Northern Railway, with 
reference to complaints as to the bad provision made for Railway accommoda 
tion on the occasion of the late Singleton Show. 

[Laid upon the Table of the Legislative Assembly, in pursuance of answer given by the Secretary for Public 
Works to Mr. W. a Browne's Question on the 23rd September, 1873.] 

[Ertracted from the Maitland Mercury.] 

"THE EXCURSION T1RAINS.—SINGLETON SHOW. 
"A 'CONSTANT RnADNR,' who does not give his name or date (post-mark 'Morpeth'), and whose letter 
we cannot therefore publish, writes to us in commendation of the exertions made by three officers at the 
Newcastle Railway Station, and by one at the Morpeth Station, for the comfortable accommodation of the 
passengers in the crowded excursion trains on the Singleton Show day, and for the preserving of discipline 
and order on that occasion; but whether these commendations are or are not deserved by these four 
officials, certainly, we have never known so wide and general a concurrence of opinion that the Railway 
excursion trains, on the second and principal day of the Singleton Show, showed how unequal to such a 
sudden and heavy,  call were the arrangements on the Great Northern Railway. There are a good many 
people who always grumble at a little extra- crowding and inconvenience, and with them an excursion train 
is always a trouble; but there are also many who enjoy the crowding and bustle; but we have not niet with 
a single person who has expressed satisfaction in this case. It is quite true that the number of passengers 
exceeded any previous holiday or show experience; but it is equally true that in all cases the Railway Depart. 
ment ought to expect such crowds of passengers, and be prepared to issue tickets rapidly, and in great 
numbers, to land and embark the passengers quickly, to provide plenty of carriages and locomotives, and to 
have extra assistance in the work of giving comfort and attention to all comers. Excursion days on Railway 
lines ought to be looked upon in the same cheerful and hopeful spirit of great work for a few hours as 
Saturday nights are looked upon in ordinary shops. The department ought not to be taken by surprise 
by an unexpected inroad of a vast number of customers. The occasion, and the invitations to passengers 
which are issued beforehand, should make such an inroad expected as a matter of course, and all necessary 
-preparations ought to be made to the full extreme that can possibly be needed. Within the knowledge 
of the present writer (who stopped at home himself), many persons in Maitland did not go to Singleton 
that day solely because they knew that the platforms, the ticket offices, and the carriages, would be scenes 
of the most uncomfortable crowding, pushing and struggling. Thus the Railway Department lost the 
earning of many pounds that day, from Maitland alone. To cite an instance :—In all ordinary cases the 
West Maitland Stations are found, by persons wanting tickets, very convenient;  they are 'served' with tickets as fast as wanted, and with polite civility;  but on the Singleton Show day, although a hundred 
passengers might possibly have offered themselves for tickets for every one that comes on an ordinary day, 
the department did not send any additional force to West Maitland; only one small opening and one 
person, as usual, was available to obtain tickets from, and it was physically impossible for him to give 
satisfaction;  the pushing and forcing in the office were excessively disagreeable, to females more particu. 
larly. Now, would any shopke'eper, ona Saturday night or any other occasion of expected crowding, have 
taken the absurd course of providing no more counter force than would just meet the ordinary demand 
every day? Would any manufacturer or ship-owner or 'bus-owner rest lazily satisfied on pressing 
occasions with ordinaiy force or ordinary alertness? If they did they would certainly be beaten in the 
race for custom by their more vigorous and lively neighbours, and might very soon 'shut up shop.' The 
Railway Department of the Colony, as at present managed, is manifestly unequal to meeting the very 
crowds of passengers they have themselves invited on these holidays and show days. More carriages, 
more locomotives, more railway clerks, guards, and porters, should have been employed for the Singleton 
Show day. The object should have been to give satisfaction and comfor to every applicant and traviler 
all along the line, and thus cause every one of them, and through their report, their friends also, to look 
forward with pleasurable anticipation to the next excursion day. No busiues man will fail to see at once 

84— 
that 
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that such a policy of foresight and preparation would greatly increase the chances of pecuiliary success 
for the Railway itself. With steamers passing daily between Sydney and the Hunter, the Railway 
Department had no excuse whatever for not having sufficient force at the Hunter Railway-stations on the 
Singleton Show day. And if there is not a sufficient reserve force of carriages and locomotives on this line, 
more of them ought to be immediately provided." 

Mr. Higgs, for full report.—J.S., 5/9/73. 

Although the writer of the complaint extracted from the Maitland Merciwy, upon which I am 
requested to report, appears to speak of the excursion train generally on the 14th August last, as showing 
how unequal to such a sudden and heavy call were the arrangements on the Great Northern Railway, 
I have no hesitation in asserting that ample accommodation was afforded to passengers by all the 
trains on the date referred to, excepting the 830 am. train from Newcastle to Singleton, which I must 
admit was crowded, and the passengers were inconvenienced thereby. All that it was possible to do 
under the circumstances was done, and no one was left behind. 

Of course I am guided in making my arrangements by the b usinoss done last year, and I allowed 
for more than a proportionate increase. As a proof of this, we carried 2,481 passengers more than were 
carried on any former occasion. 

The following staff arrangements were made :—Extra guard to each train; a porter to each of the 
principal platforms to issue tickets; extra porter to West Maitland and Singleton; a clerk with each 
train to issue tickets to passengers joining the train at other platforms than those where a man had been 
stationed. 

By reason of the present ticket-office at High-street being comparatively shut in as a waiting-room, 
an assistant would not have been of any service. The difficulty of that place .was caused by the people 
getting to and from the ticket-office. 

At West Maitland, the Station-master and the assistant should surely be capable of performing 
with satisfaction the duty of issuing tickets. 

I can scarcely think we lost many pounds by persons anticipating a crush; and if we did, I really 
cannot see how we are to provide against such notions. 

I would, before concluding, invite the Commissioner's attention to a paragraph that appeared in the 
Newcastle Chronicle, of the 16th of August, which, I submit, removes a deal of the unfavourable matter 
contained in the one taken from the Maitland Mercury. J. HIGGS, 11/9/73. 

[Extracted from the Newcastle Chronicle.] - 
"NORTHERN AGRICULTURAL ASSOCIATION, SINGLETON. 

"(By our Sjecial Rep.orter.) 

"Tun sixth Annual Show under the auspices of the above Association was held at Singleton, on 
Wednesday and Thursday, the 13th and 14th of August, and was in every way a most successful one. 
The number of exhibitors was greatly in excess of the number of last year,—a fact which argues well for 
the increasing interest taken in the Show by the graziers and agriculturists of the district. The number 
of exhibits in the horse and cattle sections was largely in excess of the number exhibited in the preceding 
year. The Show was opened at 11 am. on Wednesday; and notwithstanding that the charge for entrance 
on the first da was 2s. and the whole of the exhibits were not on the ground, there was a very large 
number of visitors present. The day was beautifully fine, the rain that had fallen on the previous day 
being not more than sufficient to prevent anything like dust, of which the visitors to Singleton 
would have been treated to more than would be pleasant if it were not for the light showers that 
fell on Tuesday and early on Wednesday morning, seeing there was a strong wind blowing during 
the day, and there was a great deal of traffic on the streets of the town. On Wednesday, the 830 
a.m. excursion train from Newcastle, consisting of over twenty carriages, was crowded, bringing to 
Singleton about 900 passengers, and arrived about noon; while the excursion train from Murrurundi 
brought down even more than that number. During Wednesday, the ordinary trains were very well filled, 
but the passenger traffic on Thursday was twice as much as that on the previous day. The excursion 
train which left Newcastle at 6 am, on Thursday was very well filled, but the 830 am. excursion train 
from Newcastle was a sight in itself worth seeing. The train consisted of forty-four carriages, and 
contained more than 2,500 passengers. A powerful goods engine was attached to this train, but Mr. Higgs, 
with his characteristic energy and foresight, telegraphed forward to Singleton for another engine, which met 
the excursion train at Lochinvar, and greatly relieved his brother iron-horse of the heavy load which was 
behind him. This, we believe, was the longest passenger train ever seen on the Great Northern Line. 
The Murrurundi trains were also crowded, and necessitated the attaching of two engines to the 6 p.m. 
train leaving Singleton for Murrurundi. The whole of the ordinary trains were crammed during Thursday, 
and the extra excursion train leaving Singleton at 1130 p.m. was also full; but the greatest crush perhaps 
was at the Singleton station. The rush for seats was something fearful—many carriages being so crowded 
that there was not even standing room for any more passengers; We cannot pass on without noticing 
the energy and activity displayed by our worthy Traffic Manager (Mr. Higgs), and the foresight which he 
displayed in providing for the requirements of so many excursionists; and the care and attention which 
was bestowed upon the trains and passengers was no doubt one of the reasons why no accident occurred. 
The crowd of persons seeking admission to the Show grounds at 1 p.m. on Thursday was very great, so 
that more than one hour was taken up in admitting the people at two gates. The takings at the gates on 
Wednesday was over £73, but the returns from the charge of is. each on Thursday amounted to £230, 
making a total of £303; a result which will no doubt be very satisfactory to the members of the committee." 

This explanation appears satisfactory, and Mr. Higgs deserves praise for his forethought and the 
arrangements he made, rather than blame for alleged omissions to provide for the unusual rush of passengers 
on the occasion.—J.R., 19/9/73. 

Sydney: Thoma$ Richards, Government Printer.-1873. 
[3d. 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W S O UT H W ALES. 

RAILWAYS. 
(FREE PASSES ISSUED TO MEMBERS OP THE PRESS, FROM SEPTEMBER, 1868, TO 23 SEPTEMBER, 1873.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 23 September, 1873. 

RETURN of ]?ree Railway Passes issued to members of the Press, from September, 
1868, to 23rd September, 1873. 

[Laid upon the Table of the Legislative Assembly, in pursuance of Answer given by the Secretary for Public 
Worlcs to .211r. Webb's Question on the 18th September, 1873.] 

THE COMMISSIONER FOR RAILWAYS to Thu SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKs. 

(Jl7ith reference to the issue of Press Eailway Free Passes.) 

Referring to the question of free passes issued to members of the Press, I have the honor to report 
that the practice of issuing such passes is one that has been in force since the first opening of the Railway 
to Parratnatta in 1855. 

The following letter addressed to the proprietors of the Mudgee Times, on the 14th of June last, will explain the principle upon which such passes are granted 

G-NTLEMEN, -- yaney, I June, 1873. '  
"In reply to your letter of the 12th instant, requesting that a free Railway pass between 

Wallerawang and Sydney may be granted for the use of a reporter to the Mudgee Times, available for 
(say) fourteen days, from the 20th instant, I have the honor to inform you that Railway free passes are 
granted to reporters, on special occasions, to report on matters of general interest, such as Agricultural 
Shows, Opening of Railway Extensions, &c. 

"This privilege will be extended to the reporter for the Mudgee Times, if the business which will bring him to Sydney is of a similar character. 

, &c., " "Messrs. Henningham & Mason, I have, 
RAE." "Mudgee Times." 

It has been usual to destroy jeriodically the old pass-books, after keeping them for reference for about 
five years; it is therefore impossible to give particulars of the passes for the Press issued previous to 1868. 
Subjoined, however, is a list of Press passes issued from September, 1868, to the present time. 

JOHN RAE, 
Commissioner for Railways. 
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Name of Person. Journeys for which given. 
Name of Ocer authorizing Value of Pass 

1868. 

Pass. 

 
Sydney Morning Herald. 

£ s.d. 

21 Sept.... Commissioner for Railways... 
18 Nov.... Sydney to Marulan and return ..................... 
26 Dec. ... 

Mr. Rayner ....... 

, ,, ,, 
1869. 

 De Boos ....... 

10 April... 
25 May ... 

,, ,, 
Sydney to Goulburn and, return .................. 

27 May ... ,, Cooke 
27 May ... 

,, Robinson ....... 

,, Langley 
27 May ... ,, Burton 
8 June ... ,, Robinson ,,  
26 June ... Reporter   . 
8 July ... Sydney to Mount Victoria ........................... 
16 July ... Sydney to Goulburn and return ................. 
1870. 

Mr. 1)e Boos ....... 
,, Wood .......... 

16 May... Cooke .  

Sydney 10 Mount Victoria and return .............. 

13 June... Reporter 
27 June... Mr. De Boos , " 63 10 2 
1 July... Robinson 
23 Dec. ... ,, De Boos 
1871. 
18 May.... ,, ,, ,, ,, 
14 April.., Sydney to Mount Victoria and return 
24 June ... 
1 July ... Mr. De Boos ....... Sydney to Goulburn and return .................. 
26 Dec. •. ,, ,, 
1872. 

Sydney to Rydal and return .........................,,  
......... 

Reporter ............... 

Acting Traffic Manager ...... 
- May ... 

.  
Traffic Manager ............... 

27 Aug.... 

Thatcher .......
Reporter .............
Mr. Burton ......... ,, 

4 April...., 

Dowling ...... 
. 

for Railways... Comm issioner 
1873. 

. 31 Aug...... 

22 Mar. ...  ,, ....... Sydney to Raglan .................................... ,, 
9 April... ,, Murray ....... Sydney to Richmond and return .................. 
2 Sept  Robinson ....... 

Newc,sstle to Murrurundi ............................. 
Rydal to Sydney ........................................ 
Macquarie Plains to Sydney ............................. 

1863 

Sydney to Macquaric Plains ......................... 

Empire and Evening News. 

.... 

28 Oct. 

Sydney to Goulburn and return - .....................  

Commissioner for Railways... 
1869. 
27 May Reporter ............ 

Sydney to Mount Victoria ............................

Sydney to Goulburn and return..................... 
27 May 
27  May 

Mr. Alton .......... 

,, . ,, 

15 Nov. 

,...................

Mr. Rutledge ...... 

. 

Manager ............... 
16 Dec. 

, ................... 

,, 
21 Dec. 

, .......... 
,, ,, ,, 

1870. 
1 July... ,, Davis .......... Sydney to Goulburn and return ...................Commissioner for Railways... 

. 

, Ridley ,, ,, 26 6 8 
29 Oct. ... Re uorter  , ,  
187]. 

Sydney to Windsor and return ......................Traffic 

15 April ... Mr. Heaton ......... 

Sydney to Parramatta and return.....................
Sydney to Windsor ...................................... 

Sydney to Richmond, and back ..................... 
24 June... Sydney to Rydal and back ........................... 
1872. 
15 May ... Mr. Heaton Sydney to Goulburn ................................. 
27 May ... Sydney to Richmond and back .................... 

7 July ..... 

1873. 

. 

26 Feb. ... 

Reporter ............. 

Mr. Huntingdon Traffic Manager ............... 
10 April... 

Reporter .............

Reporter Commissioner for Railways... 
2 May... Mr. Heaton 

 ...................... 

,, ... J 

1871 
n Tow and Uounlry Jovrnal. 

27 Feb. ... Mr. Mostyn Sydney to Rydal ......................................... Commissioner for Railways... 
Newcast;lc to Wingcn and return ........... ....... ..Traffic Manager ............... 

1Nov.— ,, ,, ,, 

,, ,, ....................... 
Sydney to Goulburn and return........................ 

,, ,, , 
1672. 

Butler ......... 31 Aug....... 

Mootyn Commissioner for Railways... 

.............. 

Butler Traffic Manager ............... 
17 Jan....... 

23 Sept .... 

1 Dee.................. 

, .......... 
Mostyn 

Sydney to Goulburn and return ................... 

Sydney to Goulburn and return ..................... Commissioner for Railways... 26 17 7 
21 Feb......

15 Nov.... Reporter 

West Maitland to Muswellbrook ................... 

,, ,, 
1873. 

... . 

7 Mar ,, ,, 
14 Mar. Mr. Heaton ,, ,; 

Mostyn ,, ,, 4 April...., 
10 April Sydney to Richmond and return .................. 
10 April ,, ,, 

1373 

Artist ................... 

Illustraled T g 

10 April ... 

Reporter .............. 

Mr. De Beaker . Y. Commissioner for Railways... 0 9 0 

1873 

Sydney to Richmond and return .................. 

Goulburn Herald. 

29 May ... Mr. Riley .- ......... Sydney to Goulburn....................................... ,, ... 1 18 8 
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]tcof 
Pass. Name of Person. Journeys for 'which given. Name of Oecrauthorizin Vine f Pass - 

1872. Western Independent. S. 
5 July ... Commissioner for Railways... 
24 July ... ,, ,, ,, ,, and return ......... 
3 Oct. ... Macquarie Plains to Sydney and return ......... 
4 Nov.... ,, 
18 Dec. . . . ,, ,, -  
1873. 
24 Jan. ...  , ,  ,, ... 28 7 4 
11 Mar.... Newcastle to Muswellbrook and return............ 
14 April... 

 ......... 

Raglan to Sydney and return ........................ 
30 April... Raglan to Bowenfels and return .................. 
18 June ... 
2 Sept.... ,,  . 

10 Sept.... ,,  9 

1871. 

Mr. Thatcher ........ 

Sydney to Raglan......................................... 
 ......................................... 

.7'Tewcastte Pilot. 

16 Aug. ... Traffic Manager ............... 
16 Aug. ... Editor n 
1872. 
17 April... 

Sydney to Macquarie Plains ..................... .... 

Acting Traffic Manager 2 10 3 18 Sept.... ,............. ,, and return.  ......... 
1873. 

. . .  

8 April... ,, ,, ,, 
 and return 

Assistant Traffic Manager 
J 13 Aug. ... Reporter to Singleton ... 

1869 

 ......................................... 

.l\'ewcastle Cleronicle. 

19 May ... 

Newcastle to Singleton ............................... 

Traffic Manager ............... 
19 May— . . 
19 May ... 

Reporter .............. 

Ncwcastle to West Maitland ......................... 

Newcastle to Muswellbrook ........................ 
1871. 
16 Aug.... 

Reporter .............. 

Reporter ,, 
1872 

Editor .................. 

. . 311 9 
17 April... 

Newcastle to Singleton ............................... 

Acting Traffic Manager ...... 
16 Sept ,, and return ,, Pj 

1873. 

Reporter .............. 

... 

8Apr11... 

Editor ................. 

, 

,, to West Maitland ......................... 

to Singleton and, return ,, ............... 
Assistant Traffic Manager 

13 Aug.... ,............. 

,, to Singleton and return.................... 

1872. 
Maitland Mercury. 

16 Sept.... Newcastle to Murrurundi and return .............. Acting Traffic Manager ...... 
1873. 
13 Aug.... 

. 
Assistant Traffic Manager s 8 3 

14 Aug.... 

,................ 

Newcastle to Singleton and return . 

1872. 

West Maitland and Singleton ...................... 

Madgee Times. 

5 Nov.... 

Reporter ............... 
.............. 
.............. 

Mr. Henniugham 

... 

Sydney to Macquarie Plains and return .......... Commissioner for Railways... 2 19 2 

1869 .l3atllesrst Tn1es. 

27 May ... Sydney to Goulburn and return ,, ... ) 
1873. - 410 2 
13 Sept.... 

Mr. Byron ........... 

Mr. Bunster ........ Raglan to Sydney '.. 

Sydney: Thomas Eich2.rds,,6overnnent Priater.-1873. 
[3d.] 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOTJTH WA.LES. 

RAILWAYS. 
(ifiSMISSAL OF MR. MOODY, LATE TRAFFIC MANAGER—CORRESPONDENCE, &c., RELATIVE TO.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 10 December, 1873. 

RETURN to an Address of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South 

Wales, dated 10 September, 1873, praying that His. Excellency the Governor 

would be pleased to cause to be laid upon the Table of this House,— 

Copies of all Pipers and Correspondence relating to the dismissal or 

"removal of Mr. Moody from the office of Railway Traffic Manager." 

(CaptainS Onslow.) 

SCHEDULE. 
XO. - 1'AaB. 
1. Minute of Secretary for Public Works, requesting the Commissioner for Railways to inquire into Mr. Moody's 

evidence. 17 March, 1873 ............................................................................................................... 2 
2. Commissioner, informing Mr. Moody that he will hold inquiry. 17 March, 1873............................................. 2 
3. Commissioner's report upon the efficiency of the clerks in Mr. Moody's office. 18 March, 1873 ........................ 2 
4. Mr. Moody's protest against the Commissioner's report. 18 March, 1873 ...................................................... 3 
5. Minute of Commissioner—Mr. Richardson to report on the clerks in Mr. Moody's office. 19 April, 1873 ............ 4 
6. Mr. Richardson's report thereon. 21 April, 1873 ............ ........................................................................ 4 
7. Minute of Secretary for Public, Works—Traffic Auditor to report on clerks at each Station. 21 March, 1873......... 6 
8. Traffic Auditor's report thereon. 4 April, 1873 .......................... ............................................................ 6 
9. Reports from C. Paull, J. Higgs, and C. Irvine on the subject of Mr. Moody's control over the men. 19 April, 1873 10 
10. Letter to Mr. Moody, that he is not to resume duty pending decision of the Government. 31 May, 1873 ............ 11 
11. Minute for Cabinet—Explanations and reports in connection with evidence given before Select Committee. 3 

June, 1873 ................................................................................................................................ 11 
12. Minute of Cabinet—That Mr. Moody be called upon to show cause why he should not be removed from office. 

3 June, 1873 .................................................................................................................................. 13. 
13. Letter to Mr. Moody, calling upon him to show cause. 4 June, 1873............................................................ 13 
14. Letter from Mr. Moody, in reply. 11 June, 1873 .................................................................................... 14 
15. Minute for Cabinet, enclosing Mr. Moody's reply. 20 June, 1873 . .............................................................. 15 
16. Minute of Cabinet—Government have decided that Mr. Moody be removed. 30 June, 1873 ........................... 16 
17. Executive Minute, removing Mr. Moody. 14 July, 1873 ........................................................................... 16 
18. Letter to Mr. Moody, informing him of his removal. 17 July, 1873 ............................................................ 16 
19. Letter from Mr. Moody to Under Secretary for Public Works, asking to what office he is removed. 18 July, 1873 16 
20. Do. do. to Commissioner, that he is awaiting orders. 18 July, 1873 ....................................... 17 
21. Do. from Crown Solicitor, relative to Mr. Moody's letters. 22 July, 1873 ................................................ 17 
22. Do. to Mr. Moody, that he is removed from the Public Service. 22 July, 1873 .......................................... 17 
23. Do. do, that the Commissioner has no orders to give him. 22 July, 1873 .................................... 17 

292.LA 



RAILWAYS, 

No. 1. 
EXTRACT from Minute of the Secretary for Public Works on Evidence given before the Select Com-

mittee on Civil Service, instructing the Commissioner for Railways to make inquiry. 

Mr. Moody's evidence also requires inquiring into, especially that having reference to the alleged 
inefficiency of the staff; and the necessity for their receiving education at the hands of Mr. Moody. 

JOHN SUTIIERL!ND, 
17th March, 1873." 

No. 2. - 
Tna Coansnssioicxn FOR RAILwAYs to Tuit TRAFFIc MAoER. 

THE Minisler having brought under my notice that you have stated that the clerks in your office are 
inefficient, and that you are obliged to educate them as in a school, and requested me to take the 
first opportunity of inquiring personally into these statements, and report to him the result of my inquiries, 
I have to inform you that I will call at your office this afternoon or to-morrow morning for the purpose. 

J.R., 17/3/73. 
Protest herewith—Il. MooDY, 18/3/73. 

No. 3. 

THE CoMMIssIoNER FOR RAILw.&Ys to THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Woxns. 

Report upon the efficiency of the Clerics employed in the Traffic Manager's Office, Sydney. 

IN attention to Mr. Secretary Sutherland's request, I yesterday, accompanied by the Chief Clerk for 
Railways, attended at the Traffic Manager's office, to inquire into the allegations made by him that, with 
the exception of one efficient clerk recently appointed, the clerks in his office are not efficient. 

My attention was particularly drawn to Mr. Moody's statement before the Select Committee on the 
Civil Service, as follows :— - 

"225. Are there many clerks under your immediate supervision?• I have one efficient clerk, recently appointed, and I have 
ot.her clerks in the office. 

Are they efficient? They are not efficient for my purposes. They can sometimes copy a document correctly if it is given 
theth, but they cannot. do much more than that. They are improving since I have had them at school, as I may call it. I 
have felt that I was unable to rely upon their work for months, until I paid that close attention to it myself, to the injury of 
my health no doubt, which has brought them up to greater efficiency. 

Were they inefficient in writing—the mee clerical duties? In the general carrying out of their duties. For instance, 
if I gave them a document of this kind (referrisq to the cla.svificatiou-slwct) to make out, very likely after they hail done it I 
would have to do it over again myself, to show them how to do it." - 

And again: 
236. In the case of these inefficient clerks placed under you, how is it that you put up with them at all I think you 
should be in my place for one week to understand that question fully. 

Do you mean to say you are compelled by your position to. keep a number of inefficient clerks against your own judgment? 
If I did not I should not be able to draw my salary long. 

If you were left to yourself would you keep these clerks? No, I would not." 

I requested Mr. Moody to name the clerks whose inefficiency he alluded to. In reply, Mr. Moody 
said that the present clerks were not inefficient, and that in his evidence he had been alluding to things of 
the past. As this statement did not correspond with what I understood he had told Mr. Secretary 
Sutherland, nor with the evidence given before the Select Committee, I decided to examine the clerks 
myself, to inspect the books they kept, as also the books kept by their predecessors. 

The record books, containing a short abstract of the contents of all letters and papers received in 
the office and their disposal, were first submitted to me; and I was gratified to find that not only were they 
now admirably compiled, but that during the whole time Mr. Moody,  had been Traffic Manager, as also 
before that period, they bore evidence of having been most carefully and faithfully kept. The hand-
writing of the different record clerks, Mr. Herald, Mr. Nealds, and the present holder, Mr. Marks, as 
displayed in the books, is exceedingly good, and the index to the Register had, I found, been accurately 
compiled. I was the more pleased to find this portion of the work so well carried out, as my long expe-
rience in official business has taught me that the effective administration of the business of an office mainly 
depends upon the accuracy with which the records are kept. 

Mr. Moody's staff consists of the following clerks, viz, :—Mr. Richardson, Mr. Marks, Mr. Cullen, 
Mr. Allaban3.. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Richardson,—who has the general supervision of the office, conducts the correspondence, and 
is responsible for the work of all the clerks who are placed under him. 

As Mr. Moody admits that this officer is thoroughly efficient-- a fact also otherwise well known—
and as he is responsible for, and has the supervision of the work of the rest of the clerks, I considered it 
desirable to obtain his statement as to their duties and the manner in which they are carried out. 

Mr. Richardson says :-" Mr. Marks has been 3  years in the office; he acts as record clerk, 
and has so acted since May, 1870; the number of papers registered averages 3,000 a year. Mr. Marks 
carries the work out unaided; there are no arrears, and the work is performed most satisfactorily. Mr. 
Marks also copies papers when required; makes out returns. He has the capacity to perform the work 
properly, and does so to my entire satisfaction." 

In reference to Mr. Moody's statement that the clerks are improving since he has had them at 
school, I requested Mr. Marks to state how he was employed before entering the Railway Service. He 
stated that, eight years ago, in England, he was in the service of an Underwriter at Lloyd's; afterwards 
in a merchant's office; and for two years and eight months he was a ledger-keeper in the Bank of New 
South Wales. 

Mr. Gllei, the next clerk, keeps the store book, containing the supply requisitions, in duplicate, 
from the various stations; he also keeps the ledger showing the supplies each station receives ; he copies 
and sends out the Special Train Notices, and assists in copying and dispatching the "General Orders" of 
the Traffic Manager. Mr. Richardson says that he performs his duties very fairly; he is very neat and 
tidy in the way he does his work (a fact established to my satisfaction by the production of his ledger), 
and though a little slow, can be depended upon for accuracy. He has been twelve months in the office. 

In reply to my inquiry as to previous employment, Mr. Cullen stated that he had served an 
apprenticeship of four years in a merchant's office, and did not when he enterd require, nor has he received, 
any "schooling," beyond an explanation of the nature of the duties he was to perform, as before entering, 
he had passed the Civil Service examination. 

]Wi-. Allaband, the only other clerk in the Traffic Manager's office, compiles the statement of the 
l5ruck returns, showing daily the number of trucks arriving at and leaving each station, and the number 
left at each station for loading. He makes each morning a summary of these returns, and performs the 
work accurately ; he is also charged with the duty of presscopying all the letters, general orders, &c. 
he assists in copying,, and makes himself generally useful. Mr. Richardson states that he is very zealons 
nd painstaking; his handwriting, though fair, is not so good as that of the other clerks, but he is rapidly 
improving in this respect. The defect in the handwriting is attributed to a change in style, having pre-
Tiously been accustomed to slant his letters from left to right. Mr. Allaband has been only 21 months in 
the office. He is a compositor and printer by trade; served his time at Messrs. Reading & Weilbank's, and 
was recently engaged as a compositor in the Herald office; no "schooling" could therefore be required 
-at the hands of the Traffic Manager in his case. 

Mr. Richardson, in conclusion, said, without contradiction from Mr. Moody, who was present during 
the whole time, that the clerks in the office are efficient, they are quite able to carry out the duties 
required, and are intelligent and zealous in the discharge of them; they are fully employed, the office 
hours being from half-past 8 am. to 5 o'clock p.m—one hour being allowed for dinner. 

I may remark generally, that the work to be performed in the Traffic Manager's office is not of a 
high class order. With the exception of the correspondence, which is not heavy, and the records, the 
work is of a character which is usually given to junior clerks to perform, and appears to me to be well 
conducted by the present staff. After carefully examining the books before and since Mr. Moody took 
office as Traffic Manager, I can find no evidence that the work was ever inefficiently performed. - 
- As the inquiry was confined to the efficiency or otherwise of the clerks now employed in Mr. 
Moody's office, I did not extend my investigation beyond that. 

Mr. Moody alluded to several junior clerks he had had from time to time in his office. There is no 
-direct evidence however of their inefficiency, and the books of the office produced to me bear no record 
that such was the case. Nearly all of them, are still in the Traffic Branch, employed at the various 
stations, and are spoken of as doing their work efficiently. 

After a patient inquiry and careful investigation, I can find nothing to support Mr. Moody's 
utatements. 

JOHN RAE, 
18 March, 1873. 

No. 4. 
Ma. MooDy's PROTEST. 

Efilciency of the Eailway Clerler. 
To TilE COiMISSIONER,— 

I have the honor to request that this memo. be  attached to the report of the Commissioner, as 
-to his inquiry yesterday into the state of efficiency of the clerks under the Traffic Manager. 

1st. I most respectfully protest against the present state of the office being taken as a test of the 
truth of what I stated before the Select Committee, because Mr. Richardson is a competent clerk, with 
nothing to do except the routine duties with the clerks under him. 

2nd. Upon Mr. Richardson entering into the office, I had Mr. Roberts, who, although he professes 
to have had a good maiiy years railway experience, I have found to be so thoroughly abroad that I was 
unable to send him out for station duty, or to get for me any information I required; and as to get for 
me any information I required, and as to mere routine duty, checking guard's sheets, pay lists, or general 
copying, he was so unreliable and careless as to render him next to useless, and very troublesome, as all 
his work had to be checked. He was sent into the parcels' office. 

3rd. Mr. Sotheren had previously been removed from at leist two offices before he was sent to me, 
and was (although writing a very nice hand) quite useless as a clerk, even for copying; he had no 
knowledge enabling him to be of any service, except he were under the care of some other person to direct 
and watch him, and evem then could get through but a very small share of work. He was tried at station 
work and utterly failed, and has since been under the station-master, Goulburn, as parcels' clerk. 

- 
- 4th. 
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4th. Mr. Pritchard, although a sharp, intelligent, and attentive youth, had not received an education 
sufficient to enable his services to be made available for office business without some previous training, and 
he was put into the parcels' office. 

5th. Mr. Marks kept the record book, which is a literal copy of the minutes, and indexed the same 
he did nothing else, except an occasional job given to him, and has repeatedly stated to me that he preferred 
keeping at his desk to learning station duties. 

6th. Mr. Cullen attended to the store requisitions, and copied general orders, and has had no 
opportunity of learning station duties, not having evinced any desire to do so. 

7th. The present state of the clerks under the control of a competent man, with three inefilcients 
removed,, will bear no analogy to the state of things represented by me, because as I desired the office to 
be, and as it ought to be, I should have at least two clerks in the office efficient for station duty,—one would 
be almost constantly employed, and the other occasionally. - 

8th. It will be seen that out of the five clerks I had not one efficient so as to send out to stations 
for information, or to relieve a station-master for a day or two, and three out of the five were quite ineffi-
cient for general purposes. 

I enclose a list of those who have come under my office for three years and a half, numbering in all 
twenty persons. 

H. MOODY, 
18/3/7 3. 

Clerics as when fit entering qftiee. 

Mr. Marks ......... An educated young man, but had not much knowledge of office duties; 
not efficient for station duties. 

Mr. Neale............ Very useful. 
Mr. Badcock ... ... Could only be made very little use of in the office. 
Mr. Watsford ...... Very useful, but not efficient. 
Mr. Launders ...... Not efficient, but very useful. 
Mr. Herald ......... Efficient; now station-master. 
Mr. Hornidge ...... Efficient as to station duties; now station-master. 
Mr. Thompson...... A good clerk; since appointed station-master. 
Mr. Sothern .........
Mr. Roberts ......... 

Inefficient. 
May have been a good clerk once, but is very little use now; cannot 
be depended upon. 

Mr. Cullen ......... A good clerk for mere routine. 
Mr. Richardson ... Thoroughly efficient. 

Youths. 
Burge, Abrahams, Hoowen, Bull, Drew, Booth, Goodwin, Moreton, Conellan. 

No, 5. 
MINUTE or TirE CoMMIssIoNER ron RAILWAYS. 

Mn. Richardson, from his thorough knowledge of the clerical staff of the Traffic Department, will be 
good enough to furnish me with his opinion of the efficiency or otherwise of the clerks whose names are 
appended to Mr. Moody's protest, the date of their appointment, the nature of the duties they have been 
called on to perform at different times, and to state, as far as possible, by whom or on whose recommen- 
dation they were appointed. 

3.R, 19/4/73. 

No. 6. 
Mn. RIcirAnDson's REPORT ON ADOVE. 

Traffic Manager's Office, 
Sydney, 21 April, 1873. 

IN obedience to the Commissioner's instructions, I have the honor to submit the following report on the 
officers referred to in Mr. Moody's protest, the nature of their duties, and how these duties have been 
and are,performed :- 

Mr. Marks.—Still in the Traffic Manager's office, acting as record clerk; gives complete satisfaction 
in the performance of his duties. 

]i&. .Neale.—The records of the office show that he must have been an efficient officer; he was 
promoted from that position to be assistant to the cashier. His principal duty is to pay the men along 
the line, and he has shown himself a trustworthy and efficient officer. 

Mr. Badcock.—Mr. Badcock before entering the Railway Service had many years of experience in 
mercantile offices. He was first station clerk at Mittagong, and was selected for the Traffic Manager's 
office. He was an excellent book-keeper and correspondent, his handwriting being admirable. He was 
promoted to Camberwell Station, on the Great Northern Raiiway, where he now is, and performs the 

duties with efficiency. 
Mr. Watsforcl.—Vas employed as relieving station clerk for about five years, and performed the 

work in a most efficient manner; in fact, for the duties of relieving, it would be a hard matter to find a 
man better qualified. He was promoted to South Creek Station, as station-master. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Landers.—Was employed as copying and coresponding clerk, and there is no record in the 
office to show that his work was not efficiently performed. Sent to the goods-shed., where he gave me every 
satisfaction; afterwards promoted to be clerk to the Superintendent of Way and' Works, 20/1/72. *(See 

Mr. Mason's report below.) -, 
Mr. Herald—Left Manager's office to be goods foreman on the 9th February, 1871. 
Mr. Hormidqe.-22/8/72 removed from IRydal Station, where he had performed most efficiently 

the duties of chief goods' clerk. There is no record to show that while in the Traffic Manager's office 
his work was not efficiently performed. Was, after serving some months in the office, appointed relieving 
station-master, the duties of which post he performed in an able manner. Soon after promoted to station-
mastership, Sutton Forest, 1/5/72. Now at Mount Victoria. 

Aft. Thompson.--Prornoted from IRydal to the Traffic Manager's office. The books in the office and 
the correspondence in the letter book clearly prove that the work allotted to him was performed in an 
able manner. Promoted to Rydal Station as station-master, 4th July, 1872. 

Mi. Sot/terem.-12/1/72 sent from the office of the Superintendent of Way and Works to be clerk 
in Traffic Manager's office. Wrote a very good hand, and while kept as a copying clerk I cannot find that 
there is any record to show that he did his work inefficiently. On the 6/7/72, without any previous 
knowledge of station duties, he was appointed relieving clerk, and very naturally failed to give satisfaction 
to the Traffic Auditor. He was subsequently sent to G-oulburn as parcels clerk. 

.Mi. Roberts was transferred from the office of the chief clerk on the 9th July, 1872. Was not 
adapted to take the lead in office of other work, as dependence could not be placed on the correctness 
of his labour. Wrote however a good clear hand, and could get through a good deal of work. Under 
careful supervision could be made very useful for copying, &c. 

Mr.. Oi&llen.—Appointed April 1st, 1872, as clerk in the Traffic Manager's office, where he still 
remains, and performs the duties allotted to him in a satisfactory manner. 

Youvns. 

a Burge.—Transferred from Picton to Traffic Manager's office, 22/8/71. Promoted on the 20/1/72 
to the goods-shed, where he failed to give satisfaction. (Retired on sick-leave.) 

AbralIarns.—Appointed messenger in the Traffic Manager's office on the 5th July, 1870. Resigned 
5th August, 1870. 

Hooker.—Never in Traffic Manager's office. Now deceased. He was employed in the parcels 
office. 

.Bull.—Telegraph clerk. Resigned from ill-health. 

.Drew.—Appointed messenger in Traffic Manager's office and telegraph clerk, April 1st, 1872. 
Removed to Junction as telegraph clerk, where he gives satisfaction. 

Boot/e.—Appointed messenger in Traffic Manager's office, and telegraph clerk; removed to Wallera-
wang as telegraph clerk, where he gives satisfaction. 

Goodwin.—Telegraph clerk. (Left service.) 
Morton.—Telegraph clerk. Promoted to Parramatta Junction, where he proves himself efficient. 
Gonellan.—Appointed to Traffic Manager's office; removed to goods office, where he proved himself 

a most efficient clerk, 23/3/72. 
It is impossible for me to say precisely by whom these clerks were recommended, but I will do so 

as far as possible :- - 
Mr. Marks—by Mr. Sutherland. 
Mr. Neale—(appointed before Mr. Moody's time.) 
Mr. Badcock—chosen by Mr. Moody. 
Mr. Watsford—(appointed before Mr. Moody's time.) 
Mr. Landers—chosen by Mr. Moody. 
Mr. Herald—chosen by Mr. Moody. 
Mr. Hornidge—chosen by Mr. Byrnes. 
Mr. Thompson—chosen by Mr. Moody, I believe. 
Mr. Sotheren—transferred by Mr. Byrnes. 
Mr. Roberts—chosen by Mr. Moody. 
Mr. C allen—appointed by Mr. Byrnes. 
Mr. Barge—appointed by Mr. Byrnes. 
Mr. Abrams—by Mr. Moody. 
Mr. Hooker was not in Traffic Manager's office. 
Mr. Bull— do. do. 
Mr. Brew—by Mr. Byrnes. 
Mr: Booth—by Mr. Byrnes. 
Mr. G-oodwin—(appointed before Mr. Moody's time.) 
Mr. Morton—(appointed before Mr. Moody's time.) 
Mr. Conellan—by Mr. Byrnes. 

A. RICHARDSON, 
Acting Traffic Manager. 

No. 7. 

Railway Department (Permanent Way Branch), 
Sydney, 22 April, 1873. 

THIS is to certify that Mr. Landers has been engaged as principal clerk in this office, and immediately under my direct 
supervision, since the 12th January, 1872. 

I have always found him exceedingly intelligent, industrious, and thoroughly efficient in everything appertaining to the 
duties of his office. 

WILL1'I. MASON, 
Engineer in charge of (Pt. Way Branch) Existing Lines. 
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No.7. 
MINUTE OF THE SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC WORYS. 

By the instructions to Traffic Auditor of 8th April, 1870, paragraph 2 :-" All books, accounts, tickets 
and forms kept by,  station-masters are placed under the direct supervision of the Traffic Auditor, and he 
is held responsible for the proper keeping of all'such station-books and accounts, &c., &c., &c. 

It has been represented that this work is carried out by,  inefficient officers, and consequently it is 
presumed, in an inefficient manner. 

The Commissioner will obtain from the Traffic Auditor a report on each station, as regards the 
clerical work; he will give a list of the employ'és engaged in this work, and will state, opposite the name 
of each, what his clerical duties consist of, and how they are carried out. I should like to know how each 
man so reported upon has been engaged since he entered the service, the pay he received when he entered, 
his length of service, and his present pay and general qualifications. 

- JOHN SUTHERLAND, 

Traffic Auditor, B.C., 24/3/73.—J.R. 
21/3/73. 

No. S. 
THE Thirric Aunirou to THE COMMISSIONER FOR RAILWAYS. 

Trqfflc Anditor's Report. 
In forwarding the accompanying return of officers employed in clerical work on the Southern and Western 
hues, I may observe, with respect to the terms used in Uescribing th manner in which their work is 
performed, that they are intended to stand, as regards merit, in the following order 

Most efficiently. 
Very efficiently. 
Efficiently. 
Satisfactorily. 
Fairly. 
Indifferently. 

it must also be pointed out that these terms are intended to apply only to each man's performance 
of his present duties, and that the duties devolving upon the various officers are very different, both as 
regards the amount and difficulty of work to be performed. 

With respect to the general qualifications, or the efficiency of the staff as a whole, and taking a 
practical view of the matter, it is my opinion, after many years of experience among the men, that the 
Commissioner might well be congratulated upon possessing so competent and reliable a body of men—men 
who have, in the performance of their clerical duties at least, proved themselves to be the very reverse 
of inefficient. 

At Sydney and the terminal stations the assistants in the Goods' Department give every satisfaction. 
This is especially the case in the Sydney goods-shed. The porters upon whom some portion of clerical work 
devolves are men, I consider, whose abilities quaiir them for any clerical work in the Traffic Department. 
In almost every case in which men occupying the position of porters have been called upon to undertake 
more or less of clerical work, I have been surprised and pleased, with the intelligence, aptitude, and 
tractability displayed. 

At Goulburn the goods clerk is a most efficient officer, and he is well satisfied with his assistant. 
The books are, I consider, a pattern of neatness and correctness. 

At the terminal station on the Western line we have just lost, through resignation, another very 
efficient goods clerk, whose duties are at present being carried on by the remainder of the staff. 

Parramatta and Wallerawang are the only remaining stations having assistant clerks. 
At Parramatta the assistant has been well trained, and will prove a useful and efficient clerk, I 

believe, in any capacity.  
At Wallerawang the goods clerk is a young man of ample ability for his post, and is at present 

giving satisfaction, although, from want of zeal and application on his part, as goods clerk at Macquarie 
Plains, he failed in the proper performance of his work. 

- . D. VERNON, 
Traffic Auditor. 

- 4/4/73. 

[Rnclosre.] 



[ENclot1re.] 

Name. 
Length 

Ser ce. 

p ay 
hen e wnering. how engaged since entering. Present Pay. Nature of present Duties. how performed.  

P. Carlisle .................................... 11 years... £200 'j annum Goods Clerk; Station-master; Clerk in chare, £250 lJh annum, Station-master's duties, Goods' Department, and Efficiently. 
Goods Branch, Redfern Station. and £50 house responsible for due performance of all clerical work 

allowance, connected with such department. 
2 ,, £50 ,, ,Tunior Clerk, Engineer-in-Chief's Office, and Cash £2 8s. week ... Takes cash, enters Office Receipt Book, and replies Satisfactorily. 

and Inquiry Clerk, Goods Office, iRedfern to inquiries of customers. 
8 ,, £2 2s. week Weigh Clerk; Goods Clerk; Invoicing Clerk ......... .£3 ,, Efficiently. 
6 ,, £1 ,, Invoicing Clerk .............................................. Satisfactorily. 

F. Kensett .................................... 4 ,, £2 2s. ,, Porter; Goods Clerk; Invoicing Clerk ............... 
£2 14s........ 
£2 14s 

 ,, .......................... 
,, ,, ,, 

2 ,, £1 ,, Junior Clerk, Traffic Manager's Office; Clerk in Keeps wool and ledger accounts, &c ...................... Efficiently. 
Goods Office. 

7  £1 lBs. ,, Porter .................................................. . ...... £2 14s....... 

. 

In charge of wool delivery and wool delivery books.. 
6  £1 ,, ,.......................................................... £2 2s. ,, Delivering general goods, and keeps delivery book... 
6 ,, £1 16s. ,, , ........................... ............ . ................... £2 8s. ,, 

. 

. Delivers live stock and auctioneers' produce, and . keeps delivery books. 
5* ,, £1 lBs. ,, £2 2s. ,, In charge of weigh-bridge, and keeps book of wool 

9110s. ...... 

weights, &c. 
A. Crawford 11 ,, £2 2s. ,, £250 '4 annum, 

J Harper ..................................... 

and £50 house sible for performance of work by clerks. 

H. Morris ...................................... 

G. Pine......................................... 

allowance. 

P. Cazneau ................................... 

lob ,, £2 2s. ,, Invoice Clerk; Clerk in Accountant's Office; Booking Issuing passenger fickets, and keeping passenger 11 

M. Connellan ................................ 

Clerk. 
£3 '4 week ....... traffic books. 

C. Rowe ...................................... 
G. Dwyer ...................................... 

lob ,, £2 ,, Parcels Clerk; Clerk in Redfern Goods Office; Issuing tickets and keeping passenger books .......... Most efficiently. 
Booking Clerk. 

G. Tessop ...................................... 

3* ,, £2 14s. ,, Copying Clerk; Clerk in Manager's Office; Parcels 

£3 , ........ 
£3 ,....... Receives and delivers parcels, and keeps parcel books Indifferently. 

................................... 

.. 

Clerk. 
4 months £3 ,, Booking Clerk; Assjtant Parcels Clerk ............... £1 16s , ........ 

Invoicing, Goods' Office, Redfern .......................... 

. 

Fairly, as far as can be 

T. Bonamy .................................. 

known. 

J. C. Hankin ............................... 

W. Roberts ................................... 

15 years... £2 14s. ,, Porter; Head Porter; Station-master .................. £200 annum Station-master, Newtown; responsible for accounts, Efficiently. 

.. 

Bettridge ................................... 

Goods Clerk; Goods Foreman; Station-master ........ 
. . . .  

and house, books, and work of station. 
3* ,, £1 lBs. ,, Porter; Station-master .............. ...................... £150 per annum Satisfactorily. B. Herbert ................................... and house. 

Station-master, Coaching Branch, Redfern; respon- 

McV. N. Falconer ......................... 

G. Bonamy ................................... .10* ,, £3 Se. ,, do. do. Ashfield................ Efficiently. 

S. A. M'Kenzie ........................... £150 lj annum £175 annum Indifferently. This officer 
and house. 

. 

is an old servant, and 

Parcels Clerk; Station-master ............................. 

Assists Parcels' Clerk ........................................ 

his increasing age must 
Porter; Station-master ..................................... 

be taken into account. 
A. Moodie .................................... 17 ,, £200 . ,, 

do. ........... 

do. 

do. do. Petersham.............. 

Efficiently. 

W. Simpson .......... . ...................... 

..14* ,, 

£2 Os. 91j week 

Issuer of Stores; Station-master .......................... 

Stoker; Pointsman; Station-master ..................... 

. 

.£120 ' annum 

. 

do. . do. Burwood .............. 

do do Haslem's Creek ... Satisfactorily. 
and house. 

15 ,, 
- 

£2 14s ,, Porter; Read Porter; Station-master ................... £200 annum 

do. do. Romebush ........... 

do do Parramatta Junction Very efficiently. 
and house. J. Riggs ...................................... 

.. 

...4* ,, 

9 ,, £1 lBs ,, 
J. Morton ................................................................................................................................... Porter; Parcels Porter; Guard; Station-master £132 lOs. 'lj ann 

.. 

Fairly. S. B. Crook ................................... and house. 
do do Fairfield ............. 



Name 
L 
enof 
gth

Service 

Pay 
when eeriug. How engaged since entering Present Pay. Nature of present Duties. 'How performed. 

8 years... 91169. 1P week £175 annum Station-master, Liverpool; responsible for books, In this case, I beg to G. Davis ...................................... 
and house. accounts, and work of station generally, refer to previous reports, 

but for the last twelve 
months, as regards the 
performance of the 
work, there is nothing 

months ,, ,, 

Parcels Clerk; Goods Clerk; Station-master .......... 

£1 16s. 'lj week Receives and delivers parcels, and keeps parcels books, 
to complain of. 
Satisfactorily. J. Bole ........................................5 

W. Elyard. ................................. ..3 years... 

. 

,, ... 
£2 8s.  

Parcels Porter .................................................. 
'Porter;  Station.master; Head Porter ............... £2 8g.  

Liverpool. 
Fairly. 

P. Dwyer .................................... £2 14s.  Porter; Station-master ....................................£200 . l j  annum Station-master, Campbelltown; responsible for books, Efficiently. 

1* ,, ... £1 19g.  Goods Porter; Parcel Porter ............................ 
and house, 
£1 lGs. p week 

Head Porter's duties, and keeps goods books ........... 
accounts, and work of station generally. 
Receivesand delivers parcels, and keeps parcels books, Fairly. 

9* ... £150 1j annum Station-master ................................................ £150 ¶ annum... 
Campbelltown. 
Station-master, Menangle. (Duties as previously . 
described—See Campbelltown.) 

A. J. J. Warby 
.6 years... £200 ) annum Station-master ................................................. £200 annum... ,, Picton ..................................... Efficiently. 

P. Pierce ...................................... 

J. Byrne .................................... 10 ... £2 2s. ij week Porter; Pointsman; Parcels Porter ......... . ........ .£2 2s. week ... Parcels Porter, Picton. (Duties as described above— Satisfactorily. 

J Beeston ................................... 

See "T. Pierce.") 
10 ... Porter; Head Porter ............................. . ......... £2 8s. .. Porter's duties, and keeps goods books.................. 

 ... £150 'j annum... Station-master, Mittagong—(See description for 
J. Shanahans ............................... 

Picton.)  ... £1 lOs.  
Probationer; Station-master ............................... 

£2 2s. week .. 

. 

Fairly. ,, ... £2 8s.  Parcels Porter; Clerk; Station-master .................. £120 annum Station-master, Bowral—(See previous description Satisfactorily. 

. 2* ,, ... 

and house, for Station-master.) 
... £1 lOs.  Asst. Station-master; Parcels Porter; Station-master £150  

Porter, and assists in keeping goods books ............. 

Station-master, Sutton Forest .............................. .Fairly; often suffers 
from bad health. 

T. M. Giblin ...............................6 

W. ,Tarvis .................................... £2 2s.  Porter; Guard; Ticket Collector; Station-master... £150  Station-master, Marulan—(See previous description Satisfactorily. 

G. T. Roberts ...............................5 

for Station-master.) 

J. Foody .....................................4* 
J. 0. Bradley ...............................3 

 ... £1 lOs.  

Porter ........................................................... 

Porter; Clerk; Station-master ........................... £250  

.. 

Station-master, Goulburn—(See previous description Efficiently. 

. 

. 2* ... 
. 

for Station-master.) 

T. Parkes .....................................6*,, 

R R. Ewen ................................. £150 'lj' annum Clerk, Public Works; Clerk. Railway Audit Office; £200 V annum... In charge of all goods books and accounts; and Most efficiently. 
Book-keeper in Store; Goods Clerk, receives all goods moneys, Goulburn. 

T. Norman ..................................4* 

,, .. £2 2s. ¶' week Junior Clerk ................................................... £2 2s. 'lj week ... Satisfactorily. G. H. Sotheren .............................. 

. 

,, ... £75 annum Junior Clerk in Railway Store; Accountant's Office; £2 148. ,, ... Parcel Clerk, Goulburn; in charge of Parcels Office Indifferently. 
R. Dunn .....................................3* . 5 

,, ... 
Permanent Way Branch; Traffic Manager's Office; and books. 
Relieving Station Clerk ; Parcels Clerk. 

Junior Clerk, Goods Office, Goulburn ................... 

E. Woodgate .............................. 

.3* 

£180 ,, Clerk in Accountant's Office; Station-master ..... . ... £200 'O annum Station-master, Parramatta—(See previous descrip- Most efficiently. . . 
and £50 house tion. for Station-master.) 
allowance. 

.. 

J. Drewe .................................... ... £1 lJl' week ... £2 2s. 'Jj week - . - Assistant Clerk, Parramatta; keeps goods books and Efficiently, 
assists booking. 

.2*,, 
12,, .. £2 2s. . -. 

Telegraph Clerk; Station Clerk ......................... 
Porter ; Gatekeeper; Porter in charge ; Station- £120 lj annum In charge of Seven Hills Station—(See previous Satisfactorily. G. Woodall .................................. 
master, and house, description for Station-master.) 



Name. 
Length 

Sci
of  
 ice, when entering. flow engaged since entering. Present Pay. Nature of present Duties. X1w performed; 

15 years... £2 2s, 'Jj week. Porter; Head Porter; Station-master ......... .......... £200 'lj annum Station-master, Blacktown—(Seepreviousdescription Very efficiently. 
and house, for Statioc-master.) 

J. Collins ...................................... 

6 ,, ... £1 ffs. ,, £132 lOs.  Station-master, Rooty Hill. do. Satisfactorily. S. Pass ........................................ 

J. 'Watsford .................................. 7 ,, ... £1 lOs. ,, , 

Junior Clerk; Parcel Clerk; Station-master ........... 

Clerk; Relieving Station-master; Station-master .. £125 ,, Station-master, South Creek. do. Efficiently. 

2 ,, .. £1 lOs.  £1 iCe. l} week Acting Station-master, Penrith. do. Satisfactorily. 

W. Morrison .............................. 2+ ,, ... £2 2s. ,, Porter; Parcels Porter ...................................... £2 2s.  Parcels Porter, Penrith— (See previous dscriptions.) 

J. G. Bissett ................................. £2 8s. ,, 

Porter; Acting Station-master ............................. 

£2 is.  Porter in charge of Emu Plains Station, books, &c. 
and house. 

T. Brown ...................................... 

8 £1 lOs. ,, 

Porter; Porter in charge ................................... 

£2 89. week 

.. 

 , ,  .................................. 
and house. 

M. A. Hornidge ............................ 

...3jry ,, 

5- ,, £2 ,, Junior Clerk ; Goods Clerk ; Clerk in Traffic £175 p annum 

Blue Mountains ..................... 

Station-master, Mount Victoria—(See previous de- Efficiently. 

J. E. Muir ................................... 

Manager's Office ; Relieving Station-master; and house. acriptions.) 
... 

Station-master. 
T. M'Coy ...................................... 6 £2 2s. ,, Issuing stores; Clerk in store; Station-master ....... £150 'ij annum...  Bowcnfells. do. 

14 ,, ... £150 annum Goods Clerk; Storekeeper; Station-master ............ £250 and . Wallerawang do. Most efficiently. - * 
- house. 

4 ,, ... £2 2s. week £2 8s. per week... In charge of goods books, and receives moneys, Satisfactorily at present. 

. 

Wallerawang. 

I. B. Goold ................................... 

1 ,, . -. £1 lOs. ,, 

Goods Clerk .....................................................

Junior Clerk ................................................... £1 lOs.  Assistant in Goods Office, Wallerawang ................ Fairly. 

H. C. Stiles ................................... 

2; .. £2 2s.  Porter; Parcels Porter; Clerk in Traffic Manager's £150 annum 

.. 

Station-master, Rydal—(Sec previous descriptions.) Efficiently. 

W. Lackey ................................... 

Office; Relieving Station-master; Station-master, and house. 
T. Thomson ................................... 

£150 l- annum £250   Macquarie Plains. do.  J. M. Middleton ............................ 16 ....... 

5 ,, ... £1 lOs. 'j week 

Station-master ................................................. 

Parcel Porter; Clerk; Goods Clerk ..................... £2 8s. week... Acting Goods Clerk, Macquarie Plains—(Sec de- Satisfatorily. 
scription for Goods Clerk, Goulburn.) 

T. Foley ..................................... 

1 ... £1 19s. ,, 

. 

£2 2s.  Assisting Goods Clerk, Macquarie Plains............... F. G. Smith .................................. 

G. Evans. ......... ........................... 6k,,... £1 lOs. ,, 

Junior Clerk; Clrk in Goods Office .................... 

£150 lJ' annum... Station-master, Raglan—(See previous description Efficiently. Porter; Station-master ..................................... 
for Station-master.) 

J. Titterton ................................. 

.. 

412,, ... £1 iCe. ,, Parcel Porter; Clerk; Station-master .................. £120 V annum Station-master, Riverstone. do. Fairly. 
and house. 

G. R. Henson .............................. ... ,, ... £1 lOs.  Porter; Shunter; Pointaman; Signalman; Guard; 

. 

£120 ,, Station-master, Muigrave. do. Satisfactorily. 
Station-master. 

B. Scotland ................................... 6 ... £2 8s. ,, Clerk; Station-master ....................................... . £200  Station-master, Windsor. do. Efficiently. 

C. Morris ..................................... 8 ,, ... £2 2s. ,, Goods Clerk; Station-master ............................ £150 ,, Station-master, Richmond. do. ,, 
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No. 9. 
REPORTS FROM C. PAULL, J. HIGGS, AND C. IRVINE, ON TUE SUBJECT OF Mn. MooDy's CONTROL OVER 

- TUE MEN. 

AT Mr. Sutherland's request I have obtained the following evidence in the case of the dismissal of Carr 
and Irvine.—J'0HN RAE. 

Mr. Charles Paull gives the following information :—I recollect a man Carr being dismissed. I was present 
in the Traffic Manager's office. I had orders from the Traffic Manager to bring Carr to meet the Minister 
at 10 o'clock; I did so. Mr. Sutherland was present. Mr. Moody said there was a man at Petersham 
wished to get away for a few days, and he wanted Carr to take his place. Carr declined to go, pleading 
bad health; and I was instructed by Mr. Moody to suspend him, which I did before he appealed to Mr. 
Sutherland. Carr said to Mr. Sutherland he thought it was inhuman- in Mr. Moody to send him to 
Petersham, as he was not able to make a fire and cook for himself, and it might be the death of him. I 
went away and heard no more till I got notice from Mr. Moody to call on Carr and inform him that he 
was to be dismissed after a week's notice, which I did. He threatened to appeal to Mr. Sutherland. I 
remember being called before Mr. Sutherland in the Traffic Manager's office to answer for. a charge of 
insubordination on my part. On a Wednesday night (the day of Mr. Moody's return from the north) 
a man came to my house stating that Mr. Parkes had sent him to get a few lines from Mr. Moody, or 
myself in his absence, to say whether he could be capable of fulfilling the duties of porter in the goods 
department. I told him I did not like to do so, but as Mr. Moody would be in bed, I, being afraid of 
offending Mr. Parkes, gave him a few lines, stating that I believed Mr. Giles would be competent to 
perform the 'duties. Next morning I was sent for by Traffic Manager. He read this note and asked me 
how dare I do such a thing. I told him that if I had done wrong it was through ignorance and I hoped he 
would forgive me, and such a thing would not occur again. He said it was an act of insubordination, and 
if he did his duty he ought to suspend me; that it was disgraceful on my part to have done it, and I was 
never to speak to him again, except on business and in writing. I was brought before Mr. Sutherland in 
the Traffic Manager's office. Mr. Moody said this is a letter I had sent to Mr. Parkes—it was a thing he 
meant to put down—writing -to Ministers. Mr. Sutherland said as this matter has not been brought 
before me in writing I shall not interfere between the Traffic Manager and Mr. Paull, but I believe Mr. 
Paull will not fall into a similar error again. 

I have been several times in the Traffic Manager's office when I have heard Mr. Sutherland dis-
tinctly refuse to interfere between the Traffic Manager and the men, stating that if the men are not 
satisfied with the decision of the Traffic Manager they can appeal to the Minister, in writing, who would 
then deal with their case. 

CHARLES PAULL, 
- Foreman, Goods Department, 19/4/73. 

.2I&. Higgs' Statement. 

I REMEMBER alamp-cleaner of the name of Christopher Irvine being dismissed by the Traffic Manager, 
when I was acting as station-master at Redfern Station. I recollect Mr. Sutherland being in the Traffic 
Manager's office when Irvine was called in with reference to his dismissal. Irvine was complaining sorely 
of the treatment he had received from the Manager, and wished the Minister to interfere and reinstate 
him. The Minister declined to interfere unless Irvine appealed in the usual course through the Traffic 
Manager; and added that if it was found Mr. Moody had done wrong by dismissing him he would deal 
with Mr. Moody the same as with any man on the line. Mr. Moody stated that Irvine had informed him 
that he was a detective, and not fit to have any command over men. Irvine asked Mr. Moody for a letter 
of recommendation, written by Lord Belmore. Mr. Moody acknowledged that he had such a letter, but 
declined to give it up, stating it was a private document. Mr. Sutherland asked Irvine if it was true that 
he had told Mr. Moody that he was more fit for a detective than to have charge of men. Irvine acknow-
ledged that he had done so, but not until he was unjustly dismissed and Mr. Moody declined to return 
him Lord Belmnore's letter of recommendation. Mr. Sutherland replied that whatever the provocation, 
this was an act of insubordination; and he declined to interfere in the matter. Irvine was accordingly 
dismissed by Mr. Moody, and is not now in the Service. 

301{N HIGGS, 
Assistant Traffic Manager, G.N.R., 19/4/73. 

Christopher Irvine states :—I recollect being called into the Traffic Manager's office about September 
last. I may state that the day previous Mr. Moody came on the platform and said I must go to Mac-
quarie Plains. I told him I was in such a position that I could not see how I could go. He replied, 
"You must go—you have got my orders." Then I said, "If it's imperative that I must go, I have an 
option which I must exercise by sending in a week's notice to leave." He said, "Oh! very well, that's 
understood, and walked off." This was before dinner-time. I told Mr. Higgs I should send in my resig-
nation at once. Immediately after dinner Mr. Higgs informed me the Traffic Manager wanted to see me. 
I went over with Mr. Higgs and saw him. Mr. Moody said," Mr. Irvine, I have thought over what I 
spoke to you about this morning, and as you have taken no notice of the matter, you are now dismissed— 

not 
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not suspended, but dismissed." "Oh," I said, "that's very extraordinary. A few minutes ago it was 
arranged that I should send in a week's notice, and now you tell me I am dismissed; that's very strange. 
As you think fit to dismiss me, will you return Lord Belmore's letter?" "Certainly not," he replied. I 
told him I should appeal to Mr. Sutherland before I should accept dismissal. He said he did not care 
for Mr. Sutherland or any one else ; he would have no one to dictate to him. I asked him if he had 
power to dismiss me. He said, "Yes." He repeated he would be master here. Up to this time my 
language and demeanour were quite respectful, and always had been while I was in the Service. Then I 
told him, "It's an old adage, Mr. Moody: Put a beggar on horseback and he will ride to the devil," being 
irritated at his refusal to give up Lord Belmore's letter and my unjustifiable dismissal. I told him at the 
same time that in the way he was going on if he got plenty of rope he would hang himself in six months. 
He then sent for a policeman to give me into custody; the polieman came, but was too wise to interfere 
I said to Mr. Moody that he was more fit for his old office of detective or lock-up-keeper at Castle-
maine. When I first went on the Railway, Lord Belmore spoke to Mr. Byrnes and gave me a letter to 
Mr. Moody. I had been nearly four years clerk in the London and North-western Railway Manager's 
office. Mr. Moody said I must go into the goods-shed for a few days, and I must not kill myself work-
ing, and the first vacant clerkship I should have. He added, "I dare say there will be a row in the House 
among the Members, but I do not care a bit for that. I will flash Lord Belmore's letter in their face, 
and they cannot say I have not appointed a respectable man." I appealed to. Mr. Sutherland the. same 
day, and saw him the following morning. He asked me to meet him on the following day at the Traffic 
Manager's office, which I did. Mr. Moody brought several charges againal me which had no foundation,. 
as Mr. Moody knew—ist. That I was ashamed to appear in uniform. 2nd. He remarked—" These 
gentlemen labourers will never do"; though I was never reprimanded, and was always spoken highly 
of by those in authority over me. 3rd. That I kicked up. a hubbub among the men about the wages. 
Mr. Sutherland turned on me, and said I had done entirely wrong--that if I had any grievance I 
should have made application in the usual way, through Mr. Higgs. I told Mr. Sutherland that was 
precisely what I had done. He (Mr. Sutherland) turned to Mr. Moody and said, "I never saw this appli 
cation." Mr. Moody said he thought it too trumpery an affair to bring before him, although Mr. Moody 
told me distinctly that he had brought the matter before the Minister, and he would do nothing for me. 
When I called on Mr. Sutherland, at the Traffic Manager's office, he asked me if it was true that I had 
told Mr. Moody he was duly fit for a detective. I said, "Yes; but not until I was dismissed, and Moody 
refused to return my letters." Mr. Sutherland said, "If you said so I can do nothing for you, as I must 
maintain the discipline of the Department." 

C. IRVINE. 
19 April, 1873. 

No. 10. 

TuE CoMarIssIoNEn FOR RAILWAYS to R. MooDy, ESQ. 

(73/2070.) . Department of Public Works, 
(73/ 524.) Railway Branch, 

Sydney, 31 May, 1873. 
Sin, S - 

Referring to the extended leave of absence, on account of ill health, granted to you by the 
Governor and the Executive Council, and which expires to-day, I have the honor to inform you, that even 
if your health be sufficiently restored to admit of it, you are not to resume your duties, pending the 
decision of the Government in regard to your conduct, which the Secretary for Public Works intends at 
once to bring under their attention. 

I have, &c., 
CHAS. A. GOODCHAP, - 

- Pro Commissioner for Railways. 

No. 11. 

MINUTE FOR CABINET. 

ExLrATIoNs and Reports- in connection with the evidence respecting the Railway Department, given 
before the Select Committee on Civil Service. 

As the management of the Railway Branch of the Department over which I have the honor to preside 
has been called in question in the evidence which was given before the SelectCommittee of the Legislative 
Assembly on the Civil Service, I deem it my duty to submit to the Cabinet, with a few explanatory obser-
vations, the papers on the subject, which were laid on the Table of the House, and ordered to be printed on 
the last day of the Session. . 

It 
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It will be seen by these papers that immediately after the publication of the Report of the Select 
Committee, I instructed the Commissioner for Railways to inquire into certain allegations made by Mr. 
Hoiroyd and Mr. Moody in their evidence. The Commissioner has furnished me with full and ample 
testimony of the misstatements made by them both. 

* * * * * * * * 
This refers to 

royd5 
As regards Mr. Holroyd, who has no piesent connection with the department, all that could be 

done was to refute his misstatements by official documents, and leave the public to judge of the value of 
hisevidence; but with reference to Mr. Moody the case is different. He is an officer of the department, 
holding a situation of great trust, and answerable for his conduct to the Government. To explain the 
delay that has taken place in dealing with the conduct of this officer, I may state, that soon after the 
publication of the Committee's Report he obtained a month's sick leave of absence, and that before its 
expiry he forwarded two medical certificates, to show that he would require a few weeks of thorough quiet 
of body and mind before he would be fit to resume his duties. This application for extended leave of 
absence has been approved of by the Government. 

In dealing with this officer's conduct it is somewhat difficult to make selections from his evidence, 
some parts of it are so startling—such as his looking to see whether his subordinates had friends before he 
ventured to deal with them—as to show that he is unfit for the important position of Traffic Manager, 
which eminently requires the qualities of firmness and integrity; but in requesting the Commissioner to 
report on his evidence, I contented myself by referring him to his statements as to the alleged inefficiency 
of his staff, and the necessity of their receiving education at his hands. These statements will be found in 

See printed his answers to questions 225, 227, and 236, 238, and though in his protest he endeavours to explain away 
t from the force of these answers by asserting that he referred to a former state of things, it is only necessary to Com- 

mittee. read the printed questions and answers for a complete refutation of his protest. 
Long before the Committee held their inquiry I was aware of Mr. Moody's efforts to disparage 

every one about him. In a minute, which I wrote to him as far back as August last, and which will be 
found with Hanley's papers, printed by the order of Parliament, I told him, in reply to one of his rash 
statements to the effect that he had no one to assist him, that he had many officers quite able to undertake 
the general duties of his office, and that no officer under the Government had better materials to work 
upon if he would only utilize them. I was beginning to discover the true character of Mr. Moody, and 
to find out that he was actuated by only one desire,—to glorify himself and to make little of every one 
around him. The reports which I have laid before Parliament clearly show that instead of the Railway 
employés being as represented, they are a body of efficient and zealous men, well up to their work, and 
willing to perform it. If, as Mr. Moody states, our employés are too numerous, inefficient, uneducated, 
and many of them inebriates, must not the working expenses be proportionately large? Any one 
ac.quainted with Railway management must at once proclaim that the existence of such a state of things 
implies heavy expenditure for the repair of rolling stock injured through carelessness, for the waste of 
locomotive power, for compensation for personal injury to the passengers, and for the loss and damage of 
goods, &o. 

A complete inquiry has recently been made into these allegations, and the tetismony of those best 
qualified to judge establishes the fact that much which has b2en said by Mr. Moody in this respect amounts 
to pure misstatement; but there is a practical test which can be applied, and this is the percentagd of 
our working expenditure to every £100 earned, compared with the like expenditure on English lines 

Thus, the average expenditure oii the Railways of the United 
Kingdom is ... ... ... .. ... ... ... £50 for every £100 earned. 

While, in New South Wales, where wages are so much higher, 
it is only ... ... ... .... ... ... ... £tS 18s. do. 

That our men are honest, steady, and careful, is further evidenced by the following comparison :—
The English Great Western Company pay as compensation 

for loss and damage to merchandise ... ... 2d. per ton for every ton carried. 
The Midland Company, over ... ... ... ... ... lid, do. 
While, in New South Wales, the average amount paid for the 

last three years does not exceed .. ... ... ... iii. do. 

The average amount paid on all the lines of the United Kingdom for 1870 was 17s. 9J., as against 
4s. in New South Wales, for every £100 received. 

Mr. Moody  knew that this was so, and often boasted of it; and I find that in a letter which he addressed 
9th June to Captain Onslow on the case of the man Boulton, a copy of which is appended (an imprpper letter for any 

official to write, and which it must have been equally offensive to Captain Onslow to receive), lie stated 
that "he could venture to boast that we have as good a state of discipline as will be foundon any 
Railway line, and as fine a body of men too, with very few exceptions, well trained and efficient." After 
such a statement, written deliberately and without invitation, what value can be attached to the evidence 
he gave before the Select Committee, or the statement in his protest that he referred to a former state of 
things when speaking of the inefficiency of the employés? The Commissioner's Report, pages 9 to 16, 
gives such a full and explicit refutation of Mr. Moody's charges on the portion of the evidence referred 
to, as to require no comment from me. I lay the papers before my colleagues for their consideration, and 
have to express my regret that Mr. Moody, who was appointed by me to the important office of Traffic 
Manager, should have so conducted himself as to forfeit my confidence in his management, and to compel 
me to represent to the Government that it would be injurious to the Railway Service to continue him in 
that position. 

JOHN SUTHERLAND, 
3/6/73. 

[Ec?o8ure.] 
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[Enclosure.] 

The Traffic Manager to Captain Onslow, R.N. 

Traffic Manager's Office, 
Bedfern Station,* 

Sir, Sydney, 9 June, 1870. 

I regret I have not ieplied to your letter of 17th last month earlier, but I had hoped that something would turn 
up eve this to enable me to re-employ Boulton. He would not have beeli dismissed but to maintain discipline. His fine was 
quite necessary under the circumstances. To reinstate him however at an increased wage, as he required, because lie had 
neglected his duty and supplemented that by an act of insubordination, was what I was scarcely prepared to do ; but I had 
from the first intended to give him another place at the same wage on an early occasion if a vacancy arose, because I was aware 
lie resigned in mere lemper, which is a very small fault in comparison to the one for which lie was fined, viz., neglect of duty, 
which delayed the traid so late as to cause 200 English letters to be left behind, the mail steamer having to depart before the 
train actually arrived. 

Where every loan has got his allotted duty and explicit regulations to guide him, I am sure I need scarcely say it ought 
not to be necessary to be very s evere to get men into strict discipline, although severity seldom exceeds three days' pay; but 
the fact is, discipline was unknown amongst the men until lately. 

When I took charge of my present appointment almost every man tried to be, and was, his own master, and I had 
up-hill work ; but what with kindness, forbearance, and firmness, and a little judicious help from gentlemen of influence, who 
good-naturedly contributed j- 

to the difficulty I had to overcome, I have nevertheless equalled my own anticipations, 
and have so gained the confidence of the officers and men in the department, that I can venture to assert that we have as good 
a state of discipline as will be found on any Railway line, and as fine a body of men too, with very few exceptions, well trained 
and efficient. Another tlnng I can also say, we have not a single drunkard in the Traffic Branch, and the majority of the men 
are members of Temperance Benefit Societies. This of itself is a great guarantee for a march to efficiency, which is now 
becoming a very popular as it is a praiseworthy ambition amongst all hands. 

1 venture to trespass thus far upon your time, because of the kind and delicate manner in which you took ill) Boulton's 
case has so strengthened my position by the tonc it has imparted amongst Boulton's friends, and which has worked, although 
silently, all over the lines, to such service that it is now pretty freely admitted that the Railway officers and 4ervailts will have 
to look to efficiency and subordinate conduct instead of political help to sustain thein in their positions. This feeling has been 
gaining ground for some months past by a little kind outside help from a few gentlemen refusing to use influence; and as the 
old custom of deniamiieg the reinstating, &e., has on a few occasions been departed from, it is telling upon the morals of our 
people to an extent that can be only understood by comparison of what the department was and what it is now. 

The greatest gain to the public is in the maximum of safe travelling, and to the officers and servants the minimum I risk of accident. 

I may perhaps appear a little egotistical, but I feel proud of achieving a victory when nothing but failure was pro. 
phesied. The victory would however never have been won had it not been for the one circumstance of the withholding of that 
great bngbear "political influence" by a number of gentlemen, who, although in some cases inimical to inc in my very 
responsible undertaking, have been manly enough to accord to me fair play, and to such more especially are my best thanks 
due, as well as to yourself and to Sir Wm. Macarthur. - 

Believe me, &c., 

* This letter was written uine months sfter Mr. Mosey's appointment as Traffic Manager. 
B. MOODY. 

t This blank is from a defect in the letter book, taken with the copying-press. 

No. 12. 
MINUTE OF CnINur. 

THE case of Mr. Moody having been brought before the Cabinet, on the minute of the Secretary for Public 
Works, it was decided that letter be written to Mr. Moody, calling upon him to show cause why he should 
not be removed from the office of Traffic Manager, on the grounds set forth in Mr. Sutherlands minute. 

H.P., 
3/6/73. 

No. 13. 
THE COMMISSIONER FOE RAILWAYS to TilE TRAFFIc MANAGER. 

(73/2,398.) 
Department of Public Works, 

(73/544.) Railway Branch, 

SIR, Sydney, 4 June, 1878. 

Referring to my lettcr of the 31st ultimo, stating that you could not be allowed to resume 
your duties as Traffic Manager, pending the decision of the Government upon your conduct, which the 
Secretary for Public Works intended to bring under their attention, I have now the honor to inform you 
that Mr. Secretary Sutherland yesterday submitted a minute to the Cabinet, with my report on the evidence, 
in regard to the Railway management, given before the Select Committee on the Civil Service. 

A copy of that portion of Mr. Sutherland's minute which has reference to the evidence given by 
you is enclosed; and, in accordance with the decision arrived at by the Government, I have to call upon 
you to show cause why you should not be removed from the office of Traffic Manager, on the grounds 
therein set forth. 

have, &c., 
JOHN RAE, 

Commissioner for Railways. 

No. U. 
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No. 14. 

THE TRAFFIC MANAGER to THE COMMISSIONER FOR RAILWAYS. 

Viola-terrace, 
Riley and Cooper Streets, 

Surry Hills, 
11 June, 1873. 

SIR 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 4th instant, received at 

815 p.m., on the 6th instant, enclosing certain documents, and calling upon me to show cause why I should 
not be removed from the office of Traffic Manager; and in reply, to inform you, that as regards the general 
observations of Mr. Secretary Sutherland, and the recent alleged "complete inquiry," so peculiarly and 
uhfairly taken behind my back, any remarks from me would be superfluous, as different opinions will 
prevail on that subject notwithstanding. 

I must, however, most respectfully take exception to a small matter of fact, referred to by 
Mr. Secretary Sutherland, where he refers to a minute alleged to have been written to me—in the Ha.nly 
case—in consequence of having discovered my true character as far back as August last, but which never did 
come to my hands, and in reference to which I have already put myself in communication with the 
Honorable the Minister for Works, through you, previous to your letter under reply coming to hand. 

The following is a copy 
"Hanly papers. 

"To the Commissioner for Railways,— 
Sir,  

"A printed paper, purporting to be 'a Return,' Sic., of copies of all papers in reference to the 
dismissal of 'Hanly' from the office of porter or 'pointsman' on the Railways, has come to my hands, and 
I fluid a minute, No. 30, page 15, dated 21/8/72, signed "John Sutherland," to which another minute is 
attached, signed 'J.S.', 26/8/72, which is as follows :-' This paper has been perused by the Traffic 
Manager, who requested permission to withdraw his minute, but after due consideration IL think it should 
remain a record of the office, as it is not the first time that similar requests have been complied with'—
and shall feel obliged by your putting this paper, before the Honorable the Minister for Works, as the 
statement that I had perused the paper in question is utterly a 'mistake. I had no knowledge of the exist-
ence of the document wn,tjl Tuesda!,',  the 3rd instant, when. I had it pointed out to me in the printed paper 
above referred to; and if I had seen the paper, I need scarcely say that a document of such importance to 
the Department would not have been permitted to be put away without having my signature attached, as is 
usual in verification of my having so seen it, the more especially as it would appear that such document 
passed my alleqed perusal without challenge of the extraordinary matter it contains. 

"I most emphatically say that there is a mistake also in the statement that I at any time requested 
permission to withdraw my minute of 10/8/72, therein referred to; and after carefully readrng it over as 
printed I can see no reason why I should do so. If it be correct that I have requested permission to with-
draw any previous minute,- no doubt there is a record of it, as important public documents affecting the 
official character of any public servant cannot surely have been permitted to pass away simply on the 
verbal request of an implied delinquent; at any rate I am not aware of such usage having prevailed, so 
far as I am personally concerned, and I have nothing to apprehend from such papers. 

"I have, &e., 
R. MOODY, 

"Riley and Cooper Streets, Surry Hills, "Traffic Manager." 
"Sydney, 5 June, 1873." 
As I have received no reply to that letter, I shall not here further refer to it than to state that the 

minutes dated 21/8/72 and 26/8/72 are sufficiently conclusive evidence of the unfair way in which I have 
been dealt with, and tends to confirm, if that were necessary, the grand cause of the much persecution to 
which I have been subjected; but I fear not that MY character (whatever Mr. Secretary Sutherland may 
have discovered to the contrary) will be thoroughly vindicated, and will yet come out without reproach. 

As regards the alleged very improper letter written to Capt. Onslow, I have to state that it was 
written at the instance of, and was read over by, Mr. Secretary Sutherland, then Commissioner for Rail-
ways, and was fully approved of by him; it is, however, quite irrelevant to any subsequent state of things 
two years afterwards, and under other Administrations, as it does not bear on present matters. 

As foregone conclusions have already been arrived at by the "very complete inquiry" held, Sic., and 
more especially with reference to the " Hanly" minutes, I have little to add, except that in consequence of 
the many persecutions and obstacles officially thrown in my way by having so many masters, viz., a Minister, 
Engineer-in-Chief, and Commissioner for Railways, from whom I was expected to take all sorts of respon-
sibilities without having any authority whatever to shield myself I feel that all my efforts were hopelessly 
negatived, receiving as I did simply verbal directions of the Minister to carry on my duties, which were con-
stantly being questioned and interfered with, oftentimes denied even by the Minister himsefI 

My strength already overtaxed by endeavouring to keep pace with increasing duties, together with 
the causes above alluded to, rendered my post one certainly "not a bed of roses," but rather as is all but 
too well known, a maze of bewilderment and bondage. As Mr. Secretary Sutherland has, however, stated 
that he has lately given me, "by way of experiment," all necessary authority and power to carry out my duties 
independently of his verbal directions," I most respectfully request that a copy of any such alleged authority, 
power, or instructions, be forwarded with this paper for the information of the Honorable the Executive 
Council, showing the date when such power, authority, or instructions were dcleqated to me. 

I have only to acixi that I have, to my own satisfaction, and to that of Mr. Secretary Sutherland 
and his predecessors, faithfully and zealously sought and labozered for the interests of the Government for 
over fifteen years, to the serious permanent injury of'my own health, and certainly without cause of complaint, up 
to December last, as is pretty well borne out by promotions, and until, from want of that assistance necessary 
in the enormous undertaking to which I was last appointed, and for the conduct of which I never had any 
defined powers or instructions, except the verbal wishes of the Minister, which 1 had, under all circumstances, 
to carry out if possible, and from the numerous obstacles thrown in my way since that date, in consequence 
of my refusal to take blame in the Windsor case (Bonamy, Dugdale), to satisfy the clamour of a few of 

- Mr. 
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Mr. Secretary Sutherland's friends at Windsor, as well as probably from laying she Hanly case too plainly 
before the Government, although that report was furnished at Mr. Secretary Sutherland's own request, who 
wished a full report of the case, which report, when prepared, was fully approved of by him before being 
taken away from my office; and those papers have not been, seen by me, except in print, as already stated, with 
the addition, of Mr. Secretary Sutherland's minutes, above alluded to. 

I have now most respectfully to leave the matter in the hands of the Honorable the Executive 
Council; to be dealt with as in its wisdom may seem meet. 

I have, &c., 
B. MOODY, 

Traffic Manager, 
G.S.W. & B. Railways. 

No. 15. 
MINUTE FOR CABINET, 

IN accordance with the decision of the Cabinet, in reference to the miscondut of Mr. B. Moody, that 
gentleman was duly called upon to show cause why he should not be removed from the office of Traffic 
Manager, on the grounds set forth in my minute of the 3rd instant. Mr. MoOdy's reply is enclosed. 
There are only one or two points in it which require comment from me. - 

As regards his assertion that he never saw till recently my minute in re Hanly's case, I have only 
to affirm what I have already stated, that he perused it in my presence and asked permission to withdraw 
the report upon which it was written. His general denial of having been allowed to withdraw previous 
reports will be best answered by the accompanying minute on the subject, which the Commissioner for 
Railways has addressed to me. 

Mr. Moody's statement that I authorized and perused, previous to its being sent, the letter he 
addressed to Captain Onslow is equally untrue. 

Mr. Moody misquotes that portion of my minute in Hanly's case which refers to the powers given 
to him, and having made the pretended extract (which he gives with the authenticity of inverted commas) 
imply that written instructions in addition to verbal ones were given him, asks "That a copy of any such 
alleged authority, power, or instruction be forwarded with the paper to the Honorable the Executive 
Council, showing the date when such power, authority, or instructions were delegated to me." The duties 
which Mr. Moody had to perform were those properly appertaining to the office he held; he had to manage 
the traffic, as the name of his offlce implies; and no power incidental thereto was ever denied him 
written instructions as to these duties were neither given nor required. Larger powers, however, than it 
had been usual to confer on Traffic Managers, were taken by Mr. Moody. As I said in my minute 
referring to this matter, "he made changes and additions in his department without mine or the• 
Commissioner's knowledge or consent; but no changes or additions were made either by the Commissioner 
or myself without his consent and advice." For the reasons given by me I did not object to his 
assumption of these powers, and, indeed, I verbally told him that I would not interfere between him and 
the men. 'Mr. Paull, the foreman of the Goods Department, in his statement, printed with the 
Commissioner's report, says, "I have been several times in the Traffic Maringer's office when I have heard 
Mr. Sutherland distinctly refuse to interfere between the Traffic Manager and the men." - 

There is no necessity for me to answer, but simply to call attention to Mr. Moody's statement that 
his alleged unfair treatment has been occasioned by his refusal to take blame in the Windsor case 
(Bonamy, Dugdale), " as well as, probably, from laying the Hanly case too plainly before the 
Government." - 

These matters however are only incidental to, and do not really touch the real question at issue. The 
charge brought against Mr. Moody is, that he made untrue representations to the Committee in regard to the 
management of the department; his evidence is to the effect that incompetent.men are employed, and are 
continued in their employment, notwithstanding their incompetency, through political influence; that were 
he to discharge these men he would not be allowed to retain his appointment; that the safety of the public 
is endangered; and that it has often been in his thoughts to resign his .position rather than incur the 
fearful responsibilities thrown upon him. 

The alarm which such statements were calculated to create in the mind of the public ixavelling- by 
Railway w'as most serious, and might, if credence had been given to them, have proved very detrimental to 
the revenue. The moral wrong which such charges implied the Government was a party to was not 
less serious. - 

The inquiry instituted by the Commissioner having proved in the most complete manner that the 
charges were false, Mr. Moody contents himself by saying that any remarks from him would be 
superfluous, as different opinions would prevail on that subject notwithstanding. S  

In conclusion, I may state that I can see nothing in Mr. Moody's letter to induce me to alter, but 
on the contrary much to confirm, the opinion I have already expressed,--that it would be injurious to the 
Railway Service to continue him in the position of Traffic Manager. 

20 June, 1873. JOHN SUTHERLAND. 

[Enclosure.] 

GOVERNMENT RAILwAY5.—MINUTE PAPER. 

IN answer to the Minister's inquiry, whether it is within my knowledge that Mr. Moody has been allowed
on any occasion to withdraw an improper minute, I have no hesitation in stating that he has beenper. 
mitted on several occasions to do so; and though it can hardly be expected that these documents. shoi1d1 
be preserved, as their withdrawal was for the very purpose of preventing them from appearing on.,the.., 
records, it so happens that some of them are still in existence. 

The first instance of the kind that I can call to mind was with reference to the separation of the 
goods and passenger traffic, when Mr. Moody was allowed to withdraw an intemperate minute;  and 
although there does not appear to be any record of this, the Chief Clerk has a distinct recollection of the 
case, and Mr. Sutherland must also remember it, as the subject was discussed by us in his own room, and 
in Mr. Moody's presence,- The 
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The next occasion on which Mr. Moody was allowed to withdraw an improper minute can bee more 
satisfactorily established by the accidental discovery of the document among some waste papers in the 
Minister's room. My minute on this document is dated 20 August, 1872, and must have been fresh in 
Mr. Sutherland's recollection when he wrote the minute in llaniy's case on the 26th of the same month. 
Mr. Moody's minute was on the subject of the use of the weighbridge at the Parramatta Junction; and 
Mr. Sutherland will remember that I showed him the document and informed him that it would be my 
duty to recommend some severe steps to be taken with that officer if he persisted in addressing me in 
such uncalled for and offensive language. Mr. Sutherland stated that he would speak to Mr. Moody on 
the impropriety of his conduct, and some little, time afterwards told me that he wished to withdraw his 
minute. I accordingly returned it to Mr. Sutherland, with the following memo. endorsed on it:—"  At the 
Minister's request, I return this extraordinary document without comment." 

The last case to which I 'shall refer is my minute of 27th March last, which was lying on Mr: 
Moody's desk in the Traffic Manager's office, when he was writing his letter of the 5th instant. The 
case referred to was on the subject of the employment of pointsmen at the coal-sidings on the Western 
Lme. Mr. N oody had addressed an impertinent minute to me, and I returned it to him with the following 
remarks :—" This is not the first occasion on which I have had to draw attention to the improper style of 
his reports to the Commissioner, nor the first time I have allowed him to withdraw them, but I trust it 
will be the last." 

JOHN RAE, 
18/6/73. 

No. 16. 
MINUTE OF CABINET. 

TIlE case of Mr. Moody having been again under consideration, 'and his letter of the 11th instant having 
been submitted by the Secretary for Public Works, the decision of the Cabinet ii that it is necessary for 
the improvement of the Railway Service that Mr. Moody be removed from the office of Traffic Manager. 

H.P., 30/6/73. 

No. 17. 
MINUTE FOR TEE ExEcUTIvE COUNCIL. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 4 July, 1873. 

I HAVE the honor to submit, for the consideration of His Excellency the Governor and the Executive 
Council, the accompanying papers with reference to the conduct of Mr. R. Moody, Traffic Manager for the 
Southern and Western Lines. It is considered necessary that for the improvement of the Railway Service 
Mr. Moody should be removed from the office of Traffic Manager; and I beg to recommend, for the approval 
of His Excellency and the Council, the adoption of that course. 

JOHN SUTHERLAND. 

For the reasons set forth in the accompanying papers, and having regard to the efficiency and 
improvement of the Railway Service, the Executive Council advise that Mr. R. Moody, Traffic Manager 
for the Southern and Western Lines, be removed from office.—ATEx. C. BUDGE, Clerk of the Council. 

Mm. 73/31, 7 July, 1873. Confirmed, 14 July, 1873. Approved.—H.R. 

No. 18. 
TIlE UicDEII SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc WORKS to R MOODY, EsQ. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 17 July, 1873. 

SIR, 
I am directed by the Secretary for Public Works to inform you that your communication of 

the 11th June last, in reply to the letter of the 4th of that month from the Commissioner for Railways, 
calling upon you to show cause why you should not be removed from the office of Traffic Manager, has 
been submitted to His Excellency the Governor and tU Executive Council. 

His Excellency and the Council have decided that, having regard to the efficiency and improvement 
of the Railway Service, it is necessary that you should be removed from the office of Traffic Manager of 
the Southern and Western Lines, and I am to add you are removed accordingly. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No. 19. 
B. MOODY, .ESQ., to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOE PUBLIC WORKS. 

Viola-terrace, Riley-street, 
Surry Hills, 18 July, 1873. 

SIR, 
I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th instant, informing me 

that I am removed from the office of Traffic Manager of the Great Southern and Western Railways, and 
shall be glad to be further informed to what otheroffice or appointment I am removed, as I now await the 
orders of the Commissioner for Railways. 

I have, &c., 
R. MOODY. 

No. 20. 
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No. 20 
R. MOODY, ESQ., to THE CoMMIssIoR FOR RAILWAYS. 

Viola-terrace, Riley-street, 
Surry Hills, 18 July, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to inform you that I have received a communication from the Under Secretary 

for Public Works, informing me that I am removed from the office of Traffic Manager, Great Southern 
and Western Railways, and to add that I am now awaiting the orders of the Commissioner for Railways. 

I have, &c., 
R. MOODY. 

Crown Solicitor to advise, B.C., 18j7/73.—J.11. 

No. 21. 
THE CROWN SOLIcIToR to THE UNDER SECRETARY - FOB PUBLIC WORKS. 

Crown Solicitor's Office, 
Sydney, 22 July, 1873. 

Sin, 
I have the honor to return the papers relative to removal from office of Mr. Moody, and to 

state that his letter to you as Under Secretary should be answered by informing him that as he held but 
one office, namely, that of Traffic Manager, he is by removal from that office removed from the Public 
Service, and that your letter to him of the 17th instant must be taken as an intimation to him to that 
effect. 

In reply to his letter to you as Commissioner for Railways,. it will be sufficient to refer to your 
answer to his other letter, and to state that as since the receipt of your letter of the 17th instant he has 
not held any office in the Railway Department, you, as Commissioner, can have no orders to give to him. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN WILLIAMS, 

Crown 'Solicitor. 

Inform in terms of Crown Solicitor's letter of 22nd instant.—J.R, 22/7/73. 

No. 22. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR P1mLIc WORKS to R. MOODY, E5Q. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 22 July, 1873. 

SIB, 
In reply to your letter of 18th instant, respecting your removal from the office of Traffic 

Manager of the Great Southern and Western Railways, and inquiring to what office you are removed, I 
am directed by the Secretary for Public Works to inform you that, as you held but one office, namely, that 
'of Traffic Manager, you are by removal from that office removed from the Public Service, and that my 
lettei to you of the 17th instant must be taken as an intimtion to you to that effect. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE. 

No. 23. 
THE COMMISsIoNER FOR RAILwAYS to R. MOODY, E5Q. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, 

Sydney, 22 July, 1873. 
SIR, • - 

In reply to your letter of the 18th instant, informing .me that you have received a communica-
tion from the Under Secretary for Public Works stating that you are removed from the office of Traffic 
Manager, and adding that you are now awaiting the orders of the Commissioner for Railways, I have the 
honor to refer you to the letter of this date, addressed to you by the Under Secretary for Public Works, 
and to state that as since the receipt by you of the letter conveying the decision of the Governor and the 
Executive Council in your case you have not held any office in the Railway Department, I, as Commissioner 
for Railways, can have no orders to give to you. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE, 
Commissioner for Railways. 

[18.] 
Sydney: 1homas richards, Goyernment Frinter.-1573. 

292C  
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAYS. 
(PAPERS RELATIVE TO REMOVAL OF JAMES BURNS, LATE STATION-MASTER AT EAST MAITLAIcD.) 

Ordered by the Legithstivc Assemblsi to be printed, 10 December, 1873. 

RETURN to. an O'der of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South 

Wales, dated the 16 September, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of 

this House, — 

Copies of all Correspondence between the Government and any person 

or persons, and all papers or other documents having reference to the 

"removal of James Burns, late Railway Station-master at East Maitland." 

(.2Jfr. .Porster.) 

SCHEDULE. 
NO. - PAU. 
1. Mr. Moody, complaining of insubordination of Mr. Burns. 4 October, 1872 ...............................  .................. 2 
2. Questions to Mr. Burns, with reference to a paper being posted up in his office 24 September, 1872 .................. 2 
3. Secretary for Public Works, disrating Mr. Burns. 5 October, 1872 ............. 

 .......................................... 
..... 2 

4. Mr. Burns, giving a. statment of his services in the Department, and asking for a stay of proceedings until an 
3 inquiry is held. 21 October, 1872 ........................................................................................ 

 ........ 
. 

5. Mr. Burns, asking for his family to remain at East Maitland until after the inquiry. 21 October, 187 ............... 3 
6. Mr. Burns, in further reference to inquiry being held, and giving a list of witnesses. 9 November, 1872 ............ 4 
7. Minute of Secretary of Public Works, that, as the . inquiry will be held in Sydney, only necessary witnesses will 

be allowed. 10 December, 1872 ...................................................................................................... 5 
8. Mr. Burns, stating what each witness named by him can prove. 14 December, 1872 ........................ ... ............ 5 
9. Letter to Mr. Burns, informing him that an inquiry will be held. 23 Thscember, 1872 .................................... 5 
10. Minute, that case will be heard on 3rd January,. 1874. Instructions to Traffic Manager to permit the witnesses 

to come to Sydnsy. 28 December, 1872 ............ .. ... . ................................................ . ....................... 6 
11. Chief Clerk's precis of the case to date. 28 December, 1872 ............................. ....................................... 6 
12. Report of the inquiry held on 3rd January. 3 January, 1873 ...... ................................................................ 7 
13. Minute of Secretary, Public Works, that as Mr. Burns feels aggrieved at not being called upon to oil'er evidence, 

he Nvill hold inquiry on 21st January. 11 January, 1873 ... .............................................. ...................... 10 
14. Minute of Secretary, Public Works, that as some of Mr. Burns' witnesses were absent, he would hold inquiryat 

East Maitland on 8th February. 31 January, 1873 ... .......................................................................... 11 
15. Report of inquiry held on 8th February. 8 February, 1873 .................................................................... 12 
H. Chief Clerk's pre'cis of the whole case. 18 February, 1873 ........................................................................ 22. 
Minute of Secretary, Public Works, forwarding precis, &e., to Solicitor General, for his opinion. 20 Feb.; 1873 24 
Solicitor General's opinion that Mr. Burns was guilty of gross insubordination. 14 May, 1873 ........................... 24 
Minute of Commissioner, that on a repetition of such conduct Mr. Burns will be dismissed from the service. 
22 May, 1873 ............................................................................................................................... 24 
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IAILWAYS. 

No. 1. 
THE TEArFIc MANAGER, S., W., & B. RAILWAYS, to THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKS. 

Government Railways.—Minute Paper. 

Complaint of insubordination against Station-master Burns, East Maitland. 

IN obedience to the orders of the Honorable the Minister for Works, I visited the Great Northern Railway 
to arrange matters for the tour of His Excellency the Governor through the Hunter River District, and 
in the course of my duty I issued instructions for the maintenance of absolute subordination and thscipline 
of the railway servants in the Traffic Branch, with a view to obtain a ready obedience to orders issued 
during His Excellency's stay in that neighbourhood. With few exceptions I am pleased to report that 
a ready response was accorded by the officers and men, resulting in complete and safe arrangements, 
without interruption, for the running of trains with His Excellency and suite. 

I regret, however, I am compelled to bring a very serious case of insubordination of Mr. Station-
master Burns under the notice of the Minister, calling, I submit, for very severe punishment, which I do 
hope will be visited without delay as a warning that insubordination cannot any longer be permitted on 
the Northern Line with impunity. 

The facts are simply as follows :—On arrival at Singleton, His Excellency the Governor received 
an anonymous letter, inclosing a slip of the inquest of the unfortunate man, Dugdale, who met his death 
by drowning at Windsor. His Excellency was furnished with a second, on arrival at Murrurundi, and when 
the train returning with His Excellency arrived at Morpeth, several gentlemen rode .from East Maitland 
to meet the train to inform me that Mr. Burns, station-master at East Maitland, had been exhibiting a 
slip of the inquest above referred to, in the booking office at that station, and making comments upon 
the subject with a malicious intent to degrade me in the eye of the public, as well as to weaken my 
authority amongst the railway servants. Having brought the matter verbally under the notice of the 
Minister, travelling with His Excellency the Governor, I was requested to return to East Maitland and 
ascertain whether the slip had been so exhibited. I saw the stationmaster shortly afterwards, and upon 
my respectfully requesting him to explain the matter, I was met with violent abuse, and such prevarication 
that I was compelled to ask for a written reply to my questions. I enclose Mr. Burns' replies, upon which 
comment is unnecessary. Porter Edwards informed me that the slip had been exhibited during the 
previous day and on that morning up to a very short time of my visit to the station, and that the station-
master had been exulting in his being able to expose my conduct. 

B. MOODY, 4/10/72. 

No.2. 
TUE TRAFFIC MANAGER, S., W., & B. RAUWAYS, to THE STATION-MASTER, EAST MAITLAND. 

(Paper marked A, referred to in ifr. Moody's evidence.—'i S., 3/1/73.) 

Memorandum. . Government Railways, 
East Maitland Station, 

24/9/72. 

WILL station-master be so good as to explain under what regulation, or by whose authority, or for what 
purpose, an advertisement of an inquest held at Windsor, was posted in the booking office at East Mait-
land? 

B. MOODY. 

Any paper posted up by me at any time, of course to read at my convenience, and for that purpose 
only.-3.B., 24/9/72. 

Station-master, East Maitland,—Does Mr. Burns mean that it was only for his own use, and that 
he has not called the attention of others to it P—B. MOODY, 24/9/72. 

I do not understand what Mr. Moody means by it.—J.B., 24/9/72. 
Mr. Burns, station-master, E.M.,—Has Mr. Burns had the paper referred to posted in the booking 

office P—B. MOODY, 24/9/72. 
I may have had the paper in question posted. I do post up papers in the office often.—J.B., 24/9/72. 

No. 3. 
THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WoRKs DISRATING MR. Bunys. 

I HEARD of this case previously from the Ministers who accompafiied His Excellency to the North. I 
quite agree that Mr. Burns has displayed insubordination, and has made use of the railway. premises to 
show his malicious feeling. Mr. Burns will be disrated to Branxton at £150 a year. 

- . J.S., 5/10/72. 

Mr. Cox to inforni.—C.A.G., 10/10/72. 
The Commissioner,—Mr. Station-master Burns informed.—J. HIGG5, 14/10/72. 

No. 4. 
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No. 4. 
MR. STATIoN-&spER BURNS to THE SECRETARY FOR PunLIc WoRKs. 

East Maitland, 21110/72. 
SIR, 

I do myself the honor of informing you that from the formation of the Great Northern 
Railway in the year 1854 I have been connected with this line. During the formation of the line I was 
the superintendent's assistant. At the opening of the line I was appointed porter at East Maitland, and 
afterwards bead porter at Newcastle. 

On the lstJuly, 1860, I was appointed station-mai4ter at High-street, West Maitland, and thence 
promoted to East Maitland Station, 1st November, 1867. 

During the whole of this time, that is, for eighteen years, there has been no accident on the line, 
no loss of property of any kind; nor has the Commissioner ever sustained the slightest loss during the 
whole of my servitude, through inefficiency or inattention On my part. 

During these eighteen years I have only enjoyed six days' leave of absence. 
During the whole time I have never been censured or fined, nor has any,  part of my conduct been 

complained of till Mr. Moody lodged a complaint against me 'a few days ago. 
May I therefore beg the favour of your suspending proceedings against me till inquiry be made 

into Mr. Moody's complaint. 

I have, &c., 
JAMES BURNS, 

Station-master. 

This is not the case. See 71/3,083, whereon Mr. Secretary Byrnes expressed his opinion that 
Mr. Burns' conduct was grossly insubordinato.—C.A. 0-., 24/10/72. 

This has been submitted. The Commissioner, however, has decided that Mr. Burns must vacate 
East Maitland, and the papers have been forwarded to Mr. Higgs to inform him.—C.A.G., 31/10/72. 

No. 5. 

MR. STATION-MASTER BURNS to ThE TRAFFIC MiAGEE, G. N. RAILWAY. 

SIR, 
East Maitland, 21/10/72. 

I am quite unable to carry out your instructions to remove my family to Branxton, for the 
following reasons :—First. The very short notice of the removal. Second. From the great and sudden 
shock to myself and family, occasioned by Mr. Moody's complaint and its consequences. Third. Knowing 
that an inquiry is to be instituted, and that a reversal of the whole proceeding may take place within a few 
days. I imagine that you yourself would under the circumstances be willing for my family to remain till 
after the inquiry, and the more so, that I am willing to pay Mr. 0-older's rent from this time in case the 
inquiry goes against me. 

I am, &c., 
JAMES BURNS, 
- Station-master. 

P.S.—I will proceed to Branxton by first train in the morning to do the duties there until further 
orders, although I have more need to be on leave of absence through the circumstances abovementioned.—
J.B. 

Government Railways. 
Branxton Station, 22 October, 1872. 

Sir, 
Memorandum to The Traffic Manager, Newcastle. 

Mr. Burns arrived at Branxton by morning train, but was unable through ifiness to take 
charge. He has returned this evening to consult a doctor. - 

W. ROBINS, Acting. 

Mr. Station-master Burns to the Traffic Manager, G. N. Railway. 
Maitland, 23/10/72. 

Sir, - 
I went-  to Branxton yesterday to undertake the duties of that station, but from increasing 

ifiness I was compelled to return to Maitland and to seek medical advice; and I here enclose you a 
certificate from Dr. John Pierce, to show that I am unfit at the present time to do duty. 

I am, &c., 
JAMES BURNS. 

THIS is to certify that I have examined Mr. James Burns, station-master at East Maitland, and find him 
to be suffering from symptoms of fever. He is now under my care, and not in a fit state to follow his 
usual occupation. - 

High-street, West, Maitland, 
JNO. PIERCE, L.R.C.S.P., &c. 

22 October, 1872. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Station-master Golder to The Traffic Manager, G. N. Railway. 

(72/3,624.) East Maitland, 
23 October, 1872. 

Sir, 
I was compelled to bring my wife and family from Murrurundi yesterday on account of time 

being up for the house I occupied there. I have been obliged to stay at the hotel since the 15th instant, 
and now Mr. Burns informs me he cannot give up possession of house. 

Yours, &c., 
JOHN GOLDER. 

For the information of the Traffic Manager, S. & W.—J. Hioas, 25/10/72. 
To Commissioner.—R. MooDi, 26/10/72. 

Telegram from John Golder, East Maitland Station, to The Traffic Manager, S., W., & B. Railways. 

BURNS will not clear out of house. Family at hotel. 

To Commissioner.—B. Moonx, 24/10/72. 

Mr. Higgs,—Is it true that Mr. Burns is setting the Department at defiance in this way.? If not 
already vacated, let Mr. Burns state on this paper whether he intends to vacate or to retain possession in 
defiance of orders to the contrary.—C.A.G-. Urgent, B.C., 25/10/72. 

Mr. Burns to explain at once.—J. HIGGS, 26/10/72. 
From illness I have been unable to vacate the house, but when sufficiently recovered I will do so.—

J.B., 26/10/72. 
Chief Clerk,—Mr. Burns' explanation herewith. I may state that I sent the medical certifiate 

with other papers bearing on this case to the Traffic Manager, S. and W. Line, on the 25th instant.—
J. His, 28/10/72. 

Have the Minister's instructions been carried out, or are the Golders still living at a hotel, although 
unable to vacate the house. Mr. Burns was able to visit Sydney, as far as I can learn, without leave. Mr. 
Golder must be allowed to take possession of the house at once, and Mr. Burns is answerable for expense 
incurred by Golder at hotel.—J.IR., 30/10/72. 

Mr. Higgs.—C.A.G-., B.C., 31/10/72. 
Commissioner,—The Minister's instructions have been carried out. Mr. Golder is residing in the 

S.-master's house. I instructed Mr. Burns on the 18th instant to remove his furniture, &c., from East 
Maitland not later than the 22nd. I gave Mr. B. leave on the 20th and .22nd for the purpose of removing, 
and if he visited Sydney it was without my permission; the cause of his not removing at the time stated 
was owing to sickness.—J. RIGGs, 2/11/72. 

Seen.—J.R., 7/11/72; 

Mr. Station-master Burns to The Traffic Manager, G. N. Railway. 
East Maitland, 

31 October, 1872. 
Sir, 

I beg to inform you that my family have removed from the station-master's residence this o 
morning. 

I beg further to inform you that the fencing round the vegetable garden, and also a good sub-
stantial pig-sty, &c., were put up at my own cost. I will not however at present ask your permission to 
remove them, because they may be useful to my successor, especially as the garden is full of vegetables 
just coming to maturity, and which I am leaving for his use. 

Iam,&c.,  
JAMES BURNS. 

For Commissioner's information.—J. Rio GS, 2/11/72. 

No.6. 
Mn. STATIOx-iiASTEn BURNS to TEE CoMMIssIoNER FOR RAILwAYs. 

Branxton Station, 
9 November, 1872. 

Sin, 
I do myself the honor to beg that you would be pleased to cause inquiry to be made into Mr. 

Moody's complaint of my conduct, through which I was disrated and removed from East Maitland to 
Braniton Station, and your humble servant would feel in duty bound ever to pray. 

JAMES BURNS, 
Station-master. 

For Commissioner's consideration.—J. RIGGs, 12/11/72. 
Fresh inquiry may be made. Mr. Burns should be asked to name the witnesses he means to bring 

forward.—J.R..; 25/11/72. . 
Fresh inquiry; Mr. Burns to name his witness.—J.S., 27/11/72. 
Mr. Higgs, to inform.—C.A.G-., B.C., 27/11/72. 
To Cmmissioner,—List of witnesses herewith.—J. HIGOs, 29/11/72. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Station-master Burns to the Traffic Manager. 

Branxton Station, G.N.R., 
Sir, 28 November, 1872. 

The witnesses which I intend to bring forward at an inquiry into the complaint which led to 
my removal from East Maitland, are the following 

John Martin, guard. David Williams, permanent-way man. 
William Arms, ,, Joseph Whipps, 
S. Phelan, ,, James Kerrigan, 
- Dowling, ,, Nathan Munson, driver. 
John Tighe, mail-guard. William Burns, .baker, East Maitland. 

I could name more that I would like to have present, but these may be sufficient. 
I am, &c., 

JAMES BURNS. 
P.S.—I would beg also to call Mr. Inspector Newton. 

Mr. Moody should be present at the inquiry with such witnesses as he may wish to examine.—J.R, 
7/12/72. 

To Commissioner,—These papers do not show the questions to be inquired into. Until Mr. Burns• 
states what parts of my report are incorrect, it is impossible for me to say what witnesses may be 
necessary. The only persons present were Mr. Burns, Porter Edwards, Guard Curran, and myself.—R.M., 
9/12/72. 

No. 7. 
MrNUTE OF THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIc WORKS. - 

IT will be necessary that this case should be heard in Sydney, for which purpose, of course, the witnesses 
must come from Newcastle at the expense of the Dppartme.nt. It is unnecessary that useless expenditure 
should be incurred in bringing people to Sydney who will be unable to give evidence on the points of the 
case. 

The inquiry will be confined to the one matter in connection with which Mr. Burns was disrated. 
(&e Mr. Moody's report of 4/10/72.) Mr. Burns must therefore limit his witnesses to those who can give 
such evidence; he had better state what he proposes to prove or disprove by each of his witnesses. 

J.S., 10/12/72. 
Mr. Higgs will show this paper to Mr. Burns; -the fullest latitude will be allowed that officer in 

bringing evidence forward bearing onthe point at issue; nothing else is required.—O.A.G., B.C., 11/12/72. 
Mr. Burns' statement herewith.—J. Hiuns, 16/12/72. 

 
MR. STATION-MASTER ThJRNS to THE TpAFFIC MANAGER, GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY. 

Branxton Station, 
SIR, . . 14 December, 1872. 

With reference to the witnesses named by me, I beg to state that perhaps Driver Munson 
might be done without. 

I wish to call Mail-guard Tighe to prove that I had not the slip with which I am charged posted up 
in the booking office; and he, with Guard Phelan, to prove that I could not have exulted in being able to 
expose Mr. Moody's conduct. 

Dowling, Williams, Whipps, and Kerigan,—to prove conclusively that Porter Edwards is not a 
creditable witness. 

Martin and Arms,—tb prove that Mr. Moody received communications daily from the last-named 
individual; and the opinion of others with myself -is, that the anonymous letters may be traced to the 
same source, not to your humble and faithful servant. 

William Burns,—to prove that Porter Edwards often exults of his correspondence with Mr. Moody, 
and of the information he received from the head office, some of which having reference to me. 

Inspector Newton heard my language to Mr. Moody, and I wish him to state what it was. 
- I beg, &c., 

JAMES BURNS. 
To Commissioner, 16/12/72.—J. hoGs. 
Inform that a day will be fixed after Christmas holidays.—J.R., 20/12/72. 
Mr. Burns informed, 23/12/72. 

 
THE COMMISSIONER FOR RAILWAYs .to MR. STATIOB-MASTER BURNS. 

- Department of Public Works, / 
Railway Branch, 
23 December, 1872. 

SIR, 
In reply to your letter of 9th November last, requesting that an investigation may be made 

into the charges of insubordination preferred against you by Mr. Moody, the Traffic Manager, which 
resulted in your being disrated, I have the honor to inform you that a day will. be  fixed for this purpose 
after the Christmas holidays, due notice of which will be communicated to you. 

I have, &c., - 
JOHN RAE, 
- Commissioner for Railways. 

No. 10. 
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No. 10. 

MTIcUTE PAPER. 

Memo, to Mr. Riggs. 

THE Minister has arranged to hear the case of Mr. Burns, station-master, on Friday, the 3rd January 
next, at 10 am. The following are the witnesses named by Mr. Burns :—Mail-guard Tighe, Guard Phelan, 
Dowling, Williams, Whipps, and Kerrigan; Guards Martin and Arms; William Burns, Inspector Newton. 

It is difficult to understand how all these witnesses can be required. Mr. Secretary Sutherland, 
however, has no desire that Mr. Burns should be prejudiced by the absence of any witnesses that he may 
consider necessary for his case, and you will therefore give any of the above, who are railway servants, 
permission to come to Sydney. If however it be found that the evidence of any one of these persons 
does not bear upon the point, his expenses to Sydney and his wages will have to be paid by Mr. Burns. 
Let him be informed of this. 

The 3rd January is named so as to get you over the holidays before taking away your employés. 

Mr. Higgs,—C.A.G., B.C., 28/12/72. Chief Clerk,—Mr. Burns informed.—J. RIGGS, 3/1/73. 
The Minister has named Friday, the 3rd January, to hear this case. Mr. Riggs has been informed, 

and requested to let Mr. Burns know, and to allow his witnesses, who are railway servants, to come to 
Sydney. The, expenses and wages of any witness whose evidence does not bear upon the point, but who is 
allowed to come in order that Mr. Burns' case should in no way be prejudiced, will have to be paid by 
Mr. Burns; otherwise, by the Department. 

Forwarded to Mr. Moody, who will please, in compliance with Mr. Sutherland's wish, attend at this 
office, with any evidence he may think necessary, at 10 am. on the day named.—C.A.G., B.C., 28/12/72. 

The Traffic Manager, Great Northern Railway, to The Chief Clerk, Railway Department. 

Traffic Manager's Office, 
Newcastle Station, 

Newcastle, 2 January, 1873. 
Sir, 

I beg to state that 'I have informed Mail-guard Tighe that his presence in Sydney is required 
in the "Burns" case. He states that he cannot attend only by the authority of the Postmaster General. 
The postmaster here cannot give him permission to attend. 

Yours obediently, 
J. RIGGS. 

Mr. Riggs will please return 72/4,481, in reference to Mr. Burns' witnesses. TJrgent.—C.A.G., B.C., 
3/1/73. To Chief Clerk,—Returned on the 3rd instant.—J. RIGGS, 4/1/73. 

It will be seen that I requested Mr. Riggs to give permission to the railway servants to come, not 
to order them to come. 

No railway servant should leave his employment on any pretext without first obtaining the sanction 
of his immediate superior. 

Mr. Riggs, it was stated by Inspector Newton, gave him directions to come to Sydney. Mr. Riggs 
has to do only with the Traffic Branch, and cannot direct an officer of any other branch. If proper disci-
pline is not observed, and established rules carried out, disorganization and confusion must ensue.— C.A.G., 
6/1/73. 

No. 11. 

MnurE PAPER. 

PAPERS in the case of Station-master Burns, removed for insubordination from East Maitland to Branxton, 
at a reduced salary 

R. Moody, Esq., complaining of insubordination of Station-master Burns, 4/10/72. Decision of 
Minister thereon, 5/10/72. 

Station-master Burns giving an account of his services in the Department (4/10/72), and requesting 
inquiry. (With this is put papers showing previous insubordination on the part of Mr. Burns.) 

Station-master Golder, reporting to Mr. Moody that Station-master Burns will not turn out of 
East Maitland Station. 

Mr. Burns' report thereon—that he is too ill to move at present-23/10/72. 
Commissioner's minute thereon—" That although Mr. Burns was unable to vacate house he was 

able to visit Sydney, apparently without leave, and that he must pay any expenses Mr. Golder was put to 
for hotel charges,-3/10/72." 

Mr. Riggs reported, on the 2/11/72, that the Minister's instructions had been carried out—the 
house vacated by Mr. Burns, and that he did n.ot give Mr. Burns leave to come to Sydney. 

James Burns to Commissioner for Railways, 9/11/72, further request for inquiry. Minister's 
decision thereon. "Fresh" inquiry. Mr. Burns to name his witness. 27/11/72. 

Mr. Burns naming ten witnesses— 
John Martin, guard. David Williams, permanent-way. 
Wiffiam Arms, Joseph Whipps, 
S. Phelan, James Kerigan, 
- Dowling, Nathan Munson, driver. 
John Tighe, mail-guard. Wm. Burns, baker, East Maitland. 

Mr. Moody's report that papers do not show the question to be inquired into. Until Mr. Byrnes 
states what parts of his report are incorrect it is impossible for him to say what witnesses may be necessary. 
The only persons present were—Mr. Burns, porter Edwards, guard Curran, and himself.-9/12/72. 

Minister's 



Minister's decision that case must be heard in Sydney. To avoid useless expense in bringing 
unnecessary witnesses to Sydney, Mr. Burns must limit the number of his witnesses to those who can 
give evidence on the one matter in reference to which he was disrated. He had better state what he 
proposes to prove or disprove by each witness.-1O/12/72. 

5. Mr: Burns preferring to dispense with Driver Munson, but retaining the following witnesses to 
prove :- 

Mail-guard Tighe ........... .... To prove he had not the slip posted up, and that he could 
not have exulted in exposing Mr. Moody's conduct. 

Guard Phelan .....................The latter part only of above—that he could not have 
exulted, &c. 

Dowling, Williams, Whipps, That Porter Edwards is not a reliable witness. 
Kerrigan. 

Martin, Arms .....................That Mr. Moody received letters from Porter Edwards. 
William Burns.....................That Porter Edwards often exults about his correspondence 

with Mr. Moody. 

Additional witness, not previously named, is Insjector Newton. Mr. Burns states that Mr. Newton 
heard his language to Mr. Moody. 

Minister's decision that inquiry will be held by him on Friday, the 3rd January, 'and that the 
expenses of all nnnecessary witnesses must be borne by Mr. Burns, if called by him. 

O.A.G., 28/12/72. 
Evidence taken at inquiry held by Minister herewith..-3/1/73. 

No. 12. 

REPORT OF THE INQUURY HELD ON 3RD JANUARY. 

Mxuvx PAPER. 

Re-hearing of case. Charge of insubordination against Station-master Burns. 

Present —The Minister, Mr. Moody, Mr. Burns, Mr. Goodchap. 
The Minister asked Mr. Burns where he was station-master? Mr. Burns answered,—Branxton, 

formerly at East Maitland; he was disrated to Branxton for insubordination. 
The Minister then called upon Mr. Moody to state what the insubordination consisted of. 
Mr. Moody stated that in September last I received directions from the Secretary for Public 

Works to proceed to the Great Northern Railway to arrange matters for the tour of His Excellency the 
Governor through the 'Hunter River District, and in the course of my duty I issued instructions for the 
maintenance of absolute subordination and discipline of the railway servants in the Traffic branch, with a 
view to obtain a ready obedience to any orders I might have thought proper to issue. 

On the 24th September, on running a special train with His Excellency the- Governor to Morpeth 
Station, I there received information that the station-master at East Maitland had got in his office—nailed 
up in his office—a paper printed, making some reference to myself. Instead of proceeding by :the boat, as 
I otherwise should have done, I received orders to proceed back to East Maitland and make inquiry from 
the station-master if he had such a paper, and to learn its purport. 
- In obedience to that order I did proceed by the return train to East Maitland, and in a very mild 
and becoming manner, and in a very low tone of voice, requested Mr. Burns, the station-master, to give me 
information on the subject. The conversation run as follows:-"  is it true, Mr. Burns, that you have been 
exhibiting a paper in your office having reference to an inquest at Windsor 9" He met me with a violent 
stamp of his foot and a shaking of his fist, and the words—" I don't know what you mean—you don't cow 
me." I replied, "I have nothing to cow you for; I want a reply to my question." He then replied in 
the same violent manner and loud tone—" Do you think I am a fool, man; ydu are not going to cow me." 
I then. said, "Please give me a memorandum paper will you, and I will ask you the question in writing." 
I saw the memo., book on the table, and wrote as follows 

"East Maitland Station, 24/9/72.. 
"Memo, to Station-master, East Maitland. 

"WILL station-master be so good as to explain under what iegulation, or by whose authority, or for 
what purpose an advertisement of an inquest held at Windsor was posted at the booking office of East 
Maitland? 

"R MOODY." 
Mr. Burns' reply is as follows :—Any paper posted up by me at any time, of course, to read at my 

convenience, and for that purpose only.—J.B., 24/9/72. 
Not being satisfied with that reply, I put another question in the following words :—Does Mr. 

Burns mean that it was only for his own use, and that he has not called the attention of others to it 9—
R MooDy, 24/9/72. Station-master, East Maitland 

Mr. Burns replied :—I do not understand-what Mr. Moody means by "it."—J.B., 24/9/72. 
I then put this straightforward question to him :—llas Mr. Burns had the paper referred to posted 

in the booking office P—H. MOODY, 24/9/72. Mr. Burns, Station-master, East Maitland. 
Mr. Burns' reply is as follows :—I may have had the paper in question posted; I do post up papers 

in the office often.—J.B., 24/9/72. 
Mr. Moody stated that was the case he had against Mr. Burns, and he believes a witness is in 

attendance who will prove it. 
- The above is a correct statement.—R. MooDy, 3/1/72. 
The Minister asked Mr. Burns whether the document referred to in the evidence of the Traffic 

Manager, and handed in, is in his handwriting? 
Mr. Burns replied that it was. - 

- The Minister informed Mr. Burns that he was at liberty to put any. question to Mr. Moody on the 
statement he had just made. 

.By 



By &. Burns to Mr. Mody. 

Q. You have charged me with having an advertisement posted up in the booking office? 
A. I do not charge you. I heard so, and endeavoured to obtain from you information on the question 
which the document handed in shows, and upon which I make my charge of insubordination. 
Q. When you entered the office what was the first question you put to me? 
A. I think the first remark made by me on entering the office was, ".Good morning Mr. Burns," and then 
followed the conversation already given. 
Q. Did I make any mark of obeisance to you when you entered the office? 
A. Nothing, except turning your back upon me. 
Q. Did I not put my riand to my hat? 
A.. I. cannot say. 
Q. Then you could not answer whether you acknowledged my salute? 
A. I do not recollect, but if I was saluted I should have returned it. 
Q. After entering the office what was the first conversation, and who commenced it? 
A. I believe I entered the office, looked round the walls, said "G-oocl morning," as I have stated, and not 
finding any such paper as I had heard of, I began the conversation by the words, as before stated, "Is it 
true Mr. Burns, &e" 
Q. I beg to ask you, Mr. Moody, whether the guard, Curran, was not the means of beginning the con- 
versation? 
A. Certainly not. 1 entered the office alone. The guard, however, stood at the door, but outside of it. 
Q. Did he not ask you whether you were ready to go? 
A. It is quite possible and would be very natural. 
Q. Did you not answer the guard that you could not go; the line was not clear? 
A. That is very likely, although I have no recollection of it. 
Q. Then did I not say to you the line is clear if you wish to go? 
A. That also is very likely; I have, however, no recollection of it. I went with one object in view, and I 
kept that before me, so that any excuse I might have made for detaining the train was to secure my 
object. 
Q. Did you not say to me, "How do you know the line is clear?" 
A. I have no recollection of anything of the kind. 
Q. Did I not then say that the ordinary trains had all gone, and if a special were on the way I would have 
intelligence of it by telegram? 
A. I had no such conversation that I can recollect, and I think I would have recollected it if it took place. 
Q. Did you not say to me, Mr. Moody, "had I got a written notice that a special was to run"? 
A. I have no recollection of any such conversation. It is very possible that I made some excuse to detain 
the train, but I have no recollection of the conversation. * 
Q. Did you not say, "Do you do business that way," in a very angry tone? 
A. I had no such conversation prior to my inquiry, and I have no recollection of one having taken place 
afterwards. 
Q. Did you not repeat the inquiry in a more angry tone,—" Do you do business that way"? 
A. I have already stated that 1 had no conversation of the kind. 
Q. Did you say to me, "Do you run specials without first having a written notice" P 
A. I have already more than once stated that I had no such conversation, and certainly not prior to my 
inquiry. 
Q. Did you not then ask me by whose authority, for what purpose, and by what by-law I had an advertise- 
ment referring to an inquest at Windsor posted up in the booking office? 
A. I have already stated that I asked you at first if it was true, &c., &c., and not after any previous 
conversation; and it was followed by the vritten memo, which is put in in evidence. 
Q. I ask again if you did not repeat the question commencing, "Is it true, &c." ? 
A. Perhaps I did. I might have repeated it. 
Q. When you asked the question first about the advertisement, can you tell me what I replied? 
A. I have already stated that your reply was, "You don't cow me" P 
Q. Did you not repeat for the third time the question comthencing "Is it true, &c" ? 
A. I might have done so. 
Q. Did I give you no answer at all? 
A. Yes; you gave me the answer 1 have already stated. 
Q. Did you not say on the platform near to the door of the office that you would teach me my duty, P 
A I did, undoubtedly. I have a clear recollection of it as I left the office. 
Q. Did you find me neglecting my duty? 
A. I do not know what you refer to;. but I may state that I consid'ed you were neglecting your duty 
in giving me the evasive and prevaricating replies to my question. 
Q. Were you satisfied that I did not know my duty? 
A. I did not make any inquiry into the matter further than the question before me. 
Q. How was it then that you were going to teach me my duty P 
A. My last reply but one supplies an answer to the question, viz., that you were neglecting your duty in 
giving me evasive and prevaricating replies, and acting in'an insubordinate manner. 
Q. When you said you would teach me my duty was it for that reason only? 
A. It was for that reason only. 
Q. Did you then charge me with insubordination? 
A. It is very likely I said I would bring your conduct before the Government as I had obtained the 
document put in for that purpose. 
Q. Did you charge me then with any improper language? 
A. Not that I am aware, beyond what I have already stated. 
Q. Did you then charge me with anything whatever? 
A. I do not know that I did. If. I had done so I should have given it you in writing, as I saw that you 
were too much excited for conversation. 
Q. Then you acknowledge that you made no charge against me on that occasion? . 
A. I do not know as I have already stated. 

Q. 
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Q. May I ask why you did, riot make a charge.? 
A. I make, my charges to the Minister for Public Works, and have now done so at his request before you. 
Q. Is it not the practice when charges are brought against an officer that he is made aware of them, and 
afforded an opportunity of rebutting them if he is able? 
A. That is a matter dealt with by the head of the Department, bufrmn the present ease the charge and the 
defence (if any) are shown on the documents bearing your own signature, the question being put to you 
to enable you to explain. 
Q. Are you aware that I have had no opportunity of rebutting the charges brought against me? 
A. There is only one charge made against you of insubordination, and you have been afforded the fullest 
latitude in cross-examining me upon my statement. I understand that this investigation is at your request, 
and I do not know that a better opportunity could be afforded you. 

The above evidence is correctly taken. 

B. MOODY. 

Guard Curran called in :- 

To the ,]Minister. 

I am guard on the Great Southern Line. I was at the North when the visit of His Excellency the 
Governor took place in September last. -. 

By JWi. Moothj. 
Q. Did you remember anything that took place at the East Maitland Station, between myself and the 
station-master, on the 24th September last. 
A. Yes; we went to Morpeth and returned to East Maitland, and stopped short of the main line to allow 
the passenger train from West Maitland to pass. The Traffic Manager, Mr. Moody, called my attention 
to come into the station to see the station-master, as I thought about the time of the train starting. As 
soon as I got into the office door, I heard the Traffic Manager say to Mr. Burns, "What is the reason you 
did allow an advertisement to be posted up in your office contrary to the rules and regulations ?" Mr. 
Burns flew into a great passion, and. asked .the Traffic Manager if he thought he was a fool, and was very 
violent, and I thought Mr. Burns was going to strike Mr. Moody, he was so excited, so I considered it 
best to remain to prevent an assault. 
Q. How long was it from the time of the arrival of the train from Morpeth till you were called round to 
the station. 
A. About 10 minutes as near as I can remember. 
Q. How long had I been with the station-master previous to your being called? 
A. I think nearly 'the whole of the time. 
Q. Who went with me to the station-master's office? 
A. I went with you. 
Q. Did I go anywhere else before I went to the station-master's? 
A. I did not see you go anywhere. 
Q. Had I been out of your sight from the time we arrived until I went into the station-master's office? 
A. No, not to my knowledge. 
Q. How long was it from the time I entered the station-master's office till I called you? 
A. I was not aware that you were in the station-master's office at all, till you called me, as you were in 
my sight all the time. 
Q. Was there any other person on the platform near the office door when I went to the station-master? 
A. No. Inspector Newton wa .at some distance off, but when I came out of the office he was walking 
towards me, and was about eight yards off. 
Q. Did he make any statement to you? - 
A. He asked me what was the matter? I said the station-master here is very excited about a civil 
question put to him by the Traffic Manager, about the Windsor case,—and I remained, fearing an assault. 
He replied, "I thought it was something of the kind." 
Q. Did the inspector say why he was so far away? 
A. He said he thought there would be a disturbance and walked away, s he did not wish to have anything 
to do with it. 
Q. Can you say how long we were at t'lie station altogether? 
A. About twenty minutes, as I would not start the train until ten minutes after the other train had 
started. 
Q. Are you aware of a long conversation .1 had with the station-master before I asked the question about 
posting the ad.vertisemen?  
A. No, I am not. 
Q. If I had a long conversation would you have heard it? 
A. Yes, I am sure I would. 
Q. When at the station, who did I speak to on that day? 
A. You were most of the time alongside of the train; 'I was watching you to get orders about starting, 
and you did not speak to any one, except Mr. Burns, and a passing word with Mr. Newton, and with 
some one inside the station. 
Q. Did I talk to Mr. Burns, except in your presence? 
A. No, you did not. 
Q. When I spoke to Mr. Burns did I speak in a loud tone of voice, or in my natural tone? 
A. No, you did not, and in no way abrupt. 
Q. Did I do anything or say anything to put Mr. Burns in the excited state you have described? 
A. No. Mr. Burns appeared to get excited without any cause—raised his voice, and by his manner I 
thought he was going to strike you. 
Q. From first to last did I speak to Mr. Burns in an excited or loud tone? - 
A. No. And I remarked to Mr. Newton, when I came out of the office, about the conduct of the station-
master to the Traffic Manager, and said he could not care much about his billet to talk in the way he had. 

293—B . ' , By 
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By M. Burns.. 

Q. You admit you were close to Mr. Moody during the whole time he was at the station? 
A. Yes; I kept him in sight. 
Q. Do you mean to say that you followed him so closely? 
A. Yes. 
Q. And that you could hear everything that transpired between us? 
A. Yes, certainly. 
Q. Did you enter the office immediately upon Mr. Moody doing so? - 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you not lean against the door? 
A. Yes; inside the door. 
Q. Did you ask Mr. Moody if he was ready to go? 
A. I did; after it was all over. 
Q. What did Mr. Moody say to you in answer? 
A. "See the station-master and ask him if the line is clear." I did so; and you replied the line is clear. 
On looking, however, I found that the line was not clear, as the train was not five minutes gone; and we 
did catch the train before reaching Newcastle. 
Q. You asked me the question about the train? 
A. Yes, I did. 
Q. And you could not go because the line was not clear? 
A. I could not and I would not have gone if you had ordered me, as the line was not clear. 
Q. You say the train had not been five minutes gone? 
A. Yes. You did not know, as you were so excited; but I knew, as I had been watching and took the 

time. 
Q. And this was after all the conversation between myself and Mr. Moody had taken place? 

A. Yes. 
Q. Did you not say previously that you were only twenty minutes at the station altogether? 

A. Yes; and I say so now. 
Q. Did Mr. Moody not say the line was not clear? 
A. No; he told me to see you about it. 
Q. Did you hear Mr. Moody ask me whether I had an order about a special running? 
A. I think Mr. Moody did make some remark like that to you; and the answer you gave was that you 
had not received it. 
Q. Did you hear Mr. Moody ask me whether specials were run without notices? 
A. I did not. 
Q. Did you hear Mr. Moody put a question to me in, these words—" Do you do business that way ?" 

A. No. 
Q. Did you hear Mr. Moody ask me to send a telegram? 
A. I did. The telegram was to go to the next station, telling them the train was following. 

The above evidence is correctly taken. 
M. J. CUIAN, 3/1/73. 

Mn. Burns stated that as the evidence givefl only had reference to his conduct towards Mr. Moody on 
the occasion of his asking him about the 'advertisement, said to have been posted in the booking office, and 
not with reference to posting that advertisement, he had no witnesses to call. 

Mr. Burns stated that the insubordination with which he was charged arose out of the accusation 
that he had posted the advertisement in the booking office. 

The above is a correct statement. 
JAMES BU1N. 

No. 13. 

Mnum PAPEn. 

I uvn carefully considered the evidence taken before me on the 3rd instant in the rehearing of the case 
against Mr. Station-master Burns for insubordination, as exhibited in his replies, both oral and written, to 
inquiries put to him by Mr. Moody, the Traffic Manager, and for which he was disrated in October last. 

Mr. Burns stated before me that the insubordination in question arose out of the accusation that 
he had posted a certain advertisement, reflecting upon the character of Mr. Moody, in the railway booking 
office, at East Maitland, and that he was under the impression that it would have been necessary for him 
to have called witnesses to disprove that he had. posted the paper in question. Some friends of Mr. Burns 
have since represented to me that he feels aggrieved that he was not called upon to offer the evidence 
alluded to, and considers that the case is prejudiced thereby. 

The question whether Mr. Burns did or did not post up the paper is a distinct one, and did not 
influence me in deciding upon his conduct as displayed in his written replies to Mr. Moody's inquiries. On 
reading those replies, however, no one, I think, could arrive at any other conclusion than that ample 
evidence is ,afforclecl thereby that Mr. Burns did post up in his office the paper in question. If he was 
innocent of having done so, why did he not reply to Mr. Moody's inquiries—which the evidence, shows 
were put inoffensively in a straightforward manner and by a direct negative? His ambiguous and equivocat-
lug answers, besides being insubordinate, are tantamount to an admission of the charge. 

Mr. Moody at the inquiry rested his complaint on the insubordination shown by Mr. Burns in the 
replies, both oral and written, he gave to his inquiries, and did not press the charge out of which Mr. Burns 
says the insubordination arose, and which if proved would certainly be a great aggravation of the offence 
for which he was punished. 

As, however, Mr. Burns now denies that he exhibited the paper, and is desirous of being allowed 
an opportunity of rebutting the charge, I am disinclined to deny him the means of doing so as it is foreign 
to my views and feelings that any officer should remain even under an implied accusation if he can prove 
that he is free from same. 

. I 
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I will hold the inquiry on Tuesday, the 21st instant, at 10 o'clock. Let Mr. Burns be informed, 
and Mr. Riggs may give leave to any employés in the Traffic Branch whom Mr. Burns may desire to bring 
to Sydney as his witnesses. Mr. Whitton may be asked to do the same as regards employés in his depart-
ment. Inform Mr. Moody. 

JOHN SUTHERLAND, 
11 January, 1873. 

(72/233.) Memo. to Mr. Whitton. (72/234.) Memo, to Mr. Moody. Have these been 
sent ?.—C.A.G., 15/1/73. Yes.—L.P.I., 10/1/73. Now forwarded to Mr. Riggs who will be so good 
as to show this paper to Mr. Burns for his perusal. Mr. Riggs will grant leave as requested'—C.A.G., 
B.C., 16/1/72. Mr. Burns to See.—J. Hiens, 17/1/73. The witnesses are limited to the Railway 
Departments, and I beg to name,the following :- 

Tiaffic Branch—John Martin. Engineers' Branch—Inspector Newton. 
William Arms. David Williams. 
S. Phelan. Joseph Whipps. 
S. Dowling. 

J.B., 18/1/ 73. 
To Commissioner,—Mr. Burns informed.—J. Hicns, 21/1/73: 

Government Railways.—Minute Paper. 
Mx. Burns, station-master at Branxton, is to be allowed an opportunity of rebutting a charge of miscon-
duct brought against him; and the case is to be heard in Sydney before the Minister, on Tuesday, the 
21st instant, at 10 o'clock. Should. Mr. Burns wish to call witnesses who may be employed in the.Loco-
motive and Permanent-way Branch, Mr. Whitton is requested to have the goodness to give leave to such 
men to come to Sydney for the purpose. 

Will Mr. Whitton please send the paper to the North early. 
By the Minister's order, 

- C.A.G.,pro Commissioner, 14/1/73. 

Governinient Bailways.—Minute Paper. 
THE Traffic Manager is informed that the Minister has decided to hear the charge against Mr. Burns in 
connection with the posting of a paper (reflecting upon the character of Mr. Moody) in the booking 
office, East Maitland, in order that Mr. Burns, at his special request, may be afforded an opportunity of 
rebutting the same. 

The inquiry will take place at this office, on Tuesday, the 21st instant, at 10 o'clock. Mr. Moody 
will have the goodness to attend and if there be any witnesses at the north, whom Mr. Moody would like 
to be examined on the point, they will be instructed to attend if he will furnish their names, &c. 

C.A.G., B.C., 14/1/73. 

To Chief Clerk,—Porters Geo. Wise and J. P. Edwards both, I believe, at East Maitland.—
RM., 15/1/73. 

Telegram sent to Mr. Higgs.-17/1/73. 

-Telegram from The Chief Clerk, Railway Department, to The Traffic Manager, Northern Railway. 
17 January, 187. 

SEE that Geo. Wise and J. P. Edwards, porters at East Maitland, come to Sydney by to-morrow's boat 
and report themselves at this office on Monday morning. 

Telegram from The Assistant Manager, Newcastle, to the Chief Clerk, Railway Department. 
18 January, 1873. 

SOME of Mr. Burns' witnesses refuse to attend inquiry without orders. Shall I order them to do so? 
Reply by wire. 

TELL them if they can aid Mr. Burns in his defence they should not hesitate to come, but you cannot 
order them to come. 

Telegram from The Assistant  Manager, Newcastle, to The Chief Clerk, Railway Department. 
20 January, 1873. 

Mx. Station-master Burns will not be in Sydney to-morrow, owing to the man sent to relieve him missing 
the train. Shall I instruct him to attend on Wednesday morning? Reply by telegraph. 

Telegram from The Chief Clerk, Railway Department, to The Traffic Manager, Northern Railway. 
- 20 January, 1873. 

LET Burns be here on Wednesday morning, without fail. 

No. 14. 
GOVERNMENT RAILwAYs—MINuTE PAPER. 

24 January, 1873. 
Mx. BuRNs saw the Minister in regard to the hearing of this case. He stated that although the men he 
wished to have examined had received permission to come to Sydney from the heads of their departments, 
some of them had not come, and that he had only two witnesses present, viz., Whipps and Kerrigan, and 
that he was placed at great disadvantage thereby. I -  

Most of the witnesses required by Mr. Burns are men, guards of trains, who cannot well be spared 
from duty, more especially at the present time, when special trains are running at the North for the 
holidays. 

After 
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After considering several ways of meeting the difficulty, the Minister decided to postpone the 
hearing of the case for a week or two, and would then either go to Maitland to hear the case or make 
arrangements for bringing the witnesses down with as little inconvenience as possible. 

Mr. Burns said he preferred the case being postponed as proposed rather than proceed with it 
under present circumstances. 

C.A.G., 
Chief Clerk. 

MINUTE OF THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC Woints. 

I PurPosE hearing this case on Saturday, the 8th February, at 2 o'clock p.m., at Maitland. Let Mr. 
Burns know, and also Mr. Moody. All witnesses required-to be in readiness at Maitland, at the day and 
time named. 

J.S., 31/1/73. 
(73/482.) Memo. to Mr. Moody. (73/483.) Memo, to Trafc Manager, North. 

Government Railways— Minute Paper. 

Mr. Burns' case— Insubordination when Station-master at East Maitland. 
Mu. SECRETARY Sutherland has decided to hear this case at Maitland on Saturday, the 8th February, at 
2 o'clock p.m. Mr. Burns has been so informed through Mr. Riggs, and instructed to have his witnesses 
in attendance. It is hoped that Mr. Moody will have sufficiently 'recovered to attend the inquiry, and will 
be ready with the witnesses he wishes to have examined. 

I 
Porters Wise and Edwards will be informed. 

C.A.G., 1/2/73. 

Mr. Richardson will have the goodness to send this on to Mr. Moody.—C.A.G., B.C. 1/2/73. 
Chief Clerk,_LThe present state of my health, I regret to say, will not admit of my being present 

at the inquiry. The only witnesses necessary to prove the case are Wise and Edwards.—R. MooDY, 6/2/73. 

Government Railways—Minute Paper. 

Mr. Burns' case—Charge of insubordination. 
Mn. SECRETARY Sutherland has decided that he will hear the above case at Maitland, on Saturday, the 
8th February, at 2 o'clock p.m. Mr. Riggs will have the goodness to let Mr. Burns know at once, in 
order that all his witnesses may be in attendance. All witnesses required by Mr. Burns, Mr. Higgs will 
instruct to attend, if in the Traffic Branch. 

Let all the witnesses be in attendance on the day and hour named. Mr. Higgs to see that all 
requisite arrangements are made. 

C.A.G., B.C., 1/2/73. 

Porters Wise and Edwards to be informed. - 
Mr. Burns informed. I beg to forward herewith a list of witnesses required by Mr. Burns. 

presume it will be held at East Maitland.—J. HIGGs, 4/2/73. 
Secretary to General Post Office asked to allow Mail-guard Tighe to attend.-5/2/73. 
Mr. Quodling, with reference to locomotive and permanent-way men.—C.A.G., 5/2/73. 
Attended to.—W.H.Q., 5/2/73.. 

The Commissioner for Railways to The Secretary to the General Post Office. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, 

V Sydney, 5 February, 1873. 
Sir4  

I have the honor to inform you that Mr. Burns, Station-master at Branxton, Great Northern 
Railway, has sent in the name of Mail-guard Tighe as a witness in his behalf at an inquiry into a charge 
of misconduct, which is to be held at Maitland on Saturday next, the 8th instant, at 2 o'clock p.m. 

Ihave to request that Mail-guard Tighe may receive permission to attend this inquiry as a witness 
on behalf of Mr. Burns. 
- . I have, &c., 

JOHN RAE, 
Commissioner for Railways. 

No. 15. 
REP01IT or INQUIRY. 

(C.) 
8 February, 1873. 

INQUIRY into charge brought against Mr. Burns for haing posted in the booking office of the Railway 
Station, iEtst Maitland, a paper reflecting upon the character of Mr. Moody, with a view to degrade him in 
the eyes of the employés, and to weaken his authority. 

Present—The Minister, Mr. Goodchap, Mr. Riggs, Mr. Burns. 

The Minister explained the object of the inquiry, and the disadvantage, in respect of eliciting the 
evidence, he was under in consequence of the absence, through illness, of Mr. Moody, who was best 
acquainted with the facts of the case. V  

He then called upon the chief clerk to read his minute, authorizing the inquiry. 
Minute of the 11th January read, and subsequent minute, postponing the inquiry, and directing it 

to be held at Maitland. V 

V • Geo. 
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Geo. Wise called in and examined by the Minister :- 

I am goods porter at East Maitland; I have been nine or ten years in the Service. 
Q. Do you remember the visit of His Excellency the Governor to the Blunter IRiver District? 
A. I do. 
Q. Did anybody in particular have any conversation with you in reference to a paper in which an account 
of an inquest at Windsor was contained? 
A. 'Yes. 
Q. Will you give the particulars of that conversation, as it took place? 
A. It was on the Sunday,  evening previous to the Governor going to Morpeth. Mr. Burns and I were 
going along the platform—going home, Mr. Burns said to me—" Martin promised to bring me the paper 
with the Windsor case in it, and'didn't bring it." I told hiin'I could let him have the pape, and he said 
that he would put it up in the office to let Mr. Moody see if some of them on the line were frightened of 
him—that he was not; and on the Monday morning I gave him the paper as he passed the shed. 
Q. Did the Traffic Manager (Mr. Moody) have any conversation with you on the subject when at Maitland? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you see the paper you refer to posted up at the station? 
A. No, I was not down at the station at the time it was alleged to be posted. 
Q. Then, do I understand that you gave the Traffic Manager no information in regard to this matter? 
A. None whatever. 
Q. Have you any other information to give in connection with this case. I wish to elicit the whole truth; 
but, being unacquainted with what evidence you can offer, I must leave it to you to state what you know? 
A. I have nothing further to add. 

Cr089-examined by J1&. Burns. 
Q. Was it a newspaper you referred to in your evidence? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Which paper was it? 
A. sydney fJ1orning Herald. 
Q. You don't know the date? 
A. No, I do not. 
Q. Did you consider 1 had any malice towards Mr. Moody? 
A. I formed no opinion on the subject. 
Q. That was on the Sunday evening that I asked the question? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Was the paper your own? 
A. It was not mine, but I had the loan of it. 
Q. Had you the paper in your possession when I asked you for it? 
A. No, not on my person. 
Q. Did you not run over to Mr. Deihony for it while I waited to get it? 
A. I don't recollect that I did; I think It had it at the time at the shed; 
Q. Did you know the object for which I wanted the paper? 
A. I can say nothing further than what you told me. 
Q. Did you see Mr. Scholey and tell him of the paper being posted in the office? 
A. No. 
Q. Will you swear that? 
A. Yes, as I was not aware the paper was posted. 
Q. Are you aware that such a report was abroad? 
A. I am aware that many false reports are abroad in connection with this case. 
Q. Then you deny that you told Mr. Scholey that you gave me the paper, and that I had it posted up in 
the office? 
A. I deny it. 
Q. And that Mr. Scholey rode to Morpeth and told Mr. Moody of it? 
A. I am not aware of what Mr. Scholey did. 
Q. Then you assert that if any person has said that you had a knowledge of this he has not spoken the 
truth? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did anyone tell you that I had a slip or an advertisement posted up in the room? 
A. Yes. 
Q. 'Who told you? 
A. Porter Edwards. - 
Q. To whom did you give any information on this subject? 
A. I only spoke to Porter Edwrds of what I knew of the subject, and that was since the first inquiry. 
Q. Can you tell what date this was? 
A. No, I did not take notice. 
Q. Did you give Edwards to understand that you were willing to go to Sydney to give evidence on the 
subject P 
A. There was nothing said that I am aware of about going to Sydney. 

To the Atinister. 
It was through what young Mr. Burns said that I volunteered to give evidence, and I told Porter Edwards 
what I was prepared to state. - 

By Mr. Burns. 

Q. Are you aware that Porter Edwards wrote a letter to Sydney stating that you would willingly come to 
sydney to prove the posting up of the slip in the office? 
A. I am not aware. 
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By the Minister. 

Q. What Mr. Burns did you allude to when you said that you would give evidence in consequence of what 
he said? 
A. Mr. Burns, junr., who is a tradsman-in East Maitland. It was in consequence of this Mr. Burns 
having stated something in connection with this case detrimental to my character and that of Porter 
Edwards that I volunteered to give evidence on the subject. 
Q. It was for the purpose then of protecting your own character that you volunteered the evidence? 
A. Yes; to rebut what Mr. Burns had stated in the town. 
Q. What was in the paper which Mr. Burns required of you, and which you lent him? 
A. The inquest upon the body of Porter Dugdale, held at Windsor. 

Further cross-examined by Mr. Burns. 
Q. Were you not charged before I left East Maitland of having been the means of conveying to Mr. Moody 
through Mr. Scholey of my having had posted u the paper alluded to? 
A. I was asked by you if I had acen the paper up in your office. I said, "No, as I was not down there." 
I may have been asked if I had conveyed the information, but I was certainly never charged with it, until 
Mr. Burns, junr., stated that I had done so. - 
Q. Did I not tell you, when you denied to me that you had conveyed the information, that Porter Edwards 
said that you had done so? 
A. I cannot say that you said so then, but you have said that Porter Edwards did say so. 

I have had the above evidence read to me, and it is correctly taken. 
GEO. WISE, 8/2/73. 

Porter Edwards called in and examined by the Minister :- 
My name is J. P. Edwards; I am porter on this station. 
Q. Do you remember the visit of His Excellency to this district? 
A. Yes, Sir. 
Q. Do you remember any particular occurrence which took place at this station in connection with an 
inquest held at Wiiidsor? 
A. I recollect Mr. Moody, Traffic Manager, returning from Morpeth to this station. Directly he got out 
of the train, he went straight into the booking-office. I happened to be outside, and I heard Mr. Burns 
state to Mr. Moody that he was not going to be cowed by him; the door was then closed by a Sydney 
guard as there were high words passing inside. Subsequently, Mr. Moody called me, and in accordance 
with his instructions I made a copy of a question put by Mr. Moody to Mr. Burns, as to the authority 
under which he had posted up a certain advertisement in his office. 
Q. Did you see anything with reference to an inquest held at Windsor, posted up in Mr. Burns' office? 
A. I did. 
Q. Will you describe what you saw? 
A. The Herald containing the account of the inquest was so folded as to show the account of the inquest 
only, and was nailed to the wall over the mantel-shelf with wire nails, 212--inch,  nailed top and bottom, the 
length of the advertisement being about 16* inches long between the nails. 
Q. Are there any marks on the wall where you say it was nailed up? 
A. Yes, they are there now. 

[Mr. Sutherland, Mr. Goodchap, Mr. Burns, and Mr. Higgs, visited the room in which the adver-
tisement is said to have been posted up, and Porter Edwards pointed out the alleged nail marks, which 
were clearly visible.] 

Q. Have you any further statement to make? 
A. Only to say that the first person I mentioned the matter to was Guard Martin, who came up by the 
mid-day train. 
Q. Did you make any report on this subject to Mr. Moody while he was at East Maitland? 
A. No ; neither directly nor indirectly, but Mr. Moody, after coming out of the office where he had accused 
Mr. Burns of having posted this advertisement, said to me, "Did you ever hear of such a foolish action," 
and I replied, "I think it was very foolish, and I shall get the credit of this," that is, of giving Mr. Moody 
the information; but he replied, "No, you will not, for I heard of it at Morpeth. 
Q. Do you know anything further? 
A. No, I do not. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Burns. 
Q. You say it was a newspaper I posted up? 
A. Yes; the .Herald. 
Q. Will you swear there were two nails in it? 
A. I will—the nails were top and bottom and so conspicuous that my attention was drawn to then' 
Q. Who drew your attention to them? 
A. No one—the thing was so conspicuous I could not fail to see it. 
Q. What time in the day did you see it first? 
A. About half-past 11 am. 
Q. What time in the day did you see it last? 
A. Not afterwards—I did not go into the office afterwards. 
Q. How often did you see it up? 
A. Only that once. 
Q. What day was that—can you tell the date? 
A. No; it was one of the days the Governor was up. 
Q. Did I draw your attention to the paper? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you see me draw the attention of anyone else to it? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you not report to Mr. Moody that the slip was posted ? 
A. No: 
Q. Did you not write letters to Mr. Moody almost daily? 
A. No. Q. 
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Q. Did you inform Mr. Moody that I had a slip posted up in the office? 
A. No; only in the way I have said. 
Q. Did you inform Mr. Moody that I was exulting to the public and to the Service that I was able to 
expose his conduct? - 
A. No. 
Q. You did not tell Mr. Moody how long that slip was posted up? 
A. No; I never was asked. 
Q. Do you know how Mr. Moody got the information? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you never tell anyone how he obtained it? 
A. No, not positively; but I have probably suggested many ways in which he could have obtained the 
information. 
Q. Then you'did not tell anyone that Porter Wise told Mr. Scholey that the slip was posted up, and that 
Mr. Scholey went to Morpeth and informed Mr. Moody? 
A. I may have suggested that this was the way Mr. Moody obtained the information, but I could not say 
so for certain, as I did not know. 
Q. Did you write to anyone in the Railway Department the following letter :-- 

Dear Sir, 
"I have heard several persons say that Burns has told them that he never nailed up the paper 

in the office. I know a party that he asked several times to procure, and he did do so, the paper with it 
in, and he then said he wanted it to post up, to show that he was not frightened of Mr. Moody, as a great 
many were on the line. The person is willing to go to Sydney to prove it if necessary. Of course I hope 
and trust he may not get satisfaction ; he only deserves to be dismissed; his books are enough; he nailed 
it up over the chimney-piece However you understand it all without me." 

Mr. Burns handed in the document from which he had read. 
Mr. Sutherland said that the document bore no signature or date, and asked Mr. Burns if he could 

produce the original. Mr. Burns, in reply, called in James Burns, junior, relieving station-master. 

To the .Minister. 

Q. Have you the original of that document (Document handed in by A&. Burns)? 
A. I.have the blotting-paper on which it was blotted and will produce it. (Blotting-paper produ;ced.) 

The Minister to Porter Edwards (handing him the blotting-paper referred to). 

Q. Do you recognize that as the copy of any document you sent to anyone? 
A. Yes; it is my writing. 

By -Mr. Burns. 

Q. You acknowledge to have written that letter? 
A. I say that that is my handwriting. 
Q. That document refers to me? 
A. Yes; it states your name; it is of a late date. 
Q. What was the object of-that letter? 
A. The main object of that letter was to let the Department in Sydney know that I was not the only 
witness who could prove the document was posted. 
Q. Did you think you were performing your duty in writing that letter? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you conbider it was for the good of the Department? 
A. Yes; and for my own protection. 
Q. Do the by-laws not say that reports respecting railway business must be sent through the senior officer? 
A. Yes; but this was a private letter. 
Q. Then you consider that I should have been dismissed? 
A. That is my private opinion. 
Q. May I ask what I have done to be dismissed? 
A. I decline to answer; it is not for me to say. 

By the Minister. 

Q. Befbre you sent that letter, to which reference has been made, were you actuated thereto by any per-
secution in connexion with this case, as you have stated it was-for your own protection? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Will you state what you were afraid of? 
A. I have been persecuted in connection with this case. I have been pointed at as an informer. Mr. 
Burns and his sons have treated me with the greatest contempt. My conduct has been misreported, and 
my character has been prejudiced thereby. Visitors to the station, who formerly used to speak to me, 
have been prejudiced, and now pass me by, and I wished to show that I did not give the information, and 
that others knew of the occurrence besides myself. My children have been insulted in Church by one of 
Mr. Burns' sons, who stated tauntingly, "We will see you out of that," and other similar remarks. My 
wife has remonstrated with him for so speaking to the children. 
Q. Then, if I understand you aright, the reason you srote that letter was that Mr. Burns and his friends 
have shown animosity towards you in this matter. 
A. Yes; guards and porters on the line have conceived a bad opinion of me in consequence of what Mr. 
Burns has stated. 
Q. Have you any objection to state who the guards and, porters are to whom you allude? 
A. It is not one or two—it is general throughout the line. 

I have heard this evidence read over to me—it is correctly taken. 
JAS. P. EDWARDS, 8/2/73. 

.Further questioned by Mr. Burns. 

Q. Do you refer to me as having ill-treated you, or to my sons? 
A. To both. I have repeatedly complained of the manner in which you have treated inc. I told you I 
was not the informer, and that I would write to Mr. Moody on the subject. 
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Q. To whom did you complain? 
A. To you. I came into the office to complain, and to explain to you that 1 was not the person who gave 
the information. 
Q. Was it on the eyening that Mr. Moody left that you corn plain.ed.? 
A. Yes. 

By the 21nister. 
Q. Did you complain at any other time? 
A. No. 

Q. Who told you that I complained? 
By Mr. Burns. 

 
A. No one; I gathered it from your conduct. 
Q. Then you deny most emphatically that you gave the information to Mr. Moody? 
A. Yes, neither direcfly nor indirectly, as I have told you before. 

This further evidence is correctly taken. 
JAS. P. EDWARDS, 8/2/73. 

On behalf of Mr. Burns, Mr. Whipps, ganger, was called in and examined. 

By the Minister. 
Q. What is your name? 
A. Joseph Whipps. 
Q. What position do you hold? 
A. Ganger; length of service, between ten and eleven years. 
Q. State what you know of the case 

Mr. Whipps stated :—I was at work close to the station, and Porter Edwards came down where I 
was at work, and he said to me did I not think Mr. Burns was very foolish to stick a slip up, or a paper, 
in his office, in reference to a case that was tried at Windsor coroner's inquest. I told him I knew nothing 
about the case, and had heard nothing of it. He stated Mr. Burns blamed him for reporting the circum-
stance to Mr. Moody; and he stated, "I call God to witness that I never mentioned to Mr. Moody 
anything in reference to the slip." 

By the Minister. 
Q. What day do you refer to? 
A. Oti the day His Excellency was here, or the day after. 

Statement proceeded with:-"  He (Porter Edwards) came a day or two afterwards and made a 
statement, saying, lie was glad to think he was clear of the accusation that was made as regards him and 
Mr. Burns, for he had heard that Porter Wise had made a statement to Mr. Scholey, and Mr. Scholey 
rode to Morpeth and informed Mr. Moody, and that would clear him of the imputation put on him—that 
he was the informer. This is all I know of the case. 

By Mr. Burns. 

Q. When I returned, from Sydney after the first examination, did Porter Edwards come to you and say, 
"Is not the fact of my not having been called to Sydney conclusive evidence that I was not the person who 
gave the information to Mr. Moody"? 
A. To my knowledge he did not. - 
Q. Did he even once or twice to you say that he never communicated to Mr. Moody the fact of the slip 
being posted up in the office? 
A. He did—on one or two occasions—he called God to witness that he did not give the information. 
Q. Do you remember being present at the goods station when I asked Porter Wise whether it was true, 
as stated by Porter Edwards, that he had given the information about the slip to Mr. Scholey, who had told 
Mr. Moody of it. 
A. I perfectly remember this. 
Q. Did you hear the answer given by Wise? 
A. Yes, I did. The answer was that he did not inform Mr. Scholey about the matter. 
Q. What did Ithen say? 
A. You called the attention of myself and two or three other men to the above question and answer. 
Q. Did I ask you and the other men to state what Porter Edwards said as to how Mr. Moody got the 
information? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Don't you remember I called Wise's attention to hear what Porter Edwards had said to you about 
him (Wise) ? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you ever see me exhibiting a slip of an inquest held at Windsor? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you ever hear me at any time commenting upon the conduct of Mr. Moody, with the intention to 
degrade him? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you ever see anyone with a slip of the inquest alluded to? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you ever see anyone with a newspaper with the inquest in? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Who was it? 
A. Porter Edwards, in the porter's room; it was the Sydney Morning Herald. 
Q. Did he call your attention to it? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Were any remarks made upon it? 
A. No, except the one made by myself, that it was the first time I had seen it. 

This evidence has been read over to me and it is correctly taken. 
JOSEPH WHIPPS, 8/2/73. 

Further 
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Further çuestions by the Minister. 

Q. How many times a day are you in the porter's room? 
A. Sometimes not once. 
Q. How many times a day are you in the station-master's room? 
A. Sometimes not at all. 
Q. What is your business in the station-master's room, and how often are you there? 
A. Sometimes not for a week together. I sometimes go to the door to say a word to the station-master, 
or to see the time; when I go into the room it is to receivemy wages; this I do twice a month. 
Q. Then a paper might be put up in that room for a week together and you would not see it? 
A. Yes. 

This evidence is correct. 
JOSEPI-I WHIPPS, 8/2/73. 

J. Kerrigan called in :- 

£xa'mined by the Minister. 

My name is James Kerrigan; situation, fettler; service, two years last October. I have come to give 
evidence in the case of Mr. Burns. 

State what you know :- 

Previous to His Excellency's visit to this district, I met Porter Edwards on the platform.. I{e said 
to me, "Isn't Burns a fool to have that paper in his office ?" (in allusion to the inquest at Winclsoi', which he 
bad read to me the day before). "Don't you think," he said, "that he is doing wrong in so doing ?" I replied, 
"I know nothing about it "; he read the evidence in the inquest on Dugdale's case, and gave the paper to me. 
The following evening he asked me did I destroy the paper; I told him it was over at the house—I would 
look for it. The paper was torn, but I handed it as it was to Porter Edwards, who tore out the part 
relating to the inquest, and said I might do what I liked with the rest of the paper, which he handed back 
to me. After Mr. Moody left the office on that day (I mean the day His Excellency went to Morpeth) 
Edwards said to me, "Mr. Moody has had a row with Mr. Burns over the paper he had in the office." 
He said, "I know he will blame me for it." I said, "If you are not guilty you ought to tell him so." 
He said, " I never gave any information to Mr. Moody; it was Geo. Wise who told Scholey, who rode 
to Morpeth and told Mr. Moody." - 

I have nothing more to add, except that Porter Edwards has repeatedly said since that it was not 
he who gave the information. 

Questions by Mr. Burns. 

Q. Did I ever exhibit a slip or speak disparagingly of Mr. Moody? 
A. Never in my hearing. 
Q. Edwards was the only one who showed you the account of the inquest? 
A. Yes. 

By time .Minister. 

Q. How many houri a day are you in the copany of the station-master? - 
A. Not one hour during working hours. 
Q. Are you ever in his office during working hours? 
A. No. 
Q. Could be have the slip or paper posted up in his office without your seeing it, and spe'ak disparagingly 
of Mr. Moody without your being aware of it? 
A. Yes, certainly. 

This evidence has been read over to me and is correctly taken. 
JAMES KER1UIGAN, 8/2/73. 

Hy. King called in:— 
IN reply, to Minister he said,—My name is Henry King; I am a railway labourer on the permanent-
way;  I have been a little over two years this time; I have come here on Mr. Burns' case. 

State what you know of it. 
Mr. Edwards came to us, "the gang," and said that he was accused of being an informer against 

Mr. Burns in putting up the slip of paper in the office; but he said, as God was his judge, he knew 
nothing about it whatever;  he said he miever informed Mr. Moody of it, nor anyone else. That is all I 
heard him say, and is all I know about the case. - 

Bj Mr. Bui-ns, 

Q. Did he at any time state who it was who carried the information to Mr. Moody? 
A. He did not to me, nor in my hearing. 
Q. Did you see Edwards exposing the slip alluded to? 
A. No, I never did. 

The above evidence has been read over to me, and is correctly taken. 
HENRY KING, 8/2/73. 

Alfred Pettit called in 

By the Minister. 
My name is Alfred Pettit; I am a painter's laborer employed on the railway; have been on two years. 

What have you come here for; state concisely what you know of this case. 
I came down here one Monday morning to proceed to my work, when Porter Edwards drew my 

attention to an article in the paper—Sydney Morning Herald—a statement concerning the suicide of a 
railway porter. I had not sufficient time to read it at the time. On the following Monday or 'Monday 
following that I came into this room (porters' room) and saw.  ,the paper laying upon the table under the 
window, with a piece cut out of it. Edwards not being in the room at the time. When he came in I asked 
him for the paragraph, to which he replied, "I have not got it." I then asked him who had it. He replied 
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that Jim Kerrigan had it. I said, "I should like to see it." He said, " Go over and get it." I went over. 
Kerrigan's wife could not find it; she said her husband had it in his pocket on the work. I made that 
remark to Edwards. He asked me where I was going. I said," To Waratah." He then said," Never mind, 
I will send it"; but he did not send it, and I have never seen it. This is all I know of the case. 

Questions by Mr. Burns. 

Q. Have you seen me exhibit such a paper? 
A. No. 
Q. Did you hear me commenting upon any such a document disrespectfully towards Mr. Moody? 
A. No. 

By the Minister. 

Q. How often are you in the company of the station-master? 
A. Very seldom. 
Q. What are your duties? 
A. Painting on the line. I am away from the beginning to the end of the week, and never see the station- 
master, except to get my wages. 
Q. Then Mr. Burns might exhibit anything in the office, or might say anything respecting Mr. Moody for 
all you would know to the contrary. 
A. Yes. . 

The above evidence has been read over to me and is correctly taken. 
ALFBED PETTIT, 8/2/73. 

Guard Phelan called in:— 

To the Minister. 
My name is Samuel Phelan; I am guard. I have been in that position for more than three years. I am 
not aware why I have been ordered to come here; Mr. Higgs told me to come. Mr. Burns has not told 
me he wanted me to give evidence in the case between himself and Mr. Moody, and I know nothing 
whatever about the case. 

To 1&. Burns, 
Q. You are a guard and it is your duty to be in. the, station-master's room and to be there for some time 
by each train from Morpeth? V  
A. Yes, I am in the habit of going into the station-master's office daily a good many times to transact 
business. 
Q. Do you remember the Governor being up on the line sometime ago and Mr. Moody with him? 
A. I do. 
Q. Did you see anything of an advertisement or a slip posted up in my office at that time? 
A. I did not, except papers relating to railway matters. 
Q. Nothing of an inquest held at Windsor? 
A. No. V  
Q. Did you hear me making comments on Mr. Moody's conduct in a disrespectful way towards him. 
A. No. 
Q. Did you see at that time a newspaper nailed or tacked up in my office? 
A. No, 1 have no recollection of it. 
Q. Did I ever call your attention to a paper concerning this inquest? 
A. No, I think not. I am almost sure you did not. 

By the Minister. 
Q. How many hours a day are you in Mr. Burns' office? 
A. Only,  a minute or two at a time. Sometimes only twice a day. Often hurriedly when trains are late. 
Q. Could any slip be tacked up in Mr. Burns' office without your seeing it? 
A. Yes, and even when I was at the office it might have been tacked up and I not see it. 
Q. Could Mr. Burns say anything against Mr. Moody without your hearing? 
A. Yes. S 

This evidence has been read over to me and is correctly taken. 
SAML. PHELAN, 8/2/73. 

Mail-guard Tighe called in  

In reply to Minister. 

Mr name is John Tighe; I am mail-guard on this line; I have been in that pdsition eight months. I have 
come here to day to give evidence in the case of Mr. Burns. 

Will you state as concisely as you can what you know of the case ? 
All that I know about it is, on one Tuesday morning, when His Excellency the Governor was here, 

I had occasion, as usual, to go into the station-master's room, East Maitlaud, for the mail bags. I said to 
Mr. Burns, "I have heard that an inquest was held on Porter Dugdale." He said, "I have the paper." I 
asked him to lend it to me, and at the same time I took it off the shelf to read it. He said he had 
borrowed it himself and I was not to take it away. I told him I would either return it or get him another 
one, and I then took it away.,  This is all I know of the matter. 

In reply to Minister. 
This took place about 8 o'clock in the morning. 

By Mr. Burns. 
.. How many nails were in the paper tacking it up?  
A.  None. I am sure there were none. 
Q. Did I draw your attention to the paper? 
A. No. I referred to it first. 
Q. If a slip had been posted on the wall would you have seen it? 
A. I must have seen it. 

92 

By 



19 

By the Minister. 

Q. How many minutes a day are you in the station-master's office ? 
A. Generally from two to five minutes. 
Q. Then if a paper was posted up at any other time you would have no knowledge of it? 
A. No. 
Q. You consider it impossible that a slip could be posted in the station-master's room without your seeing 
it, if you were there ? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Will you tell me the various papers that were posted up there this morning? 
A. I only observed the time-tables. 
Q. Did you see no other paper? 
A. It is impossible for me to say whether there was any other paper. 

- The above evidence has been read over to me, and is correctly taken. 
JOHN TIG-HE, 8/2/73. 

Guard Martin called in 

In reply to Miin,ister :—My name is John Martin; I am guard on the line; I do not know why I 
am here to-day—I suppose to give evidence in the case of Mr. Burns. 

Will you state what you know of the case of your own knowledge? - 
Edwards called my attention, and said—" That there is a paper stuck up in the office"; and I said, 

"What paper?"  And he replied, "The paper with the inquest in." I did not pay any attention to that, 
or go to see, but as I was at the office door I did see some paper like a newspaper. I do not know whether 
it was nailed up or tacked up, or was standing up on the mantel-shelf, but I saw it there, and did not know 
what it contained, except what Porter Edwards told me. There were no remarks made by the station-
master on the matter. 
Q. What date do you refer to, and the time of train? 
A. I took no heed; it was when the Governor was up, or about that time. 

By Mr. Burns. 

Q. About the time the Governor was up did Porter Edwards give you letters to carry to Mr. Moody? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Do you remember how many? 
A.. I remember taking  two up to Murrurundi, and one down towards Newcastle. I cannot be positive that 
I had any more entrusted to me. 
Q. Were these on different days? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did you ever hear me commenting upon Mr. Moody's conduct in a disrespectful manner? 
A. No. We were always too niuch engaged to talk about any matter whatever besides business. 
Q. Did you ever see any slip containing an account of the inquest posted up in the office? 
A. No, except what I have already stated. 

This evidence has been read over to me, and is correctly taken. 
J. MARTIN, 8/2/73. 

Guard Arms called in 

In reply to Jllinister :—My name is Wm. Arms; I am guard on this line; I am here, I suppose, to 
answer any question put to me about Mr. Burns and Mr. Moody. I know nothing of the case whatever. 

To Mr. Burns. 

Q. Did you at any time when the Governor was up here see a slip or an advertisement of any kind with 
an account of an inquest which was held at Windsor ;—did you see such a document posted up in the 
station-master's office? 
A. No, I did not. 
Q. Did you ever hear me commenting upon Mr. Moody's conduct, to degrade him in the Service, or weaken 
his authority? 
A. :No, Sir, I did not. 
Q. Did you ever carry any letter from Porter Edwards to Mr. Moody at that time? 
A. Yes, I have taken such letters. 

By the Minister. 

Q. You have stated that you saw no slip posted up in the station-mastei's room—how long in the day are 
you there? 
A. About three minutes a day. 
Q. Might a slip or newspaper be posted up in the room without your seeing it? 
A. Yes, and even if I was there I might not see it. 
Q. Mr. Burns might speak of Mr. Moody in a disrespectful manner without your knowledge, seeing that 
you would be in the office only three minutes in a day? 
A. Yes. 

The above evidence has been read over to me and is correctly taken. 

WM. ARMS, 8/2/73. 

Head Porter Dowling called in 

To the Minister. 

My name is G. T. Dowling; I was formerly guard on this line; am now head porter at Murrurundi. 
Q. Will you state to me what you know of the case between Mr. Burns and Mr. Moody? 
A. I do not know what the case is. I know nothing about the case. I oniy know that Mr. Burns has 
been removed to another staon. 

To 
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To Mr. Burns. 

Q. You were a guard at the time the Governor was up here? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Had you occasion to call in at the station-master's office at East Maitland for any purpose? 
A. I believe I was in the office every day on the down journey, that is every other day, never more than 
two minutes, if I was even that, at any one time. 
Q. Did you see any slip or advertisement with an account of an inquest posted up in the station-master's 
office? 
A. No; I never saw it. 
Q. Did you ever hear me making disrespectful remarks on Mr. Moody's conduct. 
4. No; you never mentioned his name to me? 

This evidence has been read over to me. It is correctly taken. 
G. T. DOWLING, 8/2/73. 

Porter Ryan called in :— 

In reply to Minister. 

My name is John Ryan; I am a railway porter; I have been three years in the Service. 
Q. What are you here for to-day? 
A. About the inquiry between Mr. Edwards and Mr. Burns. 
Q. What do you know of the case referred to—be as concise as you can—only state what you know of 
your own knowledge? 
A. Porter Edwards told me that he did not report Mr. Burns—he told me he did not like to be under Mr. 
Burns as a station-master. 

By Mr. Burns. 

Q. Did Edwards mean that he did not report to Mr. Moody that I had a slip posted up in the office 
containing an account of the Windsor inquest on Porter Dugdale? 
A. That is what I understood he meant. 
Q. Did he tell you what he did not like me for? 
A. No. 

The above evidence has been read over to me and is correctly taken. 
JOHN RYAN 8/2/73. 

David Williams called, but was not present. 

Inspector Newton called in 

To the Minister. 
My name is George Newton; I am Inspector of Rolling Stock on Great Northern Railway; I was 

instructed by my superior officer to come here, to give evidence in the case of-Mr. Burns. 
State what you know about the case, and as concisely as you possibly can. 
I was in attendance on the Governor's train. On its arrival at East Maitland Station Mr. Moody 

and myself had some slight conversation respecting the departure of that train to Newcastle, after which 
he went into the station-master's office. Shortly after I was passing the door, and saw Curran, the guard, 
standing inside; thinking that they were still talking about the train leaving, I went inside to ascertain 
if such was the case,, but finding there was nothing going on at that time, I immediately retired. Shortly 
afterwards I heard high voices in the station-master's office, and on passing the door again I saw Mr. Burns 
with his cap in his hand, and addressing Mr. Moody in these words, "Mr. Moody, I beg to ask if you 
think I am a fool ?" Finding there was nothing concerning me in the matter I moved away. I have 
nothing more to say. 

To JE&. Burns. 
Q. Did you hear or see anything on my part disrespectful towards Mr. Moody? 
A. I did not. 
Q. Did you see Porter Edwards in the office? 
A. Yes, afterwards. 
Q. Were you aware what he was doing? 
A. No; I saw he was apparently writing. 
Q. Do you remember me calling you in? 
A. I do. 
Q. You (lid not come in? 
A. No, I did not, at that time. 

The above evidence has been read over to me, and is correctly taken. 
• GEORGE NEWTON, 8/2/73. 

William Burns, baker, Maitland, called in 

To the .M?nister. 
My name is William Burns; I am apprentice to a baker; I have come here to prove something 

against Mr. Edwards; to prove that he said it was not him who told Mr. Moody. 
State concisely what you know of the case. 
Mr. Edwards told me it was not he who told Mr. Moody about the paper being in the office, and 

said he would swear by his God that it was not he who told Mr. Moody, but that it was Porter Wise told 
Mr. Scholey, who rode to Morpeth and told Mr. Moody. He said that Mr. Moody had promised him 
Branxton Station when he was up here on his first visit, and that he never corresponded with Mr. Moody, 
excepting in reference to what he promised him when he was up here. He also said that there were going 
to be a great many changes on the commencement of the year; he expected he would be sent to Branxton 

Station; 
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Station; and he also said that he was not fined for letting the train run over the points; that a porter in the 
West was. He was not fined because he had a claim on the Government and great interest; that he could 
get any information from the office in Sydney, because he was so well known; all he had to do was to write 
for it, and it was sent back at once. I have also seen him addressing letters to Mr. Moody. On ohe 
occasion one to the Honorable the Minister for Works That is all. 
Q. Are you a son of Station-master Burns? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did alt the conversation which you have related take place at one time? 
A. No; in two interviews. 

By fr. Burns. 

Q. Did he tell you one time, before I had left East Maitland, that he had just had a telegram from Mr.  
Moody, asking if I bad yet left the house? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Did he not often converse with you, exulting upon his correspondence with the head office in Sydney? 
A. Yes. 

By the Miiisfer. 

Q. What is your age Mr. Burns? 
A. 16 last September. 

The above has been read over to me, and is correctly taken. 
W. BURNS, 812172 

Constable Allen, at the request of Mr. Burns, called in. 
To the Minister. 

My name is John Allen; I am a constable in the,Police Force; I have been ten years in the Service. 
Q. Do you know why you have come? 
A. My superintendent told me that I was to come to-day to give evidence in the case of Mr. Burns. I 
do not know what evidence I can offer. 

To Mr. Burns. 

Q. Did you ever see an account of an inquest held at Windsor ;—did anyone ever show you such an 
account at this station? 
A. A slip was given to me one day at the station containing an account of the inquest; it was cut out of. 
a paper; I asked thd party where he got it from; and he said from Porter Edwards. - 
Q. Do you know anything more about it? 
A. I think, previous to this, I was one day on the platform when the mid-day train arrived from Newcastle,-
and I heard Porter Edwards say to Martin, the guard, "Isn't Burns a fool to have that paper in the office 
containing an account of the inquest ?" After the train left I walked up the platform, and passing the 
door I cast my eye and saw a newspaper on the mantel-piece. 

To the Minister. 
Q. Was the paper lying down flat on the mantel-piece? 
A. No; it was standing up, folded up into about three parts; I could not say if it was nailed up. 

By Mr. Burns. 

Q. Could you not say whether it was nailed at the bottom? 
A. I could not say; but it has occurred to me that it must have been fixed very close to the wall at the 
bottom, or otherwise it would not have stood up in the way it did had it been nailed. 
Q. Perhaps it was nailed at the top. 
A. I could not iay; I did not go in to examine it. 
Q. Did you notice any documents lying along the mantel-piece? 
A. No; I did not. 

This evidence has been read over to me, and is correctly taken. 
JOHN ALLEN, 8/2/73. 

Railwry laborer, J. Kerrigan, re-examined, at the request of Mr. Burns 
By Mr. Burns. 

Q. Did Edwards ever at. any time tell you that he was in the habit of reporting-what occurred about the 
station? 
A. He told me on one occasion, You would be surprised to see all the foolscap I have written." 
.Q. Who did he say he had written to? 
A. I believe it was Mr. Moody. 
Q. Did you understand him to mean that he had much correspondence with Mr. Moody? 
A. Yes. 

The above evidence is correctly taken. 
JAMES KERIIIGAN, 8/2/73. 

Mr. Burns stated. that was all the evidence he had to offer. 
In reply to the Minister's inquiry, as to whether he wished himself to make any statement,— 
Mr. Burns said, that to his mind there had not been a single charge proved against him.. He 

begged further to say, that he did not wish to deny anything; that he never did deny anything that he did 
do. He never denied having the newspaper tacked up with one nail only—the second nail-hole he never 
saw. It was not the first paper he had tacked up, and it would not be the last, unless he got orllers to 
the contrary. He said so to the Commissioner, Mr. John Rae, and he replied to him that lie would not 
believe him, and he certainly begged to say that he had been punished, being an innocent man. He 
tacked up that paper specially that day because of the mantel-piece having been covered with official docu-
ments respecting the running of the specials for the Governor. Had it been anything complimentary to 

Mr. 
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Mr. Moody, the Minister himself, or any other gentleman in the department, it would have been specially 
noticed by him, as he takes an interest in all matters concerning the railway or railway officials; and he 
had infringed no law whatever, and he had done nothing with any bad feeling or bad motive regarding that 
paper; but some one had so turned it as to make a bad use of it, and it could only have been done by an 
evil-minded man. 

There was no one who could see it but Porter Edwards, and it will be seen that Mr. Moody, in his 
report, states, that Mr. Edwards told him of a slip, and how long it was up there. Now Edwards denies 
having told him anything. whatever. All these guards and men who frequent the station have seen 
nothing or heard of anything that he had done disrespectful towards Mr. Moody. So be begged to say, 
that nothing had been proved against him, and that he had suffered very severely—he and his family—and 
he hoped the Minister would consider the matter and make up what he had suffered and lost. He begged 
further to say, that he was not a man to boast, but he thought that under the circumstances there was not 
a more' obedient, a more respectful, and faithful servant in the Traffic Branch; and he was certain and 
confident of it, that had he been in the Honorable the Minister's own private service, he would not have 
met with the treatment he had. He begged further, however, to say, that he was only a fallible creature, 
quite sensible that he had shortcomings, and felt them quite as much as other people could feel them. 

He would say no more, but leave the matter to Mr. Sutherland's decision, in whose justice, he had 
perfect confidence. 

I have had the above read over to me, and it contains the meaning of what I have stated. 
JAMES BURNS, 8/2/73. 

No. 16. 

See paper 
marked A (No.2 
in Schedule). 

See No. 12 in 
Schedule. 

CHIEF CLERK'S PRECIS OP THE WHOLE CASE. 

Insubordination of Station-master Burns. 
IN October last His Excellency the Governor paid a visit to the Northern Districts. At this time the 
Traffic Manager of the Northern Line of Railway was absent on sick leave, and it had come to the 
Minister's knowledge that the management of the traffic on that line was very indifferent, and that many 
of the stations were in a disorganized state. In these circumstances it was considered desirable that Mr. 
Moody, the Traffic Manager of the South and West lines should be sent to the NorIh to make all the 
necessary arrangements for the running of trains for His Excellency, and instructions were issued to 
recognize and assist Mr. Moody in the performance of this duty. The maintenance of absolute subordina-
tion and discipline was insisted upon with the view to obtain a ready obedience to orders issued during His 
Excellency's stay in the neighbourhood. 

While Mr. Moody was at the North an inquest took place at Windsor on the body of Porter 
Dugdale, who had committed suicide. Dugdale had received a week's notice that in consequence of his 
misconduct his further Services would not be required. The Coroner's Jury, in bringing in their verdict 
that the deceased had committed suicide by drowning, whilst labouring under depression of mind, added 
a rider to the effect that Mr. Moody had dealt harshly with the man by dismissing him from the Service. 

It would appear that slips containing the report of the inquest were sent in two anonymous 'letters 
to His Excellency the Governor, while travelling at the North—one at Singleton and another at Murru-
rundi; and that when the train returning with His Excellency arrived at Morpeth, Mr. Moody was 
informed that Mr. Burns, station-master at East Maitland, had been exhibiting an account of the inquest 
in the booking office of that station, with the intention to degrade him and- to weaken his authority 
amongst the railway servants. 

Mr. Moody, at the request of the Ministers who were accompanying His Excellency, at once 
returned to East Maitland to make inquiries, and upon questioning Mr. Burns, the station-master, was met 
with much abuse and such prevarication that he was obliged to put his inquiries in writing. He did so, and 
forwarded to the Minister for Works the document containing the questions put by him to Mr. Burns, 
and the answers given by that officer. 

The qhestion as to whether the station-master had or had not posted the paper referred to was not 
considered by the Minister; but the case was determined with reference to the insubordination thsplaed 
by Mr. Burns in the written answers which he gave to the Traffic Manager's questions. 

Mr. Secretary Sutherland decided that Mr. Burns should be disrated, and removed from East 
Maitland to Branxton Station. 

On the 21st Octobr, Mr. Burns sent in a written statement of his services in the department, and 
requested that inquiry might be made into Mr. Moody's complaint against him. Mr. Sutherland was at 
the Clarence, and nothing was done. On the 9th November, Mr. Burns renewed his application, and the 
Minister decided to hold the inquiry, and directed Mr. Burns to name his witnesses. Mr. Burns named ten 
witnesses. As the inquiry was to be held in Sydney, the Minister was desirous of saving useless expense, 
and Mr. Burns was informed that the only evidence that would be taken would be that bearing upon the 
cause of his being disrated. The expenses of any other witnesses would have to be borne by him. Mr. 
Burns, however, reported that he would require ten witnesses. 

The inquiry was held at Sydney on the 3rd January last. The evidence taken is herewith, marked B. 
Mr. Moody states therein that he asked Mr. Burns, in a becoming manner and low tone of voice, 

the following question 
"Is it true, Mr. Burns, that you have been exhibiting a paper in your office having reference to an 

inquest at Windsor P" He met me with a violent stamp of his foot and a shaking of his fist, and the 
words—" I don't know what you mean; you don't cow me." I replied, "I 'have nothing to cow you for; 
1 want a reply to my question." He then replied, in the same violent manner and loud tone, "Do you 
think I am a fool, man ?—you are not going to cow me." I then said, "Please give me a memo. paper, 
and I will ask you the question in writing. I saw the memo. -book on the table, and wrote as follows: 
(See paper marked A.)" 

Mr. Burns, in reply to the Minister, admitted that the answers given on the paper were in his 
handwriting. 

Guard 
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Guard Curran, called 'by Mr. Moody, states :—"Mr. Moody called to me, and I went to the station-
master's office. As soon as I got into the office I heard the Traffic.Manager say to Mr. Burns, 'What is 
the reason you allowed an advertisement to be posted up in your office, contrary to the rules and regula-
tions?' Mr. Burns flew into a great passion, and asked the Traffic Manager if he thought he was a fool, 
and was very violent; and I thought Mr. Burns was going to strike Mr. Moody, so I considered it best 
to remain to prevent an assault." 

In reply to questions put by Mr. Moody whether he (Mr. Moody) did anything or said anything to 
put Mr. Burns in the excited state he had described, Guard Currail states, "'No; Mr. Burns appeared to 
get excited without any cause, raised his voice, and by his manner I thought he was going to strike you' 
I remarked to Mr. Inspector Newton that Mr. Burns could not care much about his billet to talk in the 
way he had." 

Mr. Burns stated that, as the evidence given only had reference to his conduct towards Mr. Moody 
on the occasion of his asking him about the advertisement said to have been posted in the booking office, 
and not with reference to posting that advertisement, he had no witnesses to call. 

Mr. Burns stated that the insubordination with which he was charged arose out of the accusation 
that he had posted the advertisement in the booking office. 

While the evidence given as above was under consideration some friends of Station-master Burns 
represented to the Minister that Mr. Burns felt aggrieved that he was not called upon to offer evidence, 
which he was prepared with, to disprove the oharge that he had posted the paper in the booking office. 

Mr. Sutherland in his minute dealing with this matter wrote as follows :— 
"Mr. Moody, at the inquiry, rested his complaint on the insubordination shown by Mr. Burns in 

the replies, both oral and written, he gave to his inquiries, and did not press the charge out of which Mr. 
Burns says the insubordination arose ; and which, if proved, would, certainly be a great aggravation of the 
offence for which he as punished. As however Mr. Burns now denies that he exhibited the paper, and is 
desirous of being allowed an opportunity of rebutting the charge, I am disinclined to deny him the means 
of doing so, as it is foreign to my views and feelings that any officer should remain even under an implied 
accusation, if he can prove that he is free from same." 

It was arranged that the inquiry should be held in Sydney; and upon the Minister's minute being 
sent to Mr. Burns (the terms of which he was thus fully made acquainted with), he named seven witnesses—. 
four in the Traffic Branch, and three in the Engineer's Branch. 

Permission was given to these witnesses to come to Sydney, but only two came; and Mr. Burns, at 
an interview which he had with the Minister, said he would be placed at gredt disadvantage if the case 
were proceeded with. As most of the witnesses required by Mr. Burns were men, guards of trains, who 
could not well be spared from duty, the Minister, after considering many ways of meeting the difficulty, 
at last decided to go to Maitland and hold the inquiry there; the hearing of the case was fixed for Satur-
day, the 8th February, and all witnesses were instructed to be in readiness. 

The inquiry took place at East Maitland, as arranged, and lasted from 2 P.M. till 10 o'clock P.M. 
The evidence which speaks for itself is herewith. . See paper marked C. 

Porter Wise's evidence was that Mr. Burns asked him for the paper to post up, to show that he 
was not afraid of Mr. Moody; and Porter Edwards declares that he saw the paper posted up, and that it 
was so conspicuous it could not escape his attention. 

It is difficult to understand why Mr. Burns should have put the Government to the expense of this 
inquiry. Two of his own witnesses clearly proved (see pages 19 and 21) that they -saw the newspaper Guard Martin an 
posted up; and at the last moment Mr. Burns admitted that he had posted the paper up (with one nail, Constable Allen. 

not two as stated by Porter Edwards) but with no malicious intention. See page 21. 

On the last point however the evidence of Porter Wise is apparently conclusive. He says (see 
pagel3): . . . 

"It was on the Sunday evening previous to the Governor going to Morpeth, Mr. Burns and I were 
going along the platform—going home—Mr. Burns said to me, 'Martin promised to bring me the paper 
with the 'Windsor case in it, but did -not bring it.' I told him I could let him have the paper, and he said, 
'that he would put it up in the office to let Mr. Moody see if some on the line were friqhtened of 'him; he 
was not,' and on the Monday morning I gave him the paper as he passed the shed." 

The witnesses brought forward by Mr. Burns are named in the margin. Their evidence, with the 
exception of that of Guard Martin and Constable Allen, who prove the case against Mr. Burns, is purely By. King, rilwaj 
negative'; most of them asserted that they knew nothing whatever of the case, and though in reply to Mr. 

All. Pettii painter. 
Burns' questions they stated they did not see the paper posted up, they admitted, in reply to the Minister, S. Phelan, guard. 

Sno. Pighe mail-guard. that the paper might have been posted up, and Mr. Burns might have spoken disrespectfully of Mr. j 0 Martin, guard. 
Moody without their kpowledge, as their presence at the station-master's office did not in some cases take Wm. Arms,guard. 

head place twice in a month, and in others only for a minute or so at a time, about three or four, times a 'poi.te ug, 
k mo. Ryan, porter. wee . . .. . . 

inquiry 
N wton, i spector. 

i  The sole object which Mr. Burns appeared to have n view at the mquiry was to bring discredit Wm. Burns, baker. 
upon Porter Edwards. Sno. Allen, constable. 

It would seem that in casting about for evidence as to who gave Mr. Moody the information that 
the paper was posted, suspicion fell upon Porter Edwards. The evidence however proves that he did not 
give the information, and it was only to relieve himself of the persecution which Mr. Burns and his friends 
pursued him with, and to clear his character and that of Porter Wise, who was also assailed as being the 
informer, that he voluntarily wrote to Mr. Moody, stating that although he had not given him the infor-
mation in the first instance, he and Wise were prepared to prove the posting of the paper, as Mr. Burns 
was denying the fact 'that such paper had been posted. 

It would appear that the son of the station-master, who was acting as station-master at East 
Maitland, found the impression of this letter upon the blotting-pad. 

It was produced at the inquiry, and will be found attached to the evidence. 
The following will be found, I think, to be disclosed in the evidence 
"That at a time when it was more than usually desirable that subordination and discipline should 

be maintained, Mr. Burns, in a spirit of opposition and with a desire to discredit the means which the 
Department had taken to secure the objeOt in view, posted in the booking office of his station a paper - 
reflecting upon the character of Mr. Moody, and this with an expressed intention of degrading that officer 
and weakening his authority. - 

"That 
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"That upon Mr. Moody questioning  Mr. Burns as to the truth of the above, he replied to him with 
insulting and insubordinate language, and from the violence of his manner impressed an eye witness with 
the belief that he was going to assault that officer. 

"That having been for this last offence (the first not being inquired into) disrated by the Minister 
and removed to another station, he immediately began to agitate for an inquiry and to raise a belief in the 
minds of a portion of the public that he was an innocent man, and was being harshly dealt with, and that 
Porter Edwards and Porter Wise had conspired to injure him, and to bear false witness against him. 

"That an inquiry being granted, the evidence at which clearly proved the insubordination for which 
he had been disrated, he, while tacitly admitting the conduct with which he had been charged, alleged that 
such conduct arose from his having been falsely accused of posting up a paper in his office, and that justice 
would not be afforded him unless he was allowed an opportunity of rebutting that charge. 

"That on a further inquiry being granted, Mr. Burns not only fails to prove that he did not post the 
paper up, but by his own witnesses convicts himself of having done so, and at the last moment admits 
voluntarily that lie did post up the paper." 

The papers and evidence are submitted without further comment. 
CHAS. A. GOODCHAP, 

18th February, 1873. Chief Clerk. 

No. 17. 
MINUTE or THE SECRETARY FOR PuBLic Wonus. 

Government .Railways—illinnte paper. 

Insubordination of Station-master Burns. 

THE accompanying statement of the facts connected with the above case and analysis of evidence have 
been drawn up in accordance with my instructions. 

I disrated Mr. Burns for the misconduct of which I considered he was guilty. 
Some of the residents of Maitland, Newcastle, &é., as also one or two of the Northern Members, 

influenced no doubt by Mr. Burns' represeutations of the case,- have expressed a doubt as to whether 
Burns has not been harshly dealt with. 

Two inquiries have since been granted in compliance with the request of Mr. Burns and his 
friends; the evidence taken- is herewith. It will be seen that a charge, not previously inquired into, has 
now been inquired into at Mr. Burns' special request, and should be dealt with on its merits. I shall feel 
obliged if my honorable colleague, the Solicitor General, will read over the evidence taken in the case, 
and will submit to the Cabinet his views as to the course that should be pursued. 

JOHN SUTHERLAND, 
- 20 February, 1873. 

Under Secretary, Crown Law Department.—J0HN RAE, by C.A.G., B.C., 22/2/73. - 

No. 18. 
SoLIcIToR GENERAL'S OPINION. 

I n.&vn read not merely the above précis of the evidence, but the whole of the evidence itself; and I have 
no hesitation in concurring in the conclusions arrived at in this paper. It is, in my opinion, incontestably 
proved that Mr. Burns has been guilty of conduct grossly insubordinate and directly subversive of that 
discipline so essential to the public interest in a department such as that of which Mr. Moody and Mr. 
Burns are officers. And this conduct is not a little aggravated by the shuffling and prevarication dis-
played by Mr. Burns in attempting to defend himself from the charge. I think that if the punishment 
imposed upon Mr. Burns errs at all it errs on the side of leniency. 

My absence on Circuit and the great press of Parliamentary and official duties have caused the 
delay in writing upon this matter. . - - 

- J.G.L.I., 14/5/73. 
The Under Secretary for Works.—W.E.P., B.C., 15 May, 1873. 

No. 19. 
Mixurn or THE COMMISSIONER FOR RAILWAYS. 

Station-master Burns. 

THE evidence taken before the Secretary for Public Works, in respect of the conduct of the abovenamed 
officer, was forwarded in February last for the perusal - of the Honorable the Solicitor General, whose 
absence on circuit, &c., prevented his dealing with the matter until recently. The Solicitor General says 
that he has not only read the précis of the case, but the whole of the evidence ; and it is, in his opinion, 
mncontestibly proved that Mr. Burns has been guilty of conduct grossly insubordinate, and directly 
subversive of that discipline so essential to the public interest in a department such as that of which Mr. 
Moody and Mr. Burns are officers, and that this conduct is not a little aggravated by the shuffling and 
prevarication displayed by Mr. Burns, in attempting to defend himself from the charge. 

Mr. Secretary Sutherland considers that it would not be an extreme course to-take, considering the 
offence, if Mr. Burns were removed from the Service; but having regard to the punishment already 
inflicted by the disrating of Mr. Burns from East Maitland to the Branxton Station, and in the hope that 
this will serve as a warning to be more circumspect in his conduct, Mr. Sutherland has decided to leave 
matters as they are; Mr. Burns, however, to be given distinctly to understand that any repetition of the 
conduct of which complaint has so justly been nide will result in his removal from the Service. 
- - J.R, 22/5/73. 

Mr. Riggs to forward this paper to Mr. Burns, for his perusai.—C.A.G., B.C., 23/5/73. 
Mr. Burns to note, and return.—J. hoes, 26/5/73. 
Noted.—J.B., 26/5/73. 
Mr. Burns informed.—J. Hiens, 27/5/73. 

[Is. 3d.] 
- Sydney: Thoniae Richards, (iovernnient Printer.-1S73. 
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LIEGISLATrVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W S OUT H WALES. 

RAILWAYS. 
(PETITION FROM LABOURERS FOR COMPLETION OF WESTERN LINE.) 

Ordered by the Legisletive Assembly to be printed, 18 September, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly, in Parliament assembled. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Railway Labourers,— 

HUMBLY SHOWETH :- 

That your Petitioners have for a number of years been engaged on the works in connection 
with the Great Western Railway. 

That the recent completion of those works as far as the present terminus (Raglan) has 

resulted in the total stoppage of all farther Railway progress on this line; and consequently, your 

Petitioners are deprived of the means by which they have hitherto supported their families and themselves. 

That your Petitioners are credibly informed that the supply of labour on the Goulburn and 

Yass Railway (the only Railway now in course of construction in the Colony) is much in excess of the 
demand. 

4.) That in this season of the year, coupled with the present stagnation in the mining interest, 

the completion of the principal road contracts, &c., &c., we find it impossible to obtain employment, and 

we fear we are on the verge of very great distress, if that distress has not already reached some of us. 

(5.) That No. 9 Contract between Raglan and Bathurst is not completed, and the works on it have 
for some months past been stopped. 

Therefore we pray that your Honorable House (through whose' instrumentality so many poor 

people now in Great Britain expect shortly to be placed above absolute want) will take into consideration 

the case of your Petitioners, and cause the remaining works on the Bathurst extension to be proceeded 

with at once, thereby finding employment for us, and at the same time lessening the unproductive debt 
of the Colony. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[Here follow 82 Signet ures.] 

[d.] 75— 
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18 73-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAYS. 
(PROPOSED EXTENSION THROUGH NORTH YASS.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be prin.ted, 29 January, 1874. 

RETURN to an Order of the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South 
Wales, dated the 20th January, 1874, That there be laid upon the Table of 
this House,— 

"Copies of all Surveys, Applications, Reports, and Minutes having 
"reference to the proposal to carry the Southern Line of Railway. through 
" North Yass." 

(Mr. Fitzpatrick) 

860—A 
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SCHEDULE. 
NO PAGE. 

1. Colonial Secretary, asking what would be the extra expense of taking the Railway into North Yass. 22 June, 1871 3 
2. Engineer-in-Chief-Estimate of expense. 17 August, 1871 ........................................................................ 3  
3. Petition for a line to North Yass. - November, 1871 .............................................................................. 3  
3A. Letter from Commissioner acknowledging the receipt of Petition. 28 December, 1871.................................... 4 
4. Engineer-in-Chief's report thereon. 19 December, 1871 ........................................................................... 4  
5. Letter from Mr. Do Salis, urging that line vid Collector, &c., recommended by II. flume, Esq., be examined. 
- June, 1872 ........................................................................................................................... ... 4 

C. Extract from a letter from Mr. De Salis to Commissioner for Roads, as to the examination of route rid Collector 5 
7. Letter from Commissioner to Mr. Do Salis, in reply. 5 August, 1872 ......................................................... 5  
7A. Engineer.in-Chief's report-Mr. Palmer instructed to examine proposed line. 10 August, 1872 ...................... 5 
S. Mn Palmer's report thereon. 26 August, 1872 ..... ............................................................................... ... 5 
8A. Letters to Messrs. Do Salis, that line rid Collector cannot be adopted. 3 September, 1872 .............................. 6 
8n. Letter from Mr. De Salis, with reference to suggested extensions. 4 September, 1872 ................................. 6 
9. Engineer-in-Chief, that Mr. Wade will explore route proposed by Mr. Do Salis. 17 February, 1873 .................. 7 
9A. Letter to Mr. De Salis informing him. 17 February, 1873........................................................................ 7  
10. Engineer-in-Chief's report on suggested deviation through North Yass. 3 March, 1873.................................... 8 
11. Mr. Wade's report on lines. 4 March, 1873 .......................................................................................... 9  
12. Minute of Colonial Secretary, forwarding letter from Mr. De Salis, that he has examined the country between 

Goulburn and Yass. 7 March, 1873 ................................................................................................ 10  

Engineer-in-Chief's minute thereon. 14 March, 1873 ................................ .............................................. 10 
Letter from Mr. Do Salis, with reference to proposed line. 14 March, 1873................................................... 10  

Engineer-in-Chief, forwarding plan, section, &e., of line, to be laid before Parliament. 4 April, 1873 .................. 11 

16. Mr. Wade, reporting that surveys are progressing. 29 March, 1873 ........... . ........ .................................... ... 12 
12  17. Mr. Wade, enclosing tracing of plan. 5 April, 1873................................................................................. 

18. Mr. Wade, forwarding plans and reports on survey by way of Millbank. 16 April, 1873 ................................. 12  

19. Surveyors are not to proceed with surveys. 10 April, 1873 .... .................................................................... 13 

20. Engineer-in-Chief's report on trial lines between Goulburn and Wagga Wagga. 24 April, 1873 .. ...................... 13 

21. Minute of Minister for Public Works, directing that a letter be sent to Mr. Fitzpatrick, stating that the inhabitants 14 

of Yass can make private survey. 14 May, 1873 ................................................................................. 
21A. Letter to Mr. Fitzpatrick, as above. 14 May, 1873................................................................................. 14  

22. Executive Council's approval of plans, &c. 26 May, 1873 ........................................................................ 15  

23. Letter from Mr. Fitzpatrick, requesting an extension of time for private survey. 12 July, 1873 ........................ 15 

24. Minute of Minister for Works, requesting Engineer-in-Chief to prepare working section of deviations. 2 July, 1873 15 
25. Minute of Minister for Works, allowing fourteen days, and directing the shortest route to be staked out. 19 July 

1873 ............. ..................................................................................................... .................... .... 15 
26. Letter to Mr. Fitzpatrick, informing him of the foregoing. 23 July, 1873 ................................................... 16 
27. Minute of Minister for Works, approving of the proposed confirmation of plans as far as Manton's Creek. 23 

July, 1873 ................................................................................................................................. 16  
28. Minute of Executive Couneil, confirming the plans as far as Manton's Creek. 23 July, 1873 ........................... 16 

29. Letter from Commissioner to Mr. Williams, as to provision in case of deviation of the line. 16 July, 1873 16 

30. Letter from Mr. Williams, in reply. 17 July, 1873 ................................................................................. 17  
17  31. Mr. Grundy's report on proposed line. 21 July, 1873 .............................................................................. 

32. Do. do. 2 August, 1873 ..... ...................................................................... 19 

33. Mr. Firth, asking the Chairman of Railway Committee to appoint a person to point out Mr. Grundy's proposed 
line. 12 August, 1873 .................................................................................................................. 20  

34. The Chairman, naming Mr. Zoueh to point out Mr. Grundy's line. 13 August, 1873 .................................... 20 

34i. Engineer-in-Chief, that Mr. Grundy's line is not staked out. 15 August, 1873 ............................................. 20 

35. Engineer-in-Chief, suggesting that as the plans, &c., ,of the deviation through North Yass are nearly ready, the 
Contractor should be asked to state the price at which he will execute the work. 29 October, 1873.................. 21 

36. Letter to Mr. Williams, contractor, asking him at what price he will execute the work on the deviation. 29 October, 

1873 .......................................................................................................................................... 21  

37. Letter from Mr. Williams, in reply. 3 November, 1873 ........................................................................... 21  
38. Mr. Firth, reporting survey of deviation through North Yass. 27 October, 1873 .......................................... 21  

39. Engineer-in-Chief, do. do. 29 October, 1873 .......................................... 22 

40. Mr. Grundy's report to the Yass Railway Committee. 20 November, 1873 ................................................... 25  
41. Engineer-in-Chief, calling attention to delay in deciding direction of line. 15 December, 1873 ............................ 28 

LIST of Plans, 4'c., laid on the Table of the Legislative Assembly, in compliance with an Order, on the 

motion of Mr. Fitzpatrick, M.L.A. 

(As E.vhi bits onl'y.) 

No. 15. Plan of North Yass, used by Mr. Wade for report. 
No. 16. Plan and section of branch line, Bango Creek to North Yass. 
No. 19. Roll containing (ten) sections through North Yass, by Mr. ,jamieson,-Nos. 1, 2, 2a, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 

and copy of No. 1. 
No. 30. Original plan showing trial lines through North Yass, Jamieson. 
No. 20. Roll of lithographs, plans, showing lines reported on by Messrs. Wade and Palmer. 
No. 22. Roll of plans, showing Mr. De Salis's proposed deviation rid Millbang, and reported on by Mr. Wade, 

April, 1873. 
Mr. Grundy's original plan of deviation with North Yass. 

section of ,, 11 

section on blue line, forwarded by the Yass Railway Committee to the Minister for 
Works. 

Plan showing lines through North Yass-scale 4 chs to 1 inch. 
Section of ,, ,, 4 chs. and 40 feet. 
Section, blue line ,, . ,, ,, ,, taken over lines referred to in Mr. 
Grundy's report to the Yass Railway Committee. 
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No. 1. 
THE COLONIAL SECRETARY to THE SECRETARY FOR PuBLIc WORKS. 

WHAT would be the extra expense of taking the Railway into North Yass? 
JOHN ROBERTSON. 

The Under Secretary for Public Works.—H.H., B.C., 24 June, 71. 
Mr. Whitton, for report.—J.R., B.C., 27/6/71. 
This matter has been delayed in consequence of work of a pressing nature; it is now in hand and 

will be proceeded with at once.—J.W.D., 10/8/71. 

No. 2. 
THE ENGINEER-IN..CHIEF FOR RAILWAYS ESTIMATE OF EXPENSE. 

THE extra expense of taking the Railway into North Yass would be about £47,000. 
The following are the estimates of cost— 

Proposed line ... .. ... ... ... ... £58,243 0 0 
Alternative line through North Yass ... ... 105,763 0 0 

Difference ... ... ... ... £47,520 0 0 

Commissioner.-17/8/71. 
The Honorable the Chief Secretary—J.B., 21/8/71. 
Principal Under Secrëtary.—J.R, B.C., 22/8/71. 

No. 3.' 
PETITION. 

The Honorable James Byrnes, M.L.A., Minister for Public Works, &c., &c., Sydney. 

THE memorial of the undersigned members of a Committee appointed at a meeting of the inhabitants held 
at Yass on the 20th November instant,— 

RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH :— 
That your memorialists and the inhabitants of Yass generally have learned with much satisfac-

tion that it is the intention of the Government to proceed as rapidly as possible with the further extension 
of the Great Southern Railway. 

That the inhabitants of the town have, however, been greatly alarmed at a report that it is intended 
to carry the line several miles away from Yass, and that its nearest approach will be over 2 miles and the 
station 3 or 4 miles distant from the town. 

That a very large amount of valuable property .will be rendered next to worthless should this course 
be adopted, and the mere rumour of such intention has already greatly depreciated the value of freehold 
and house proerty in Yass. 

That your memorialists understand that of the four lines at different times surveyed for the pro-
posed extension three havebeen brought sufficiently near Yass to meet the requirements of the towns-
people, two of these running on to the reserve at North Yass and over a very limited amount of alienated 
land, and the third at but a short distance therefrom. 

That the population of the town (1371) and the enormous amount of capital that has been expended 
in buildings (in addition to which over £5,000 are now in course of expenditure on two new buildings) 
appears to your memorialists to justify the inhabitants in urging their claim to consideration in a matter 
of such vital interest to their prosperity, involving, as it must do, should the line last surveyed be adopted, 
in the'ruin to many persons. 

That your memorialists are informed that a supposition exists with the Government that the 
inhabitants desire the line to pass through Yass, and thus occasion a large outlay in the erection of two 
railway bridges over the Yass River, but that such is not the fact, as the construction of the line to North 
Yass, as is now prayed for, will entirely avoid the necessity for this outlay. 

That t is understood that a party of surveyors are now in the field making a final survey and 
staking off the course of the proposed extension towards Yass; and your memorialists respectfully request 
that you will cause instructions to be given to the surveyors to carefully examine the three lines first 
surveyed, and to select that found to be the most suitable, and that the Government will order that reported 
upon most favourably to be adopted. 

That upon due consideration your memorialists believe that the wealth and population of the town 
and the number and valuable character of the buildings (public and private) therein will be found to 
entitle them to expect, that the line will be brought to North Yass, even although it should be found that 
the adoption of this course will prove somewhat more expensive than by running the line at a considerable 
distance from Yass, as has been proposed in the last official report that has been made public. 

And your memorialists respectfully pray that the interests of a town so long established, and so 
large and important as Yass, shall not be absolutely ruined by the divergence of the Railway from the town. 

THOMAS LAIDLAW, J.P., 
Chairman, Railway Committee. 

GEO. C. ALLMAN. 
J. R. BROWN. 

Engineer-ifi-Chief for Railways...—J.B., 29/11/71. 
T. CATTRELL, J.P. 

No. 3A. 
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No. 3A. 
THE CoMMISSIoNER FOR RAILWAYS to M. FITZPATRICK and J. WATSON, ESQS., M.L.A. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, 

Sydney, 28 December, 1871. 
GENTLEMEN, 

In acknowldging the receipt of a memorial presented by you, signed by the Members of a 
Committee appointed at Yass, relative to the extension of the Great Southern Railway and the site for 
the Railway Terminus at that place,—I have the honor to inform you that I referred to the Engineer-in-
Chief, and beg to enclose herein a copy of that officer's report on the subject. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE, 

For the Commissioner for Railways. 

No. 4. 
REPoRT or Tun ENGINRER-TIc-CHIET FOR RAILWAYS. 

ON my visit to Yass, on the 8th instant, the gentlemen signing this memorial called upon me with refer-
ence to the position of the Railway Station for Yass. 

I refused to see them as a formal deputation, and only at the urgent request of Mr. Laidlaw did I 
consent to see them at all on the subject of this memorial. 

I pointed out to them that to bring the station to North Yass would increase the length of the line 
- of a mile ; that the cost would be considerably more than the line I had recommended, probably £30,000 
or £40,000 for works done; and that in an engineering point of view the divergence to North Yass could 
not be entertained. 

I pointed out that their application to have the line in North Yass at an increased cost to the 
country was in reality asking the Government to spen'l a large amount of public money for the purpose 
of keeping up the value of private property in South Yass. I also pointed out that the station, if in 
North Yass, would be on a curve of 20 chains radius, and was altogether the most inconvenient site for a 
station I had ever had to deal with. 

I will take this opportunity to notice a paragraph which appeared in the Yass Gourier of the 
following day, purporting to give an account of the interview the abovenamed gentlemen had with me. 

In the first place the Courier says that "I expressed a wish not to receive a formal deputation, &c." 
I expressed no such wish, but I positively declined to receive a formal deputation. I did not say that the only 
difficulty of getting to North Yass was a mere question of money. I did not say that I considered the 
importance of the town of Yass would justify the Government in expending £30,000 or £40,000 to take 
the line through North Yass. I did not say that I would offer no opposition to the line being brought 
through North Yass; but I said, if what they (the deputation) said was correct, that Sir James Martin had 
promised to take the line through North Yass unless some insuperable difficulties (engineering) were met 
with, that it would form no part of my duty to go out of my way to oppose the wish of the Government, 
but if my opinion were asked, and probably it would be, I should most decidedly condemn the proposal to 
go to North Yass. The statement that I said I regretted having taken the line into Goulburn in conse-
quence of the exorbitant charge that had been made in that town for land is nearly a pure invention. 

Mr. Laidlaw asked me if the Government had not had to pay very extravagantly for some G-lebe 
land in Goulburn, and I said they had, remarking that if all the land-owners in Goulburn had been as 
difficult to deal with as the trustees of the Glebe, I doubted if the Railway would ever have been taken 
into the town. 

Mr. Laidlaw called upon me at Yass on my return from Wagga, to apologize for the appearance in 
the Yass paper of the paragraph alluded to, which he considered an unfair representation of what took 
place, and a gross breach of faith with me. 

J.W., 19/12/71. 

Commissioner, 19/12/71. 
Copy to be forwarded.—.J.B., 27/12/71. 
Copy forwarded to Messrs. Fitzpatrick and Watson, 29/12/71. 

No.5. 
EXTRACT FROM A LETTER FROM W. DE SiLls, EsQ., to TUE CoMMISsIoNER FOR RAILWAYS. 

I'ifn. WnLIAam Dn SALTS urges that in anticipation of a future extension of the Southern Railway beyond 
Goulburn, that the line vid Collector, Gundaroo, and Yass, strongly recommended by that natural 
engineering genius, Mr. Hamilton flume, be carefully examined. Mr. Dc Salis urges the examination of 
this line- 

1st. Because he believes that the engineering difficulties are less than on the present surveyed line. 
2nd. Because the country traversed is immeasurably more fertile and populous. 
3rd. Because the line suggested will bring Railway traffic 14 miles nearer to all the vast Monaro 

and Queanbeyau country; and is really the only outlet by which in future times Railway communication 
can be extended to Monaro. 
- 4th. Because the proposed line would naturally pass close to the important town of Yass. 

Mr. Dc Salis refers to the Southern Railway.—W.C.B., 17/6/72. Under Secretary, B.C. 
Mr. Whitton to see.—B.C., 25/6/72. Seen.--J.W., 16/8/72. 

No. 6. 
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No. 6. 

EXTRACT. 

EXTRACT from a letter from L. F. Be Salis, Esq., relative to "a line of road between Goulburn and Yass, 
favourably noticed by Mr. Deputy Surveyor General Thompson, at the suggestion of Hamilton Hume, for 
the continuance of the Goulburn Railway, the adoption of which in lieu of the Gunning line would be of 
essential importance to Queanbeyan, Monaro, and the town of Yass." 

Railways--F. WICKMAM, B.C., 27/6/72. Mr. Whitton.—C.A.G., B.C., 3/7/72. 
Mr. Be Salis admitted to me that to adopt the line be proposes would necessitate the building of 

two bridges over the Yass River. If this be so, most probably this line would pass through both South 
and North Yass, which would render its construction very expensive. I have not had this line examined; 
but probably it will be advisable to send some one over it and report.—J.W., 9/7/72. 

Commissioner.-9/7/72. Approved—get report and inform.—J.S., 13/7/72. 
Write to Mr. Be Salis.—.5/8/72. Mr. Whitton.—C.A.G., B.C., 5/8/72. 

No. 7. 
THE COMMISSIONER ron RAILwAYs to L. F. BE SALIs, ESQ. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, 

Sydney, 5 August, 1872. 
Sin, 

The Commissioner for Roads has forwarded to me an extract of a letter addressed to him by. 
you, relative to a line of road between Goulburn and Yass, favourably noticed by Mr. Deputy Surveyor 
General Thompson, at the suggestion of Hamilton flume, for the continuance of the Goulburn Railway, 
the adoption of which instead of the Gunning line would be of essential importance to Queanbeyan, 
Monaro, and the town of Yass. 

2. On the recommendation of the Engineer-in-Chief, to whom the question was referred, I have 
approved of an offier being detached to inspect this line and report thereon. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE, 

Commissioner for Railways. 

No. 7A. 
REPORT OT THE ENOrNEER-IN-CUIEF ron RAILWAYS. 

SEE Deputy Surveyor General Thompson's report,—Railway papers, vol. 1, p.  107, and Captain Hawkin's 
report, same volume, p. 109.—J.W. 

Mr. Palmer intrueted to examine proposed line and report.—W.H,Q., 10/8/72. 

No. 8. 
Mn. SURVEYOR PALMER to THE ENUncEER-ni-CHIEF FOR RAILwAYS. 

Sin, 
Yass, 26 August, 1872. 

I have the honor to inform you that I have examined the country between Goulburn and Yass 
vid Collector and Gundaroo. There is no possibility of obtaining a line as shewn in blue on Mr. Thompson's 
sketch, between Collector and the crossing of the Yass River, below Gundaroo, neither could the line be 
taken as shewn through the Town of Yass. 

I have laid down on the same sketch, also on the country maps forwarded herewith, a red line, which 
shows, I think, the only route by which there is a chance of taking a Railway over this country. This line 
follows pretty nearly the direction of the blue line as far as Collector, and from there, instead of facing the 
Carongal Gap, keeps along the foot of the Oullarin Range, skirting the western shore of Lake George as 
far as Geary's Gap, a very low part of the range, which there would be but little difficulty in surmounting. 
Having gained the summit of the range, the line now takes a nearly direct course for Yass, crossing at 
Upper Gundaroo, the Yass River, and the road to Queanbeyan (distant about 22 miles, and passing through 
a country which I am told is very favourable for railway construction). From Upper Gundaroo the line 
now passes through the Byrong and Nanmina Estates, and over the Yass Downs, passing about 11 mile 
from the Town of Yass to the river, which it crosses at Hatton's Corner, and then proceeds to join the 
present staked line, following the direction of the Main Southern Road to Bowning. 

By a careful Velection of the ground I think a good working section might be procured as far as 
Geary's Gap. From this point the country is broken, and falls very rapidly to Shingle House Creek. 
From the creek to the crossing of the Yass River, at Upper Gundaroo, the country is not difficult, but 
from this point to Yass the country generally undulates very considerably, which would necessitate steep 
gradients, and in some places heavy cutting. 

I do not think there is a chance of bringing a line nearer to the Town of Yass (on its southern 
side) than the oneI have shown. Before pronouncing on the certainty of obtaining a line by this route, 
it would be necessary to make trial surveys of several portions, especially from Geary's Gap to Shingle 
House Creek, over the Yass Downs, to the crossing of the river, and from the crossing to the junction with 

the 
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the staked line. In all of these places the ground rises and falls very rapidly, and trial sections alone will 
prove whether working gradients over these portions could be obtained The distances by this route would 
be about as follow :- 

Miles. 
Goulburn to Collector ... 22 
Collector to Gundaroo ... 21 
Gundaroo to Yass ... 31 

Total, Goulburn to Yass 74 

Waiting your instructions,— 
I have, &c., 

HERBERT PALMER. 

The dotted red line I examined, with a view of joining the proposed deviation from the present 
staked line into North Yass, of which I have no plan.—H.P. 

An the line reported upon by Mr. Palmer by way of Gundaroo and Collector is 20 miles longer 
than the line by Gunning, and as the general country does not appear favourable, and in addition two 
large bridges would have to be constructed over the Yass River, I do not consider it necessary to incur any 
further expense in connection with this line. I stated this verbally to the Minister, and received his verbal 
instructions to recall Mr. Palmer, who is now on his way to Sydney.—J.W., 28/8/72. 

Commissioner, 28/8/72. Seen and approved.—J.S., 29/8/72. Inform Mr. De Salis.---J.R., 
30/8/72. Mr. Be Salis, M.P. Mr. L. F. Be Salis, 8/9/72. 

Thu ACTING CoMMISsIoNER FOR RAILWAYS to L. F. BE SALTS, ESQ. 
Department of Public Works, 

Railway Branch, 
Sydney, 3 September, 1872. 

Sin, 
Referring to my letter of the 5th ult., stating, in reply to your inquiry on the subject that an 

officer would be sent to examine and report upon a suggested line of Railway to Yass, 'vid Collector and 
Gundaroo,—I have the honor to inform you that under the following report of the Engineer-in-Chief the 
Government has decided that the route suggested cannot be adopted :- 

"As the line reported, upon by Mr. Palmer, by way of Gundaroo and Collector, is 20 miles 
longer than the line by Gunning, and as the general country does not appear favourable, and, in addition, 
two large bridges would have to be constructed over the Yass River, I do not consider it necessary to 
incur any further expense in connection with this line." 

I have, &c., 
CHAS. A. GOODCHAP, 

-  (pro Commissioner for Railways.) 

THE ACTING Coannssionun FOR RuLwArs to L. W. F. BE SALTS, ESQ., M.L.A. 
Department of Public Works, 

Railway Branch, 
Sydney, 3 September, 1872. 

Sin, 
Referring to the reply which the Secretary. for Public Works, represented by Mr. Parkes, made 

to you in the I-louse on the 0th ult., on the sulject of your question as to whether a trial surveyor will be 
sent to examine and report upon a suggested line of Railway to Yass, rid Collector and G-undaroo,—I have 
the honor to inform you that the officer detached for this service has duly examined the route suggested, 
and that under the following report from the Engineer-in-Chief, based upon the result of that examination, 
the Government has decided that the route suggested cannot be adopted. 

Mr. Whitton says :-" As the line reported upon by Mr. Palmer, by way of Gundaroo and Collector, 
is 20 miles longer than the line by Gunning, and as the general country does not appear favourable, 
and in addition two large bridges would have to be constructed over the Yass River, I do not consider it 
necessary to incur any further expense in connection with this line." 

I have, &c., 
CHAS. A. GOODCHAP, 
(pro Commissioner for Railways.) 

No. SB. 
L. F. IDu SALTS, ESQ., to TilE CoMMISsIoNER 'von RAILWAYS. 

Union Club, 4 September, 1872. 
Sin, 

A letter for me from the Department, but not yet drafted, was shown to me yesterday, stating 
to the effect that one Mr. Palmer has been employed in examining the suggested extension of Railway 
beyond Goulb urn, rid Gundaroo, as recommended by Mr. Deputy Surveyor General Thompson, instead of 
rid Gunning, as now surveyed. This letter stated that Mr. Palmer had found that the new route is replete 
with innumerable natural difficulties, and is 20 miles longer than the rival line; and the department 
therefore recommend no further expenditure in examining the proposed line, 

The 
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The said difficulties, however, are probably no greater now than when Mr. Thompson recommended 
this line. I have heard of no serious earthquake occurring since, and as to the line, whose proper 
examination I am recommending, being 20 miles round out of 57 (I believe)—almost as the semicircle 
is to the diameter—unless every map that I have seen be in fearful error, such is simply absurd. My 
measurement on the maps give 3 miles more, which excess will moreover be diminished by taking into 
account the branch-off to Yass Town on the Gunning line. 

I appeal to yourself to insist upon a more careful testing of the correctness of every datum upon 
which will be decided the planning of so great a Colonial work on the Great Southern Railway. It is 
patent that all the traffic of the Upper N urrumbidgee, not being less than that of the Middle Mur-
rumbidgee, will flow into a railway passing by Gundaroo, so that 40 miles of extension in this direction 
would answer a double purpose—advancing the prosperity of the Upper Murrumbidgee as well as that of 
Middle Murrumbidgee. Added to this consideration, Gundaroo is the oniy point whence a railway can be 
extended to Upper Murrumbidgee whenever that shall be desirable; and further, this extension will 
naturally pass close to Yass town. 

If, as Mr. H. Hume and Mr. Deputy Surveyor General Thompson have stated, the 'country or 
gradients of this proposed line be belter for Railway than of the new surveyed line, and that consequently 
fewer detours will be requisite, it is physically impossible that the difference between the two lines can 
exceed 3 miles or less. 1 charitably suppose that Mr. Palmer had been instructed to follow a different 
route from that we mean. - 

I am sorry to have to suggest that either great carelessness or wilful misguiding is attributable to 
the Department, through which your instruction to report has been nominally carried out; and I cannot 
but give words to my indignation, which I am sure you will share in learning the cause—that I, one who 
have no earthly motive beyond a sincere desire for the benefit of the whole country, at least public cost, 
should have been steadily refused by that Department a tracing of the surveyed and of the proposed 
line—I finding the maps and paying for the traeing,—so that I might personally satisfy myself as to the 
desirability of adopting Gundaroo line without and before putting Government to any expense. I now 
repeat this request—not from underlings, who seem to have a motive in keeping me in the dark—but 
from yourself, whose sincerity in a desire to advance our Colony is so notorious. 

I have, &c., 
L. FANE BE SALIS. 

Greatest possible df,Perence. 
30 Gunning 30 

Yass Goulburn 

Gundaroo. 

As it reall4J is. 

Information supplied.—C.A. G. 

No.9. 
THE. ENGINEEB-IN-CUIEI' FOB RAILWAYS to THE C0MMISSI0NEB FOR RAILWAYS. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, Engineer's Office, 

17 February, 1873. 

Minute-Paper.--.Proposed Route for Great Southern Railway, via Gundaroo. 
Mn. WADE will leave town on Wednesday morning for Goulburn, to explore the route vi2 Gundaroo, 
as proposed by Mr. Be Salis, for the extension of the Great Southern Railway beyond that town. Mr. 
Wade's address, at Goulburn, will be "Jones's Royal Hotel." 

Mr. IDe Salis inforined.-17/2/73. 
J.W., 17/2173. 

No. 9A. 
THE ACTING OoMMlssiornm FOE RAILWAYS to L. F. BE Si&s, ESQ. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, 

17 February, 1873. 
SIR, 

I have the honor to inform you that Mr. Wade purposes leaving Sydney on Wednesday morning 
next for Goulburn, to explore the route via Gundaroo, proposed by you for the extension of the G. S. 
Railway. 

His address will be "Jones's Royal Hotel," Goulburn. 

I have, &c., 
CHAS. A. GOODCHAP, 

Pro Commissioner for Railways. 

No. 10. 
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No. 10. 

THE ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF FOR RAILwAYs to THE CoMMISsIoNER FOR RAILWAYS. 

3 March, 1873. 
Suggested deviation of Great Southern Railway through North Yass. 

IN forwarding for the consideration of the Commissioner the plans and sections of the Southern Railway 
from Goulburn to Yass, I wish to call his attention to the deviation which has been suggested, to take the 
line through North Yass. 

The line recommended by me is shown upon the plan and coloured red; the deviation through North 
Yass is shown in pencil. 

I have not thought it advisable to show this deviation in ink, as I cannot believe that it will ever be 
constructed, and for the following reasons, viz. 

That by going through North Yass the line will be lengthened 1 mile and 9 chains. 
That the cost in the construction of this line will be £36,193 more than by the direct line, 
exclusive of the compensation which will have to be paid to the owners of town allotments 
in North Yass. 
That the station will have to be placed upon a curve of 20 chains radius, which in itself is 
extremely objectionable; and the difficulty is further increased by the sidings having to be 
formed partly on an embankment 40 feet high and in a cutting 30 feet deep. 
That the Great Southern Road would have to be diverted for a distance of 41  of a mile. 
That, through North Yass, there would be five public streets and the Main Southern Road to 
cross on the level, at which gate-houses would have to be erected and gatekeepers provided, 
in addition to very expensive raised approaches, which would have to be formed for several 
of the crossings or bridges built. 
That, if the public road crossing through North Yass be not provided, at least seventy 
allotments of land would have to be purchased. 
That by constructing the line through North Yass there is not one public advantage to be 
gained, everything being in favour of the line recommended by inc. 

S. That if the line through North Yass should be constructed, it will, in an engineering point of 
view, be always looked upon as a serious mistake. 

The station for Yass, on the line I recommend, will be near to the Main Southern Road, and 21, 
miles north of the Yass Bridge. 

It having been asserted that a line much cheaper than the one vid Yass, leaving the Yass line at 
Gunning, and passing through Dalton, Boorowa, and near to Young, could be constructed to Wagga 
Wagga, I have sent out a survey party to ascertain if this be the case, and probably the final settlement of 
the direction of the Railway from G-oulburn to Wagga Wagga should stand over until this information has 
been obtained. 

I enclose detailed estimates showing the cost of the direct line, which I recommend for adoption; 
and also the cost of the diversion through North Yass, marked respectively A and B. 

JOHN WHITTON. 

[Enclosure.] 
28 February, 1873. 

GREAT SOUTHERN RAILWAY EXTENSION—GOULBURN TO YASS. 
ESTIMATED cost of a portion of the Line as staked out, commencing at 180 miles 14 chains, and terminating at 188 miles 

59 chains, being a length of 8 miles 45J chains. 

118,509 2/6 L14,813 12 6 
8,226 616 19 0 
5,024 ,, ,, side ditches ............................................................................. 1/3 314 0 0 

Cb slveris. 
11,694 3/6 2,046 9 0 

Bridges and flood openings. 
10,488 

Cubic feet timber in culverts ....................................................................... 

5/- 2,622 0 0 Cubic feet timber work in bridges ................................................................. 

Fencing. 
6,484 Rods two-rail sapling fencing ........................................................................ 3/6 959 14 0 

No. 1 

Cubic yards excavation from cutting .............................................................. 
  side cutting ...............................................................................1/6 

Level crossing for public road complete .......................................................... 933 33 0 0 
No. 25 Occupation crossing and gates ......................................................................£22 550 0 0 

Miles. Ohs. 
8 4512  Permanent.way, laid with 404b. rails, partially ballasted, including all materials, 

labor, and carriage ................................................................................. .£2,445 

.. 

20,950 11 10 
8 45 £300 2,570 12 6 
8 45 £144 1,233 18 0 

Engineering and supervision ......................................................................... 

46,690 16 101- 

Compensation for land ............................................................................... 

Contingencies, 10 per cent. ......................................................................... 4,669 1 8 

Rate per mile, £ 5,993 17s. 

....... 

£  51,359 18 6 

.. 

28 
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28 February, 1873. 
GREAT SOUTHERN RAILWAY EXTENSION--GOULBURN TO YASS. 

EsTIMATED cost of alternative Line taken through the Town of North Yass, commencing at 188 miles 59 chains. Length, 
9 miles 5412  chains. 

338,070 Cubic yards excavation from cuttings 
23,186  side cuttings 
51876  side ditches 

Csd,'erts. 
(Th,l,cc f,.eF. l-i,v,hv,. ,r, culverts 

Thidqes and flood opemiags. 
Cubic feet timber work in hvidsvn 

Fencing. 
Rods two-rail sapling fencing ........... ..................................... ........................ 
Level crossings for public road, complete ........................................................ . 
Occupation crossings and gates ..................................................................... 

Permanent.way laid with 40-lbs. rails, partially ballasted, including all material, 
labor, and carriage.............. 

Engineering and supervision ..... 
Compensation for land, exclusive 
through North Yass ........... 

Contingencies, 10 per cent.... 

Rate per mile, £9,043 Os. 

£ s. d. 
2/6 42,2.58 15 0 
1/8 1,738 19 0 
1/3 354 15 0 

3/6 2,344 13 0 

5/- 2,962 10 0 

3/6 1,084 6 0 

£33 264 0 0 
£22 616 0 0 

23,670 13 1 
2,904 7 6 

1,394 2 0 

79,593 0 7 
7,959 6 0 

87,552 6 7 

I £2,445 
'300 

of the extra cost of purchasing town allotments' 

£144  

13,398 

11,850 

6,196 

No. 8 
No. 28 

Miles. Ohs 

9 54t 

9 54i- 
9 54i- 

Sm, 

No. 11. 
Mit. DISTIIICT-ENOINEEE WADE to Tnx ENGTNEEit-JN-CHJ.EF FOR RAILWAYS. 

Sydney, 4 March, 1873. 

I have the honor to report that I have examined the country between Goulburn and Yass, 
through which the line recommended by Mr. Do Salis will pass. I partly examined the Carangal Gap, 
through which the line originally advocated by Mr. Be Salis would pass, going towards Gundaroo and across 
the Yass River twice. This Gap is reached through very rough country on both sides, and as Mr. De Salis 
informed me he had abandoned the idea of urging the merits of this route, I did not think it necessary 
to make a more thorough examination of it. 

Mr. Be Salis now wishes to recommend quite a different line, passing through the Millbank Gap, 
and its general course parallel to and about 7 or 8 miles to the south of the Gunning line. I have 
examined this line throughout its whole length, and now proceed to describe it in detail, calling it the 
"Millbank Line," as distinguished from the "Gunning Line" staked out by this Department. 

The Millbank line will follow the Gunning line for about 9 miles from Goulburn to the Breada.lbane 
Plain; then strike in a S.W. direction to the Wologorong Lagoon, which it will pass very closely on either 
the north or south side ; then skirt the foot of the small range dividing the waters of Wologorong and 
Lake George until the test gap is reached across the range (which is about 200 feet high above the adjacent 
country) ; then in a W.S.W. direction to the Millbank Gap, leaving the Run of Water to Lake George a 
little on the left; the ridges at Millbank are the extension of the Cullarin Range; the first rise is over 
easy ground; the level of the Run of Water to Lake George is 2,550 feet above sea-level; and the first 
rise at Millbank 2,680 feet: After rising this 130 feet the line will keep to a slightly rising table-land for 
1 mile; then rise on tolerable ground to a level of 2,820 feet, which is kept for some distance; then a 
gradual fall to Gun Gun Creek, at Mr. Devitt's selection at a level of 2,600 feet, crossing on the way the 
main source of Lenda Creek. Up to this point there is no great difficulty; the difference of level is pretty 
large, but the ground is favourable beyond Mr. Devitt's. There is about 1- mile of very difficult country 
over the spurs from Mount Chaten when this is passed, the line will be on the ridge dividing the waters of 
the Murrumbidgee and Lachlan Rivers at a level of about 2,500 feet; from this point the line inclines 
towards the waters of Jerriwa Creek, and follows a very easy country in a westerly direction at a level of 
from 2,350 to 2,400 feet for 12 or 13 miles, crossing all the creeks near their sources. After this the Mun-
dawen Range is reached at the Old Gap Road Pass. This Gap is at a level of 2,530 feet with an easy 
ascent, but a difficult descent of 350 feet down a rough gully. There is 'probably length enough for an 
incline of 1 in 40 down the side of the gully. After making this descent the line will bend towards the 
south, cross the Main Southern Road about 1 mile from the upper bridge, then across Manton's Creek, and 
over a rather heavily undulating country to within a mile of Yass, where there is a large hill to cut through, 
and a difficult descent into North Yass, as well as a difficult way out of the town to go westward. 

The general section of the Millbank line will be somewhat parallel to that of the Gunning line. 
There is little difficulty of any importance on either line from the point where they branch to the Cullarin 
Range;  the ascents of the range are about the same on either line, and the heavy descent on the Gunning 
line has its equivalent in the rough piece through the Mount Chaten spurs on the Millbank line. The 
country from the Mount Chaten spurs to the Mundooran Range is rather more favourable than the corres-
ponding length on the Gunning line, especially as the watercourses are crossed near their sources. The 
crossing of the Mundooran Range appears to be easiest on the Gunning line; the remaining portion 
is about the same on either line, with the exception of the heavy approach to Yass. If it is determined to 
enter the town over the Millbank line, as shown in black on the accompanying plan, leaving the Gunning 
line at the point A—if carried through Yass the distance to the point B is 2 miles longer than to the same 
point by the Gunning line. I think a route could be got on the dotted line C B; this would be 11, mile 
longer than by Gunning. I have, &c., 

W. B. WADE. 
Commissioner,—Forwarded for the information of the Commissioner, with plan.—J.W., 6/3/73. 
Line vid Millbank to be surveyed. See memo. 73/150 of 7 March. 

360—B --- - -- No. 12. 
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No. 12. 

MINUTE or THE COLONIAL SECRETARY to LIE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

WHEN on a recent occasion I visited Queanbeyan, I had some conversation with Mr. Leopold Fane 
Be Salis on the practicability of diverting the line of Railway beyond Goulburn, so as to make it more 
available than by present plan for the traffic from Monaro. He undertook to personally examine the 
country, and I expressed my concurrence in his doing so, as I was aware that he was an exceedingly good 
bushman, with an extensive local knowledge. Mr. Be Salis writes the letter now transmitted in copy. 

H.P., 10/3/73. 
The Under Secretary for Public Works.—H.H., B.C., 10 March, 1873. 

[Enclosure.] 

L. F. De Salis, Esq., to The Colonial Secretary. 
Cuppacumbalong, Lanyon, 

7 March, 1873. 
My dear Mr. Parkes, 

In accordance with your wish I have carefully examined the country between Goulburn and Yass, with a view to 
utilize the intended Southern Railway by the additional carriage of the Monaro traffic at once, securing at the same time a 
lbvourable point whence to diverge a future Railway into Monaro itself, with the minor advantage of satisfying the inhabitants 
of Yass town. 

Mr. Sutherland has also sent an Engineer (Mr. Wade) to report on my line, and apparently to compare it besides with 
the previous plan. 

I trust this gentleman will report what is the real truth, and you will credit me with sincerity that my line compares 
favourably with the marked line, snipposin,q Monaro and Yass not to exist at all. How much more desirable therefore must 
it be when are taken into consideration the mutual benefit to Sydney and to Monaro, accruing thro' my line alone, and the 
satisfaction of the Yass people so much heightened thereby. 

My chief anxiety is that Mr. Whitton, not liking to be controlled, will object that his line is already staked some 40 
miles (no more I assert), so as to be ready to invite tenders. Now, as of these 40 some 10 miles coincide with my plan, and as 
there are no bridges and no engineering difficnities whatever on my line, but there are on his marked line, I cannot see that a 
change of plan will necessitate the loss of a single hour,—tho' as all posterity have to be served a little delay would be prefer-
able to an inferior plan. I should be sorry to think that in these days, when Yankees are laying down Railways at 10 miles 
per day, our departments fear, or pretend to fear, such imaginary causes of delay on an easy line, but they might and I am 
therefore battling for that decisive word from you that will make all idle scruples vanish, regard being solely directed to the 
real interests of the country. You may depend that I am telling you the disinterested truth. 

Yours, sincerely, 
L. PANE DE SALIS. 

Mr. Whitton for any observation he may have to make.—J.R., 14/3/73. 

No. 13. 

MINUTE OP TILE ENGINEER-TN-CHIEF FOR RAILWAYS. 

I MAY here remark that the line now referred to is not that which is known as Mr. Be Salis' line, as that 
particular line has been abandoned. I might make some observations upon the peculiar style of Mr. Be 
Salis's communications, but as he avers most strongly that he is seeking only the public good, I will 

See No.11 in charitably presume that his great zeal has overcome his little discretion. The line via Millbank is now- 
Wade's reportoMr-f being sur'veyed. See Mr. Wade's report herewith. ' J.W., 14/3/73. 
4/3/73. Commissioner, 14/3/73. Seen by,  Minister.—J.R., 25/3/73. 

No. 14. 

F. L. BE SALIS, ESQ., to THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Union Club, Sydney, 
14 March, 1873. 

Mv DEAR SIR, 
I saw yesterday a rough tracing of the new line between Goulburn and Yass, recently examined 

by Mr. Wade, and on which that gentleman is at this moment employed. 
It appeared to me that this line is now being edged off towards G-unning, and away frons Gundaroo 

to such a serious extent as will practically defeat the object, viz., securing the Monaro traffic to the Railway, 
for the attainment of which I undertook the examination of the country at Mr. Parkes' request. 

I am in a position to assert that when once the line from Goulburn reaches the western extremity 
of Mount Chaton Ranges, it will cause but an inconsiderable alteration in gradients or expense, whether 
the line continue northwards, or (as I suggest) bend southwards, with a view to the convenience of our 
numerous future customers from. Monaro. 

I average the direct line between two fixed points through which the line must go (western extremity 
of Mount Chatori and Old Mundooran Gap) as 12 miles. The whole country between these points is 
such, that it is a matter of comparative engineering indifference whether the line thus bend to the north, 
or, as I want it, to the south. And it is fortunately just here that it is advisable for the sake of Monaro 
that it should bend as far south as Can be conceded to the acknowledged importance of those districts. 

I am of opinion that no part of the country to which I am alluding is such, that if you could Con-
cede so much as to bend the line (say) 5 miles south, the engineering expenses of.  forming an equally 
available line in all but length could not exceed 25% additional per mile. 

As 
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As to extra length—suppose the line between said fixed points bend 4 miles south of the direct 
line, thus 

Old 
Mundooran Gap. Mount Chaton. 

= - 12 miles. 

14 miles. 

it would only increase the length by 2 miles-14 miles instead of 12; but as Mr. Wade's line seems to 
bend too much to the north, let us say 14 miles instead of 13, being only one mile extra. 

Cost of 13 miles at £6,500 ... ... ... ... £84,500 
Do. 14 miles do. ... ... ... 91,000 
25°/s  extra ... ... ... .. ... ... . . 22,750 

£113,750 

This concession to Monaro would therefore increase the total cost by only £29,250, and against 
this we may reckon amongst other drawbacks on the staked line the discarded bridges over the Fish, the 
Gunning, and the Jerrawa Rivers, each of which I maintain to have run as much water in floods as ever 
did the Yass River at Gundaroo. These three bridges could not be securely constructed at twice £29,000. 

I, however, believe that the extra engineering on the deviation southwards, that I have suggested 
above, would cost nothinq more'per mile, excepting perhaps a cutting through the crown of the main ridge 
on entering the south watershed, and the same on leaving it again.. Supposing each of these cuttings to 
extend 200 yards in length and 30 feet at its maximum depth, it would cost only £1,500 if of qraiute, if of 
schist and (as I believe) not even half that sum. My belief, in short, is that not £30,000, but only 
£10,000 extra would be required for bringing the Railway 5 miles nearer to the important southern 
country available for connection at several points. 

-' Never was there a more politic and at the same time economical suggestion (taken on the whole) 
than that which I have now had the honor of laying before you. 

if the Great Southern Railway cannot be brought as I have suggested, under (say) 5 miles north 
of Gundaroo, I must warn that there will be no certainty of the Monaro traffic to that line, and perhaps 
it would be better to return to the original proposition with an intention of building hereafter an entirely 
new line to Monaro rid Lake George. 

In the meantime, if my arguments be of any force, perhaps while Mr. Wade is on the ground, he 
might be instructed to seek a line between the said fixed points, possessing the requisite conditions, at such 
extra estimate as you are willing to concede for the immediate mutual benefit of Monaro and of our port 
and Railway. I also am quite ready again to assist personally in the search. 

I am, &c., 
L. FANE DE SALIS. 

Mr. Whitton, for report, and look at plan marked in pencil by Mr. Dc Salis.—J.S. 
I have examined this piece of country again and find a line can be taken so far to the south as to 

pass within half a mile of the allotments marked as Nowland's on the county map.—W.B.W., 29/3/73. See paper No.19 
See minute paper, 73/1159.—Mr. Wade's reports, in schedule. 

No. 15. 
THE ENGINEEIiINCHIEF von RAILWAYS to THE CoMMIssIONER FOR RAILWAYS. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, Engineer's Office, 

Sydney, 4 April, 1873. 
Minute paper.—.Forwarding plan, section, and book of reference of line from Goulburu to Yass, to be laid 

before Parliament. 
As I understand that Parliament is likely to be prorogued next week, I forward the plan, section (in three 
parts), and book of reference of the extension from Goulburn to Yass, for the approval of Parliament as 
required by the Railway Act, 22 Vic., No. 19, clause No. 9. 

This plan shows the line originally proposed by me. With reference to the proposed route leaving 
the present line at Gunning and passing Dalton and Burrowa, I have received a report from Mr. Firth 
stating that although the works on this line would be lighter than those of the line rid Yass, the distance 
would be twelve (12) miles longer. 

I have therefore removed the surveyors from this line as the extra length is, ii consider, fatal to its 
adoption. 

With reference to the lines proposed by Mr. De Salis, although the surveys are not yet completed, 
No. 16 in sufficient information has been obtained to justify their rejection, in consequence of the heavier works and schedule. 

the extra length of the shortest line, which would be about 2 miles longer than the line rid Gunning. 
I append a copy of Mr. Wade's report, dated 29th ultimo, on this line. 

JOHN WHITTON. 

No. 16. 



712 

12 

No. 10. 
Mit. DISTRICT-ENGINEER WADE to ThE ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF FOR RAILWAYS. 

Yass, 29 March, 1873. 

MR. Cowley has completed about 5 i1es of pretty easy line from the plain east of Milibank, going 
westward, and is now getting into the difficult country about the Mount Chaten spurs. I:have examined 
this portion in every direction and can only find one way through it, and that will probably require a 
tunnel and other heavy works. 

Mr. Watson is at work on the descent of the Mundoonen Range, which will also be a heavy work. 
Mr. Fitzgerald has got a section from Manton's Creek to North Yass. The descent into Yass following 
nearly the line of Reddall-street is very bad; it gives a gradient of 1 in 30, and a very heavy cutting. 1 
hope by the middle of next week to be able to bring you sections from Millbank to beyond Mount Chaten 
spurs, and from top of Mundoonen Range to Yass. I think you may safely anticipate that Mount Chaten 
spurs and descent into Yass will be sufficient to condemn this line. 

I have laid out the branch line from Bargo Creek into North Yass, and will forward section as 
soon as it is levelled and. plotted. The line is nearly straight and will give a fair section I think. 

With reference to Mr. Dc Salis' letter of 14th March, I find I sketched in the line too far to the 
north, having been misled by the position of dividing range as shown on county map. 

W. B. WADE. 

I have read this report to the Miuister for Works and pointed out to him the direction on the map. 
it will not therefore be necessary to forward it tohini at present.—J.W., 2/4/73. 

No. 17. 

Mn. DISTRICT-ENGINEER WADE to TUE ENGINEER.IN-CHIEF FOR RAILwAyS. 

Yass, 5 April, 1873. 

Memorandum. 

I ENCLOSE tracing, showing plan and section of the branch-line from staked line at Bargo Creek into 
North Yass. 1 tried a 15-chain curve at junction, and a 12-chain curve, starting at 187 iiles 20 chains, 
but each of them threw the line into too high ground. 

I am afraid it will be the end of the week before the section of 12 miles at each end of Millbank 
line are ready. 

W. B. WADE. 

An 8-chain curve may be used if 12 be found too much.—J.W., 7/4/73. Mr. Wade,—To be 
returned.—W.H.Q., 7/4/73. Any reduction of the radius of curve will improve the section.— 
W.B.W., 9/5/73. 

No. 18. 

MR. DISTRICT-ENGINEER WADE to THE ENGINEER-IN-CUTEr FOR RAILwAYS. 

Sydney, 16 April, 1873. 
SIR, 

I forward herewith tracings of the plan and section of those portions of the line from G-onl-
burn to Yass, by way of Milibank, that are now surveyed and levelled. I also forward the three county 
maps of this portion of country with the line marked on them, the surveyed portion shown by a full red 
line, and the unsurve.yed portion by a dotted red line. The survey commences at Milibank Ridges, 153 
miles 60 chains from Sydney. For the first 9 miles the section is fair, but the direction very bad. I have 
chosen the ground for this portion very carefully, and am confident the line cannot be straightened without 
a sacrifice of the section. Beyond this 9 miles there is a length of 3 miles of very rough country. The 
cutting near 163 miles is now 45 feet deep and 30 chains long, as shown on section, and will be still 
easier in execution when proper curves are laid out. The embankment over the valley of Meadow Creek 
at 163 miles 50 chains shows 50 feet deep, and this ground cannot be altered; any variation of the line 
laid down will largely increase this embankment. The first cutting on the incline is 40 feet deep, and can 
only be reduced by a complete alteration of direction; the cutting at the top of the range is 55 feet 
deep; no lower ground can be obtained The incline as now shown is 1 in 40, 1 in 100, and 1 in 33. The 
survey has only been completed to the further side of this range, and beyond that there is a length of 
12 miles 60 chains unsurveyed. This length is measured on a straight line. In all probability all the country 
is pretty easy. The line would actually be at least 1 mile longer than this measurement of 12 miles 60 
chains. The next survey commences on the top of the Mundoonen Range, at 178 miles 20 chains. The 
descent of this range is very difficult indeed; the incline now shown i 2 miles of gradients of 1 in 40, 1 
in 30, and 1 in 37; the cuttings are respectively 38, 30, 40, 65, and 40 feet in depth; the banks are also 
very heavy; one of them is 65 feet deep. This part of the line can only be brought to a moderate section 
by adopting curves of 10 chains or less radius from the bottom of Mundoonen Range; the line is for 8 
miles through a heavily undulating country, with several cuttings 30 feet deep. The descent into Yass is 
the most impracticable part of this line; there is no way of avoiding the hill through North Yass; and 
the only way of reducing the cutting and incline would be by leaving out the township and carrying the 
line northwards to the site proposed for a station on the staked line. The line shown on the tracings 

takes 
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takes the direction of Reddall-street as nearly as the ground admits. The incline is 1 in 33 for a mile, 
with a cutting of 55 feet deep and 12  a mile long, and embankment 45 feet high and 1 mile long; and there 
is no available position for a station on this part of the line. The total length of line, as nearly as can be 
estimated from the plans, is 2 miles 72 chains longer than the staked line, in addition to which at least. 
1 mile should be added for additional length, caused by curves on the unsurveyed portions, making in all 
an excess of about 4 miles in length over the staked line. 

I have, &e., 
W. B. WADE. 

Forwarded for the information of the Commissioner.—J.W., 16/4/73. Three county maps here- Table of the with. Commissioner.-16/4/73. House as ox- 
liibits only. 

No. 19. 
Mx. DISTRICT ENGINEER WADE to THE ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF FOR RAILWAYS. 

Government Railways, 
Engineerin Chief's Branch, 

Metnorand urn. 
16 April, 1873. 

IN accordance with your instructions I have informed Messrs. Watson, Cowley, & Fitzgerald that they are 
not to proceed any further with the surveys on the line I pointed out to them, and that they are to forward 
theirplans and sections to this office, and then rejoin Mr. Frith. 

W. B. WADE. 

Mr. Frith.—W.H.Q., 16/4/73. Seen.—J.R.F., 16/4/73. J.W., 18/4/73. Commissioner, 
20/1/74. 

No. 20. 
THE ENGINEER-UT-CHIEF FOR RAILWAYS to THE . CoaiMJssIoNEE FOR RAILWAYS. 

Department of Public Works, Railway Branch, 
Engineer's Office, 

Sydney, 24 April, 1873. 

Trial Lines between Goulburn, and Wagga Waqga. 

THREE trial lines have been surveyed from Goulburn towards Yass :- 

1st. The first, which has been staked out as far as Yass, passes over the Breadalbane Plains, Cullarin Line proposed to 
Range, through Gunning, across the Mundoonen Range, to a point on the Great Southern Road, where be adopted. 
a station is to be provided for the town of Yass, distant about 2 miles. 

Upon this line, which is shown on the plan now laid before Parliament, there is no curve of a less 
radius than 1.9 chains, and no incline steeper than 1 in 40. 

The trial sections then proceed to Bowning, Binalong, Murrumburrab, Cootamundry, Bethungra, 
and Junee, to Wagga Wagga. 
- 2nd. A deviation was suggested, leaving the first trial line at Gunning, passing near to Dalton, Deviation rid 

Burrowa., Moppity, Houlagan's Creek, and Junee, to Wagga Wagga. . urra (aban- 

This line was however abandoned, as it was ascertained that it would be 12 miles longer than the 
line vid Yass. 

3rd. A third line was suggested by Mr. Do Salis, from Goulburn to Yass, passing the first Breadal- Deviation vh 
bane Plain, Wologorang Lake, Milbang, Lerida Creek, Gun Gun Creek, the Spurs of Mount Chaton, near 31ilbang and 

the head of Jerrawa Creek, crossing Chain of Ponds Creek, then following near to the Old Gap Road, doned). 
crosses the Mundoonen Range, and descends towards Yass, crossing the Main Southern Road about 5 
miles east of Yass, then crosses Manton's Creek, Bald Hill Creek, and reaching North Yass follows 
nearly the line of Reddall-street, joining the first trial line, which I recommend for adoption, near the 
proposed station for Yass. 

This line has been abandoned, for the following reasons, viz. :- 
It would be 4 miles longer than the line vid Gunning. 
The works would be much heavier; gradients of 1 in 30 and 1 in 33, and curves of 10 chains 
radius, would have to be adopted; and the works through North Yass would be heavier 
than those on the original section through this town. 

. The gradient through North Yass would be I in 33, and station arrangements upon such an 
incline would be impracticable. 

I quote the following from Mr. Wade's report, dated 16th April, 1873 
"The descent into Yass is the most impracticable part of this line. There is no way of avoiding 

the hill through North Yass, and the only way of reducing the cutting and incline would be 
by leaving out the township and carrying the line northwards to the site proposed for a 
station on the staked line." 

The line shown on the tracings takes the direction of Reddall-street, as nearly as the ground 
admits. The incline is 1 in 33 for a mile, with a cutting 55 feet deep and half a mile long, 
and embankment 45 feet high and 1 mile long; and there is no available position for a 
station on this part of the line." 

umerous trial lines have been levelled for the purpose of carrying the main line of Railway Trial lines 
through North Yass, or nearer to the town of Yass than the line now staked out. through North 

It has however been fouhd utterly impossible to carry a line either through North Yass, or even 
Yass. 

nthrer to Yass than the line proposed by me, without involving the Country in a very heavy expenditure, 
and lengthening the line. 

The 
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The following reasons against carrying the line through North Yass are taken from my report to 

the Commissioner, dated 3rd March, 1873 
That by going through North Yass the line will be lengthened 1 mile and 9 chains. 
That the cost in the construction of this line will be £36,193 more than by the direct line,. 

exclusive of the compensation which will have to be paid to the owners of town allotments 
in North Yass. 

That the station will have-to be placed upon a curve of 20 chains radius, which is in itself 
extremely objectionable; and the difficulty is further increased by the sidings having to be 
formed partly on an embankment 40 feet high and in a cutting 30 feet deep. 

That the Great Southern Road would have to be diverted for a distance of a quarter of a mile. 
That through North Yass there would be five public streets, and the Main Southern Road to 

cross on the level, at which gate-houses would have to be erecthd and gate-keepers provided, 
in addition to very expensive raised approaches, which would have to be formed for several 
of the crossings, or bridges built. 

That if the public road crossings through North Yass be not provided, at least seventy 
allotments of land would have to be purchased. 

That by constructing the line through North Yass there is not one public advantage to be 
gained, everything being in favour of the line recommended by me. 

That if the line through North Yass should be constructed, it will, in an engineering point of 
view, be always looked upon as a serious mistake. 

JOHN WHITTON. 

No. 21. 
MINUTE OF THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Survey into Yass. 
INFORM Mr. M. Fitzpatrick, M.P., in reference to the representations made by him of the desirability of 
affording time for the residents of Yass to make a private survey, in order to ascertain whether or not the 
Southern R.ilway can be carried into that town, that the Government will give instructions for the 
examination of any survey which may be so made within seventy days from this date, and that if it be 
considered desirable I will myself visit the district and inspect the line of survey. Say that I, and indeed all 
the members of the Government, would be glad to include the town of Yass in the direct line of Railway, 
if it could be done without detriment to the Railway itself (as a great public work constructed in the 
interests of the whole Colony.) Already more. than ordinary efforts have been made to carry the extension 
of the Railway through Yass, and any course in favour of that object which the residents themselves can 
present for the consideration of the Government, shall be fully and carefully examined; but it is desirable 
that not a day's delay should take place. 

Add that I believe that all that can be done may be effected in less than the time now stated by 
their surveyor, taking advantage of that which I have always stated they could have, viz., the knowledge 
by perusal of reports, and of all that has been done by the Government in the matter, and if necessary, 
authority to take tracings of the plans and sections of the survey proposed for adoption. 

.J.S., 14/5/73. 

Mr. Fitzpatrick informed.-14/5/73. Railways.—G.H., B.C., 16/5/73. Mr. Whitton.-16/5/73. 

No. 21A. 
THE TJNDER SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS to M. FITZPATRICK, ESQ., M.P. 

14 May, 1873. 
SIR, 

Having reference to the representation made by you of the desirability of affording time for 
the residents of Yass to make a private survey, in order to ascertain for their own satisfaction whether or 
not the Southern Railway can be carried into that town, I am now directed by the Secretary for Public 
Worl s to inform you that, the Government will give instructions for the examination of any survey which 
may be so made within seventy days from this date, and that if it be considered desirable the Minister 
himself will visit the district and inspect the line of survey. Mr. Sutherland, and indeed all the Members 
of the Government would be glad to include the town of Yass in the direct line of Railway, if it could be 
done without detriment to the Railway itself, as a great public work constructed in the interests of the 
whole Colony. Already more than ordinary efforts have been made to carry the extension of the Railway 
through Yass, and any course in favour of that object which the residents themselves can present for the 
consideration of the Government shall be fully and carefully examined; but it is desirable that not a day's 
unnecessary delay should take place. 

Mr. Secretary Sutherland believes that all that can be done may be effected in less than the time 
now stated by your surveyor, taking advantage of that which hehas always stated you might have, viz., 
the knowledge by perusal of reports, &c., of all that has been done by the Government in the matter, 
and if necessary, authority to take tracings of plans and sections of the surveys prepared for adoption. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE.. 

No. 22. 
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No. 22. 
MINUTE FOE THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 19 May, 1873. 

I HAVE the honor to submit herewith, for the approval of His Excellency the Governor and the Executive 
Council, the plans and book of reference, together with draft proclamation of an extension of the Great 
Southern Railway from Goulburn to Yass, being a distance of 54 miles 21 chains on the line from Goulburn 
to Wagga Wagga. 

JOHN SUTHERLAND. 

The Executive Council advise that the plans and book of reference herein specified be approved, 
and the necessary notice published accordingly.—ALEX. C. BUDGE, Clerk of the Council. 

Mm. 73/23, 19/5/73. Corn., 26/5/73. 
Approved.—ll.R, 26/5/73. 
See list of objections herewith; they are all with reference to claims to compensation and not to 

route of line. The inhabitants of Yass were allowed seventy days from the 14th May last (will expire on 
the 23rd instant) to suggest -a better route. The confirmation of the plans it is presumed cannot be 
proceeded with till that time has expired.—C.A.G., 4/7/73. No.—J.S., 9/7/73. 

No.23. 
M FITZPATRICK, ESQ., M.L.A., to TUE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

100, Pitt-street, 
12 July, 1873. 

SIR, 
Referrh:ig to my interview with you on the 10th instant, I now beg to state that Mr. Grundy, 

the engineer chosen by the Yass Railway Extension Committee to examine the country in the neighbourhood 
of Yass, has made a preliminary report, which leaves no doubt that a practicable and inexpensive line to 
Yass can be laid down. But in order to elaborate the details further time is necessary. 

Of the very brief period allowed by the Government for this purpose, a considerable portion was 
used in unavoidable office-work in Sydney, and another portion was wasted by the unusually wet weather. 

Relying on the oft repeated assurance of the Government that they are willing and anxious to 
carry the line into Yass if it can be done with justice to the public interest, I now entreat that you will 
grant an extension of the time allowed for this survey to (say) three weeks beyond the time originally 
limited; or, if there be any State reasons (of which I am unaware) rendering it undesirable to comply 
with this request, then I beg that the tenders to be opened on Tuesday next may not be absolutely 
accepted for that portion of the line beyond Mauton's Creek; or, that the Government will reserve the 
right to amend the line hereafter. 

As I understand the tenders are called for on schedules of prices, there can be no public inconvenience 
in this course. I earnestly press for an early reply. 

thave, &c., 
M. FITZPATRICK. 

No. 24. 
MINUTE OF TUE SECRETARY FOE PUBLIC WORKS. 

Public Works Department 
22 July, 1873. 

TUE sections that I have already verbally requested the Engineer-in-Chief to prepare of the deviation of 
the line through North Yass will be a working section,- and the contractor for the extension from Goulburn 
to Yass will be requested to state the amount (if any is required in accordance with his right to amend his 
price as reserved by his agreeing to the deviation if required by  the Government) for which he will be 
prepared to execute the work, so that a reliable comparison can be made between the cost of the line as 
laid out and the deviation through North Yass as prepared. I should be glad if this work can be attended 
to at once. 

JOHN SUTHERLAND, 

Mr. Whitton.—J.R., B.C., 23/7/73. In accordance with the Minister's verbal instructions I 
have taken steps to commence this survey at once.—J.W., 23/7/73. Commissioner.-23/7/73. 

No. 25. 
MINUTE OF THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

INFORM Mr. Fitzpatrick that, the Government -being anxious. to get this matter settled as early as 
practicable, I have requested the Engineer-in-Chief, to have staked out on the ground what he believes to 
be. the best and shortest line through North Yass, and make working sections of what he has now only 
trial surveys of, so that when the private surveys are completed (the time for which may be extended for 
fourteen days longer than at first stated), a decision can be at once arrived at, without losing the time 
which would otherwise be necessary to cheek the private survey. The right to amend the line south of 
Manton's Creek has been reserved on certain conditions. . 

J.S., 19/7/73... 

Wrote M. Fitzpatrick, 23/7/73. 

No. 26.. 
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No. 26. 
TilE CoIIssIoNER FOR RAILWAYS to M FITZPATRICK, ESQ., M.L.A. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, 

Sydney, 23 July, 1873. 

In reply to your letter of the 12th instant, requesting, on behalf of the Yass Railway 
Extension Committee, that the time granted to thein to have surveys made may be extended, in order that 
the surveyors may complete their work, I have the honor to inform you, that with a view to afford every 
possible thcility to the people of Yass, who have interested themselves in this matter, the Secretary for 
Public Works has approved of the time being extended fourteen days from this date. 

The Government being anxious to have this matter settled as early as possible, the Engineer-in-
Chief has been requested to have staked out on the ground what he believes to be the best and shortest 
line through North Yass, and to make working sections of that portion of which he has now only trial 
surveys, so that when the private surveys are completed a decision can at once be arrived at without 
losing the time which would otherwise be necessary to check the private surveys. 

I may add, that in accepting the tender for this extension the right to amend the line south of 
Manton's Creek was reserved on certain conditions. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE, 

Commissioner for Railways. 

No. 27. 
MIEUTE or TilE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Extension— Goulburn to Yass. 

Except as IT would appear that the Railway Act gives no power to deviate a line after it has once been confirmed. 
regards errors At the same time the Act provides that the works shall not be commenced until after forty days from date 
clause 15. of confirmation. In view of a possible deviation of the line into North Yass, and to prevent delay in 

commencing work, it is proposed that the line should be confirmed at once as far only as Manton's Creek. 

C.A..G, 23/7/73. 

Approved.—J.S., 23/7/73. 
Public Works, for minute of Executive Council. 

No. 28. 
MINUTE FOR 'mr Exrcu'mrvr CoUNcIL. 

Department of Public Works, 
Sydney, 23 July, 1873. 

REFERRING to the minute of the Executive Council of 26th May last, approving of the plans and books 
of reference of an extension of the Great Southern Railway from Goulburn to Yass, being a distance of. 
54 miles 21 chains on the line from Goulburn to Wagga Wagga, I have the honor to inform His Excellency 
the Governor and the Executive Council that the necessary notice has been duly given of the intention to 
make the said line of Railway, and that no valid objection has been received thereto in terms of such notice. 

As, however, the inhabitants of Yass have not yet completed the private survey of the proposed 
line through North Yass, I do not ask the Governor and the Council to confirm the whole of the line, as 
first proclaimed, but only that portion of it which terminates at Manton's Creek, being a distance of 
45 miles and 60 chains from Goulburn, in order that, in the event of the adoption of a route into North 
Yass, the deviation from the present proposed line may be duly proclaimed. 

JOHN SUTHERLAND. 

Tur Executive Council advise that the intended formation of the Railway extension from Goulburn 
towards Yass, viz., to Manton's Creek, a distance of 45 miles and 60 chains from Goulburn, be now 
confirmed, as herein recommended, in accordance with the provisions of the Railway Act, 22 Victoria, 
No. 19. 

ALEX. C. BUDGE, 
Clerk of the Council. 

Mm. 73/35, 28/7/73. 
Approved,—H.R, 28/7/73. 
Conflrmed.-30/7/73. Railways.—H.H,, B.C., 1/8/73. 

No. 29. 
Tun CoMMIssIoNER FOR RAILWAYS to Mn. D. WILLIAMS. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, 

Sydney, 16 July, 1873. 

SIR, 
Referring to your tender for the construction of the Railway line from Goulburn to Yass, 

I have the honor to inform you that, in accepting a tender for this service, it is necessary to make 
provision for a deviation in the line, should the Government determine to adopt, at the instance of the 
inhabitants of Yass, a survey which they are now having made with that object in view. 
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I have the honor, therefore, to request that you will have the goodness to state whether, in the 
event of the acceptance of your tender for this work, you will consent if any such deviation should be 
made to your contract being altered to accord therewith, and to the cost of the work in such deviation 
being paid for at the schedule of rates in your tender,--the deviation to be considered in all respects a 
portion of the original contract? 

I have to request the favour of an early reply. 
I have, &c, 

JOHN RAE, 
Commissioner for Railways. 

No. 30. 
Mn. B. WILLIAMS to THE CoMMIssIoNER FOR RAILWAYS. 

Sydney, 17 July, 1873. 
Sin, 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 16th instant, accepting 
(conditionally) my tender for the Goulburn and Yass Railway Extension, and in reply I am willing that 
the prices in schedule to my tender shall apply to the present line, if carried out; but in the event of 
the North Yass deviation being constructed, the prices in schedule shall apply only up to the point of 
deviation, leaving the prices for excavation of the proposed deviation to be further considered and agreed 
upon. 

With respect to the deviation, what I mean is, that I will do all the work required on it at the 
schedule of prices, except the excavation, the price for which, in consequence of the deviation probably 
running through a country in which there is a large proportion of granite rock, no such rock occurring on 
the present line, is to remain open until it is ascertained what class of rock or earthwork is comprised in 
the excavation, when the price for excavation is to be agreed on between the Engineer-in-Chief and 
myself; and if we differ and cannot agree as to price, I am willing to leave the matter to the Minister for 
Works for the time-being, whose decision shall be final. 

I have, &c., 
DANIEL WILLIAMS. 

No. 31. 
MR. GRUNDv'S REPORT ON PROPOSED Lin. 

(Preented to the .Mini.cter for F?iblic Works b, H. Fitzpatrick, .Esq., 2fF., 24 Ji411, '73.). 

Yass, 21 July, 1873. 

To the Gentlemen appointed as a Committee to endeavour to bring the Main Southern Line•  of Railway 
into North Yass,— 

GENTLEMEN, 

Since my arrival in Yass, as you are already aware, I have been occupied in endeavouring to 
find a practicable line of Railway into North Yass. 

My progress report will have informed you that in consequence of the many trial sections taken by 
Mr. Whitton's instructions, I at first feared that there was little chance of achieving your object,—Mr. 
Whitton's most reasonable arguments against the line, then considered the best practicable one, as stated 
by him to the Commissioner on the 3rd Marëh last, seeming conclusive; but I have now succeeded in 
obtaining a line which will, I hope, alter the decision of that gentleman and of the Minister for Works. 
At least many of the objections disappear, especially that of increased cost as compared to the line then 
recommended, and now, I understand, contracted for. 

I submit a description of the line into North Yass, which I recommend. 
I adopt the line of diversion from Manton's Creek to 186 miles 67 chains on the section; but whilst 

accepting the line laid down upon the plan obtained from the Railway Department, I have submitted it to 
various alterations of gradients, similar to those usual upon sections elaborated for letting contracts. This, 
though very carefully done upon the section prepared for letting the contract upon the present main line, 
had not been done at all on the abandoned section. The consequence is that, with gradients contrasting 
not unfavourably with the present contract line, a saving of some 50,000 cubic yards of earthwork is effected 
up to the point already mentioned as 186 miles 67 chains (point marked A on plan), hence to the length of 
187 miles 43 chains 50 links the same line as that shown on plan and sections already referred to is kept, 
excepting that some few short curves of 20 chains radius are eased to much larger radii. 

From this point commences an entirely new line, which passes through the town of North Yass 
with easy curves (not less than 30 chains radius) and gradients not steeper than those on the approved 
line, to the Great Southern Road, which is crossed on the level. The cuttings on this portion are heavy, 
of necessity, but from them is obtained all the extra material required to form the embankment of a portion 
of the station yard. 

The station ground commences after crossing the Great Southern Road and will extend at least 
of a mile on the level, entering with a curie of 40 chains radius, the remaining distance being straight. 

Thence the line goes to Bango Creek, and there rejoins Mr. Whitton's abandoned line, but crosses 
the creek with much less embankment. From this creek to the junction with the contract line the 
direction is nearly the same, but a slight deviation again causes a further reduction in the earthwork of 
several thousand yards. 

I now proceed to give a comparative statement of the improved line I recommend with the aban-
doned deviation, based necessarily as to details of prices upon the comparative estimates drawn out for the 
Commissioner by Mr. Whitton on 3rd March last, and subsequently printed. 

360—C Mn. 
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Mis. WrnTT0N. F. H. Gisimny. 
The line, would be lengthened 1 mile and 9 1. The line would be lengthened about 40 chains 
chains. only. 
The cost will be £36,193 more. 2. The cost will be about £13,000 more only. 
The station will be on a curve of 20 chains radius. 3. Part of the station will be on a curve of the same 

radius as that on the contract line; the remainder 
on the straight. 

and And 
three-fourths nearly on a level. The remainder 

on an embankment 40 feet high and cutting 30 on an embankment specially provided to receive 
feet deep. the excavation necessitated by the descentthrough 

North Yass. 
The Great Southern Road diverted mile. 4. Not diverted at all. 
That five public streets and the Southern Road 5. The cost of purchasing seventy allotments—but 
have to be crossed at great expense ; or 6. by my line seemingly not more than forty—will 
Seventy allotments purchased. be better known by yourselves than by me; but 

I am repeatedly informed that it would not 
exceed £1,000. Nevertheless, I have allowed 
£3,000 in my estimate. 

That the line through North Yass offers not one 7. Surely a public advantage to Yass at any rate, a 
public advantage, everything being in favour of town of very considerable importance evidently; 
the other. and surely, also, to the agricultural district for 

miles round. 
That the line through North Yass would be a 8. Under the altered circumstances this objection 
serious mistake in an engineering point of view, will, I suppose, be withdrawn. 
It is necessary to supplement the foregoing statement, which is, of course, a professional one, by a 

practical comparison of cost. 
Undeniably, to bring the main line through NorthYass, will increase the length of that main line, 

not by 1 mile and 9 chains, but by (say) 40 chains only. This will entail an additional expenditure of 
(say) £13,000 only, because, deducting the improvements upon the abandoned line and the deviations from 
it, a reduction of £23,000 is effected upon the àupposed increase of £36,000, as per Mr. Whitton's report 
to the Commissioner, of 3rd March. 

But it appears to me that one item of vital importance has been overlooked. I believe I am correct 
in saying that a branch line to Yass has been promised. If it has not been promised it will certainly be 
required. 

The comparative estimateê differ only to the extent of £13,000. Now, the adopted line, with a 
branch to Yass, would be (say) at least one mile and a half longer than a main line through North Yass, 
and the expenses consequent upon two stations, extra rolling stock, officials, &c., would be much greater. 

One other comparison between the main line and the deviation proposed may yet be made. None 
of the three comparative estimates provide for the extra expense of earthwork for stations; but never-
theless the cost of the earthwork in the station I propose is included, because the heavy cutting necessary 
at the highest part of North Yass must be taken into the small gully where the station ground ends. But 
for the station on the main line no extra excavation is provided, although it must be found and must be 
paid for. Probably some 20,000 cubic yards will be required, but the moderate estimate of 12,000 cubic 
yards would still further reduce the comparative estimate by £1,500. 

The estimate will now be as follows: 
193,752 cubic yards excavations from cuttings, at 2s. Gd ... ... £24,219 0 0 
1,200 cubic yards side cutting, at is. Gd. ... .. 90 0 0 
5,342 cubic yards side ditches, at is. 3d ... ... 333 17 6 
11,694 cubic feet timber in culverts, at 3s. Gd....... ... 2,046 9 0 
Bridges, ilood openings, and level crossings, or purchasing allot- 
ments ... ... ... ... ... ... 4,500 0 0 

Fencing... ... ... ... ... ..; ... 1,013 6 0 
Permanent-way ... ... ... ... ... 22,267 0 0 
Engineering and supervision ... ... ... ... 2,717 0 0 
Compensation for land ... ... ... ... 1,324 0 0 

£58,510 12 6 
Contingencies, 10 per cent ... ... ... ... ... ... 5,850 0 0 

£64,369 12 6 
Contract line as per same estimate ... ... ... ... ... 51,350 18 6 

Thus the difference of cost is reduced from £36,000 to £13,000. Further reduction for excavation, main 
line station, £1,500. 

This diminished excess of £13,000 (or £11,500), will, I suppose, be somewhat lessened if the con-
tract line is, as has been reported, taken at a cost less than Mr. Whitton's estimate, because the comparison 
of difference will be in favour of the larger sum. 

I regret that the further extension of time, for which I advised you to ask, has not been granted, as 
I could, if permitted ten days' additional time, have provided the drawings, &c., which should accompany 
this report, and which as it is will not be ready for a few days. These will not alter my estimate, which 
so far as the material upon which I have to work will allow is final. Indeed, the most minute elaboration 
could not, I venture to say, alter the conclusion by (say) £1,500.. 

In conclusion, I feel justified in saying that the line through North Yass will eventually not cost 
more, indeed probably less, than the one now contracted for, with the branch if necessitated, and I confi 
dently anticipate its adoption. . 

I am, &c., 
FRANCIS H. GRUNDY, C.E. 

LETTE1 



719 

19 

LETrEIi accompanying the above Report. 
Coils' Hotel," 

Yass, 22 July,- 1873. 
To the Gentlemen of the Yass Deviation Committee,—• 

Gentlemen, 
I have now the pleasure and honor to present my report. I may mention that the consequence 

of no reply being received to your application for an extension of time is, that the plans which I should 
have wished to accompany it are not ready. Indeed, the rough material necessary to compile the report at 
all was not ready until 4 o'clock this morning, so that I will not make any excuse for not having performed 
the impossible. 

Of course to the line of Railway I now recommend, objections may, and very likely will, be taken. I 
can only say that it is practicable, contrasts not unfavourably with its rival one, taking its superior im 
portance into fair consideration, and is the best I believe to be found. 

I should mention, in allusion to the startling reduction from £36,000 to £13,000, that from the first 
my astonishment was excited by this vast difference, because, notwithstanding all the acknowledged diffi-
culties of the approaches to Yass, I could not see where this great sum of money was lost. I know now. 
The comparison of March last might well be in favour of the shorter line. It was a comparison, bitterly 
unfavourable to you—a comparison of a highly elaborated finished line, with gradients studied and con-
stantly altered to suit the undulations of the country, with a crude trial line, having had no. care taken 
with its details. Hence the fact of the large reduction of 50,000 cubic yards. 

I am, &c., 
FRANCIS H. GIRUNDY, C.E. 

No. 32. 
Mu. GRUNDY'S REPORT ON PROPOSED LINE. 

(Presented to the &cretary for Public Works by X. Fitzpatrick, Esq., X. P., 4 August, 1873.) 
Coll's Hotel," 

To the Gentlemen of the Yass Deviation Committee,— 
Yass, 2 August, 1873. 

Gentlemen, 
In presenting to you the sections of the proposed Railway through North Yass, and the plan of 

deviation from the abandoned line, I complete the service you required. 
I have nothing to add to my earlier reports, excepting such minor modifications as a more intimate 

knowledge of a subject always suggests. 
Fçom first leaving the junction with present line at Manton's Creek, I have substituted a 50 for 'a 

60 chain curve, thus making an excavation somewhat lighter. Immediately beyond my eighth mile I have 
made a similar change. For the rest of the distance the line of section is adopted, excepting as presently 
described, as taken for the abandoned line, but the gradients upon it are entirely changed. 

I submit for your consideration two lines through North Yass, diverging at a distance of 6 miles 
from the abandoned section, and rejoining it at Ban go Creek, one red, the other blue. Either is practicable 
at a cost not in excess of the additional £13,000 already named. I recommend the red one. It is a little 
longer, and goes through somewhat more improved allotments; but the blue line would require a diversion 
of the Great Southern Road of a few chains, and even then would not have so good a station ground, and 
has more earthwork in it to the value of £2,500 or £3,000. 

The difficulty connected with the Railway into North Yass centres in the. necessity of a quarter of a 
mile of level for a station. Every chain it could be shortened would reduce cost and improve gradient; 
width of good station ground there is in abundance. 

The red line passes between two buildings of comparative importance, immediately before crossing 
the Great Southern Road; neither of these will .be touched, and would both be available for station pur-
poses; and the point chosen is certainly the best upon which to enter the station ground. Nevertheless, 
the whole question is one of cost; the blue line, the red line, or even a third dotted line upon the plan, 
which would, however, considerably increase the earthwork and make the cutting heavier in the station 
ground, besides entailing embarrassment with the Great Southern Road, which would be many feet below 
the Railway level. 

One point more in support of the line into Yass. The gradients, on either the contract line or ours, 
are necessarily severe, and on paper there is little to choose between them; but on my line there is no 
longer continuous gradient of .1 in 40 than 47 chains; on the contract line there is an unrelieved drag of 
1 in 40 for some 06 chains. Everyone must appreciate the difference between a hill 1+ mile long and 
undulations chiefly of of a mile in length. 

The work I have now finished is probably not in detail absolutely correct. This remains, I think, 
for the Government engineers to do, or to find a still better line, which may very probably be done to a 
small extent; but I am certain of this, that a comparative good line into North Yass, at a small increase of 
expense, not exceeding the £13,000, so frequently referred to, at the most, over the line which leaves Yass 
unprovided for, can be found, is found indeed; and I believe that it will cost less than the distant one when 
a branch to Yass is provided. 

I apologize for any omissions I have made; but you are aware that my work has been a run against 
time. ; and it would not have been completed to-dayhad it not been for the untiring help of the gentleman 
who has assisted me—Mr. Trotter. 

I have, &c., 
FRANCIS H. GRUNDY. 

App endi.v. 
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Appendiz. 
ALTERATIONS having been made in my previous estimates, I append a final one. It will be observed that here I have omitted 
all cost of compensation or purchase of property in North Yass, -because the estimates of the approved contract lineand the 
abandoned North Yass one do not contain it, and the comparison would consequently be an unfair one to me. However, holding 
myself bound to the frequently-mentioned £13,000 only, it will be seen that a margin remains of double the sum included in 
my former estimate 

170,000 cubic yards excavation, at 2s. Cd ........................................... £21,250 0 0 
Side-cutting—none. 
5,240 cubic yards side ditches, at is. 3d........................................... 327 10 0 
12,368 cubic feet timber in culverts, at 3s. Gd..  ................................... 2,i64 8 0 
10,939 cubic feet timber-work in bridges and flood openings, at 5s..........2,734 15 0 
5,620 rods two-rail fencing, at 3s. 6d................................................. 983 10 0 
8 level crossings, at £33 ............................................................... 264 0 0 
26 occupation crossings and gates, at £22 .......................................... 572 0 0 
8 miles 77 chains permanent-way, at £2,245 ....................................... 20,120 1 3 
Engineering and supervision .........................................................2,600 0 0 
Compensation for land other than through North Yass, at £144 ............1,290 12 0 

£52,307 11 3 
Contingencies, 10 per cent. ............ ................................................ 5,230 15 lj 

2nd August, 1873. £57,538 6 4 

No. 33. 
THE ENGINEER IN CHARGE OF SURVEYS to THE CHAIRMAN OF THE YASS RAILWAY COMMITTEE. 

Coil's Hotel," 
Yass, 12 August, 1873. 

Sin, 
Having received instructions from the Engineer-in-Chief for Railways to make a survey and 

complete plans of Mr. G-rundy's proposed line through North Yass, I shall be extremely obliged if you 
will appoint some one to meet me and point out its direction on the ground, as I have thiled to discover 
any stakes or marks to enable me to make an accurate survey. 

I have, &c., 
THOMAS R. P111TH, 

Engineer in charge of Surveys. 

No. 34. 
THE CHAIRMAN OF THE YASS RAILWAY COMMITTEE to THE ENGINEER IN CHARGE OF SURVEYS. 

Yass, 13 August, 1873. 

SIR, 
I have to acknowledge the receipt of your note of to-day's date, asking that some one should 

be appointed to meet you on the ground and point out Mr. Grundy's proposed line for the Railway through 
North Yass. 

In the absence of Mr. Grundy, with whom 1 shall put myself in communication, Mr. Zouch, who 
has great local knowledge, and has already partially followed the proposed line, will be happy to meet 
you at the "Commercial Hotel," Yass, to-morrow, at 2 o'clock, and proceed to the ground. 

I am, &c., 
THOS. LAIDLAW, 

Chairman. 

Forwarded for information of the Commissioner.—JW., pro W.H,Q., 1/8/73. 

No. 34. 
TuE ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF FOR RAILwAYs to THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Coll's Hotel," 
Yass, 15 August, 1873. 

Mr DEAR Mn. SUTHERLAND, 
I enclose for your perusal Mr. G-ruudy's telegram, in reply to Mr. Laidlaw's inquiry about the 

staking of the line. He admits that his lines never have been staked, and coolly suggests that 'the 
measurements can be taken from the plan of 10 chains to an inch. The 10 chain plan is the one he copied 
in my office at Sydney, and therefore he made no survey, and it is quite evident his section has been plotted 
from distances measured by him from this plan. Mr. Grundy has written a letter to the Evening Yews 
stating  that the telegram in Tuesday's Herald is not in accordance with the facts. He does not however 
say in what particular. I believe it to be perfectly true. It will be impossible to fix upon Mr. Grundy's 
line with any degree of accuracy, but the surveyors are doing all they can in the matter. I am just leaving 
for Binalong. 

Believe me, &c., 
JOHN WHITTON. 

Seen.—To be put with other papers on this subject.—J.S., 16/8/73. 

New SouthWales Electric Telegraph. 
August 13, 1873. 

TELEGRAM from F. H. Grundy, Sydney, to T. Laidlaw, Yass. 

NOT time to peg, takeoff plan plotted to ten scale. 

No. 35. 
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No. 35. 
THE ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF FOR RAILWAYS to THE CoMMISsIoNER FOR RAILWAYS. 

Department of Public Works, 
- Railway Branch, 

Engineer-in-Chief's Office, 29 October, 1873. 

G.S.R.—Proposed deviation through North Yass. 

As the plans and estimates of the proposed deviation through North Yass are nearly ready to lay before 
the Legislative Assembly, I suggest that Mr. Williams be asked at what price per yard he will undertake 
the excavations on this length, in the event of Parliament authorizing its construction. 

The other works would, I presume, be executed at the prices stated in his schedule for the main 
line. 

J.W. 

Yes; it is so stipulated in the agreement—CA.G-. 
Approved.—J.S., 28/10/73. 
Mr. Williams asked to say.-29/10/73. 

No. 36. 
THE CoMMIsSIONER FOE RAILWAYS to Mx. B. WILLIAMS. 

29 October, 1873. 
Sin, 

Referring to your letter of the 17th July last, on the subject of your tender for the Goulburn 
and Yass Railway Extension, in which you state, with respect to the contemplated deviation into the 
Town of Yass, that you would do all the work required on it at your schedule of prices, except the 
excavation, the prices for which, in consequence of the deviation running through a country in which there 
is a large proportion of granite rock, should be determined at a future time when fuller information of the 
strata had been obtained,—I have now the honor to inform you that the Engineer-in-Chief has reported 
that the plans of this deviation are ready, and to request that you will say, to enable the Government to 
determine the matter, at what price per yard you will undertake the excavations on this length, should it 
be decided to make the deviation. 

The price you name will be submitted to the revision of the Engineer-in-Chief, as stipulated. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN RAE, 

Commissioner for Railways. 

No. 37. 
Mx. B. WILLIAMS to THE CoMMIssIoNER FOR RAILWAYS. 

Railway Works, Goulburn, 
3 November, 1873. 

Six, 
I have the honor to inform you that I have received tracing of the proposed deviation of the 

0-oulburn and Yass extension, and have since examined the course of country through which the new line 
passes; and, in accordance with my letter to you of the 17th July last, I now submit the price for the 
earthwork on the new line. - I shall require an advance of is. 4d. (one shilling and four-pence) per cubic 
yard, or for all earthworks from cuttings excavated in the new line from point of deviation to the end of 
contract to be at the rate of 3s. 8d. (three shillings and eight-pence) per cubic yard, instead of the price 
named in schedule accompanying tender. 

As the leads are much longer, it must be understood that a further quantity of rails be allowed for 
temporary purposes, so as to facilitate the pushing on with the works. 

I have, &c., 
DANIEL WILLIAMS. 

Mr. Whitton.—J.R., B.C., 5/11/73. - 
In my estimate of the extra cost of this deviation, as compared with the main line, I assumed the 

price of the earthwork would be 3s. per cubic yard. If the works be exeuted at the price stated by 
Mr. Williams, viz., 3s. 8d. per cubic yard for excavation, the additional cost beyond my estimate will be 
£8,609 15s. 4d., or £55,338 12s. Gd. more than the cost of the main line.—J.W., 11/11/73. 

Commissioner.-11/1 1/73. 

No. 38. 
THE ENGINEER IN CHARGE OF SURvEYs to THE ENGINEER-IX-CITIEF FOR RAILWAYS. 

Great Southern Railway.—Trial Surveys—Goulburn to Wagga. 
Sydney, 27 October, 1873. 

Sin, 
In accordance with your instructions I have had completed a correct survey of the deviations 

from the main line and through North Yass, as proposed by Mr. Grundy, and I now do myself the honor 
to submit the plan (drawn to a scale of 4 chains to 1 inch) showing the "Main Line," the deviations as 
formerly surveyed under your direction, and the lines recommended by Mr. Grundy; also "working 
sections" of the two latter lines accompanying the plan. 

In completing this survey the greatest accuracy has been insured, so that the quantities and estimates 
made are strictly correct. 

On 
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On receipt of your instructions to survey the proposed deviations I examined the ground, and found 
that the line first proposed by Mr. Grundy, and called the "blue line," was only partially marked out, the 
curves were inaccurate, and the straight portion (as shown by marks on the fences) was very crooked. 

The "red line," being the one finally recommended for adoption by Mr. Grundy, was not pegged 
out at all; and how any engineer could profess to give a correct estimate of the cost of a line consisting of 
several curves and over a rough piece of ground, with such unreliable data, I have as et failed to ascertain; 
and as the difference between the estimate made by Mr. Grundy and the actual result of correct surveys 
is so great I am thoroughly satisfied as to the absurdity of the former. 

The line has been staked out from the 10-chain plan supplied by Mr. Grundy to the Yass Railway 
Committee, and referred to by him, and is as correctly laid dOwn as the inaccuracies of the plan will admit; 
that is to say, the curves are correct arcs, and the straight portions are tangential to the curves. In laying 
down the gradients I have copied those of Mr. Grundy, giving the same heights, lengths, and ratio, but 
from the difference between guessed levelling and actual reduced levels the sections are very unlike edch 
other. 

The line is identical with your previously made trial lines from Manton's Creek to }Iovell-street in 
North Yass; it then crosses Pollux-street, where an over bridge will be required, through section No. 30, 
and crosses Hope and O'Brien streets at their junction. Here a long skew bridge will be required, as well 
as the deviation of the former street. Section No. 12 is then traversed diagonally, when Ford, Mount, and 
Hume streets are crossed. These three streets must be closed, and by deviation made to cross the line on 
the level midway between ?ord and illume streets. Section No. 24 is then passed through to 0-lebe and 
Mount streets; the latter must be diverted to the former, and cross the line by a bridge. Section No. 26 
is then crossed (the line going through a building of some importance), and the Great Southern Road will 
be crossed on the level, and the proposed station ground reached. The station will be partly in a cutting 
from 2 to 13 feet deep, and partly on an embankment varying in height from 1 foot to 29 feet. The line then 
crosses a gully, a small cutting, and "Bango Creek" is reached. By Mr. Grundy's improvement on your 
former trial line the embankment is shortened, but at the expense of putting the line in the creek, which 
will necessitate either a very long bridge or a retaining-wall of considerable height and length; the former 
being the cheapest and most suitable for the circumstances. From this point to its junction with the 
"main line," near the "Telegraph Inn," your original trial line has been followed. 

Carefully calculated estimates of the quantities of work in both of Mr. Grundy's proposed lines, 
and also of the main line, are herewith appended; and as the whole of them have been calculated from 
finished plans, and the amounts from the same schedule, they are perfectly reliable, and the comparisons 
just. 

I have, &c., 
THOMAS R. FIRTH, 

G.T.W., 15/1/74. Engineer in charge of Trial Surveys. 

GREAT SOUTHERN RAILWAY. 
ESTIMATED cost of Mr. Grundy's proposed Lines through North Yass, and of the Main Line from 
Manton's Creek to the " Telegraph Inn," and also Mr. Grundy's estimate of the Red Line, which 
was recommended by him to the Yass Railway Committee. 

Description of Work. 
Mr. Grundy's proposed 

 Main Line. 
Mr. Grundy's 
estimate of the 

Blue Line. Red Line. Red Line. 

miles c. iks. miles c. Iks. miles c. iks. 
Lengths 9 2 54 9 14 74 8 38 0 

£ s. d. £ s. 11. d. 
 

£ s. d. 
Earthworks-Including cuttings, side-cuttings, 

£ s. 

road approaches, and deviation of water- - 
courses ................ ....... .......................... 

Cul verts and flood openings ........................ 
40,226 11 
9432 6 , 3 

11 
39,568 17 
9,710 16 

11 
11 

16,697 13 10 
3,711 16 5 

21,577 10 
4,899 3 

0 
0 

Road bridges ................ ............................. .2,996 
. .  

3 0 4,590 12 7 403 19 7 
Permanent-way-Includes rails, sleepers, ballast, 

.  
1,638 3 gates, and level crossings ........................ 4 31,846 14 6 27,918 0 6 20,956 1 3 Fencing ...................... ............................. 

Land-Including compens s,&c ationforseverance 
1,964 18 
8,238 0 

6 
0 

1,998 0 
8,415 0 

0 
0 

1,846 16 
3,266 0 

0 
0 

983 10 
1,290 12 

0 
0 

.. 

.. 

2,708 150 2,750 0 0 2,55000 2,600 0 0 
Engineering and supervision .......................... 

97,204 18 
9,720 9 

0 
7 

98,880 1 
9,888 0 

11 
3 

56,399 6 
5,639188 

4 52,306 16 
5,230 13 

3 
7 

Contingencies, 10 per cent ............................. 

Total cost .................. £ 106,925 7 7 108,768 2 2 62,039 5 0 57,537 9 10 

i.liJi'.-27/10/73. A.W.T., 20/1/74. 

No. 39. 
THE ENGncEER-IN-CUIEP FOR RAILWAYS to THE C0MMrssIoN1t FOR RAILwAYS. 

Railway Department, 

SIR, 
Sydney, 29 October, 1873. - 

In compliance with the instructions of the Minister for Public Works, dated 23rd July last, I 
have had a careful survey and estimates prepared of the cost of the proposed deviations of the Southern 
Line through North Yass. 

Probably it will be advisable, before giving the particulars of the cost of this length, to state as 
briefly as possible the circumstances which led to the preparation of detailed plans, sections, and estimates 
of these deviations. Originally 



723 

23 

Originally it was intended to take the main line of the Southern Railway through Yass; but on my 
first visit to that district, in 1867, I was apprehensive that to do so would greatly increase the cost, not 
only by reason of the heavier works which it appeared to me would be inevitable, but also in the purchase 
of private property. 

Trial sections were,' however, ordered to be taken, and several lines were levelled between 1867 and 
1872. Finding from these sections that the cost of a line through North Yass would be considerable, I 
had other sections taken, which, when completed, gave a much shorter line with lighter works; and, as no 
private property of any great value had to be passed through, I decided upon recommending the con-
struction of the shorter and cheaper line. 

This line will be hereinafter referred to as the "main line," the plans and sections of which were 
laid before Parliament and approved in April last. 

The position of the station on this line is about 21 miles from Yass, and close alongside the Great 
Southern Main Road, thus giving easy access to the Railway by a thoroughly good metalled road. 

The inhabitants of Yass were, however, dissatisfied at having the station so far from the town, and 
decided to have a survey made, independent of the Railway Department, at their own cost, as they were of 
opinion that an inexpensive line could be constructed through North Yass which would give all the accom-
modation they required and would not much increase the length of the line. 

This decision having been communicated to the Minister for Works, every assistance was promised 
to the committee which had been appointed by the residents in the district, and instructions were given 
by the Minister to place at the disposal of the committee all the plans and sections in this department, 
both of the main line and the trial lines through Yass, and to give every possible facility to the gentleman 
who might be appointed to furnish plans and sections of a shorter and cheaper line than those discovered 
by this department. 

Mr. Grundy having been appointed to perform this duty, made application to me for the plans, 
sections, and other documents in my possession, and I think he will admit that every information he 
required was freely given to him. 

I pointed out on the plans the different lines which had been levelled with a view of bringing the 
main line through North Yass, and I also gave him my reasons for abandoning them. 

Mr. Grundy, therefore, commenced the work he had undertaken in full possession of all the informa-
tion that had been obtained by this department. 

The lines most favourable for the construction of a Railway through North Yass were laid down 
upon-a plan drawn to a scale of 10 chains to an inch, upon which the main line was also shown. This plan 
and the sections of each line were copied by Mr. Grundy's assistants. 

The same lines are laid down upon the working plan, which has been prepared to be laid before 
Parliament, and is drawn to a scale of 4 chains to an inch. 

These trial lines are numbered 1, 2, and 3, and are respectively 1 mile and 9 chains, 57 chains, and 
33 chains longer than the main line. 

In addition to these extra lengths beyond that of the main line, it will be seen on reference to the 
plan that each line passes through valuable building allotments in North Yass. It may be urged that the 
allotments are not valuable, but I have had sufficient experience to know that the most worthless land is 
assumed to be valuable when at anytime required for Railway purposes. 

The trial line No. 1 leaves the main line at 180 miles 13 chains from Sydney, near to Manton's 
Creek, follows the Gap Road to near the boundary of the township of North Yass, crosses Hovell-
street, Hope-street, O'Brien-street, Grampian-street, Ford-street, and flume-street, and enters the town-
ship reserve for public recreation, where a station was required by the inhabitants of Yass; then crossing 
the Great Southern Road at 27 chains from the bridge over the Yass River, follows the general direction 
of the Main Southern Road, crossing Bango Creek about 3 chains south of the road bridge over that creek, 
and, recrossing the Main Southern Road, joins the main line at 188 miles 51 chains from Sydney. 

Trial line No. 2 diverges from trial line No. 1 at 185 miles 33 chains, being 5 miles and 20 chains 
from the junction of trial line No. 1 with the main line, and crossing Hovell-street, Hope-street, O'Brien-
street, Mount-street, Ford-street, flume-street, Glebe-street, Mount-street (2nd crossing), the Main 
Southern Road or Laidlaw-street, at a distance of 48 chains north of the bridge over the Yass River, rejoins 
trial line No. 1 at 14 chains south-east of Bango Creek. 

Trial line No. 3 diverges from trial line No. 2 at 186 miles 5 chains, and after crossing Hovell- 
street, O'Brien-street, Ford-street, flume-street, Orion-street, Glebe-street, Reddall-street, Bango Creek 
(20 chains north of the Main Road bridge), joins the main line at 187 miles 70 chains. 

These three trial lines were taken by the officers of this department under my direction, as being 
the most favourable, should it be deemed advisable to carry the main line through North 'Yass; but they 
were all abandoned by me in favour of the main line. 

Trial line No. 1 would have been the most convenient for the inhabitants of Yass, as it provided 
for a station on the Government reserve at a distance of 27 chains only from the bridge over the river, and, 
although it passed through a great number of building allotments in North Yass, the property was of less 
value than the allotments further to the north. The length of this line was however 1 mile and 9 chains 
longer than the main line. 

Trial line No. 2, notwithstanding it was only 57 chains longer than the main line, passed through 
the best building sites in North Yass, would have been more expensive to construct than No. 1 line, and 
the position of the station would have been 50 chains north of the bridge over the river. 

Trial line No. 3 was only 33 chains longer than the main line, but the works would have been much 
heavier than those on the other trial lines, and no satisfactory site could have been provided for a station. 

The plans and sections of these three lines were placed at Mr. Grundy's disposal, to assist him in 
finding a cheaper line and one that would be more satisfactory to the inhabitants of North and South Yass. 

Mr. Grundy's lines, or as it would probably be more correct to say, his slight deviations from my 
trial lines, are numbered 4 and 5 on the accompanying plan. 

The line numbered 4 was the first recommended by Mr. Grundy, and is called the blue line. 
It diverges from my trial line No. 1 at 186 miles 22 chains, and joins the same trial line at 188 

miles 24 chains, being a divergence of 2 miles and 2 chains, out of a length of 9 miles and 47 chains. 
This line is stated by Mr. Grundy to be 40 chains only longer than the main line; but as he after-

wards abandoned it in favour of another line, shown in red, and numbered 5 upon the plan, it will not be 
necessary for me to notice it further than by appending an estimate of its cost if constructed. 

The 
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The red line No. 5, which Mr. Grundy finally recommended, is in reality my trial line No. 1, from 
its junction with the main line at Manton's Creek to 186 miles 22 chains; and from this point, until it 
again joins No. 1 line at 188 miles 24 chains, it is very nearly identical with my trial line No. 2. 

At no point is it distant more than 4 chains from my line, and generally less than 2 chains. 
It is difficult to understand why any alteration should have been made, as the deviation by Mr. Grundy 

not only increased the cost of the works but extended the length 13 feet beyond that of my trial line No. 2. 
I can explain the matter only by assuming that Mr. Grundy was anxious to say that my line had 

not been entirely adopted. 
Mr. Grundy's so-called deviation crosses the sime streets through North Yass as those crossed by 

my line No. 2, but, from the objectionable manner in which some of them are intersected, the expense of 
construction would be greater. 

Hovell-street must be diverted, Pollux-street must be carried over the Railway by a bridge, Hope-
street and O'Brien-street would be crossed where they intersec.t each other-Hope-street being diverted, and 
O'Brien-street crossed by a skew bridge, the Railway being carried over the street, Ford-street, Mount-
street, and Hume-street must be diverted and carried over the Railway by one crossing on the level. Glebe-
street must be crossed by a bridge over the Railway, Mount-street must be again diverted so as to cross the 
Railway by the bridge provided at Glebe-street, and Laidlaw-street, or the Main Southern Road, must be 
crossed on the level. 

The proposed station ground joins up to the Southern Road, and the position for the station would 
be 54 chains north of the bridge over the Yass River, or 4 chains further from Yass than that proposed on 
my line No. 2, and 27 chains further from Yass than the station shown on my line No. 1. 

Three bridges would therefore be required-one under and two over the Railway, besides the diversion 
of six streets. 

The alteration made by Mr. Grundy in the direction of the line between his proposed station 
ground and the "Carrier's Arms Inn," on the Southern Road, necessitates a long bridge over Bango Creek, 
as the line runs for some distance parallel to the creek, and so close that the only alternatives to the 
bridge would be a retaining-wall or a diversion of the stream. 

From the " Carrier's Arms" Inn to the junction with the main line my trial line No. 1 has been adopted. 
The lengths of these various lines are as under 

No Miles. Chains. 
1 ...........................9. 47 
2 ...........................9 15 
3 ...........................8 71 
4 ...........................9 3 
5 ...........................9 15. 
Main Line.....................8 38 

"The estimate of the cost of the deviation forwarded by Mr. Grundy to the Yass Railway Committee 
does not contain correct quantities, nor does it give a fair value for the work to be done. 

Mr. Grundy has taken the excavation on this deviation at the same price per yard as I gave in my 
estimate on the whole average between Gotilburn and Yass, viz., 2s. Gd. per yard; but as the material 
composing the cuttings on the deviation would be much more expensive to remove, an additional price 
should have been named. I have taken the cost of this excavation at 3s. a yard,* and I do not believe that 

any contractor would undertake the work for a less sum, if even at that amount. 
Mr. Grundy's estimate of the cost of the culverts and bridges has been arrived at, as it appears to 

me, in a peculiar manner. The length of the main line between Goulburn and Yass is 54 miles; the 
deviation is about 9 miles. Mr. Grundy has apparently divided my estimate for bridges and culverts on 
the whole length by six, the amount being for the main line £29,588 5s., and for the deviation £4,899 3s. 

This system may be convenient, but it is certainly very erroneous. 
The following are correct comparative estimates of Mr. Grundy's deviation shown on the plan rnblue, 

also the deviation shown on the plan in red, and finally recommended by him to the Yass Railway Committee. 
I also append an estimate of the cost of the main line recommended for adoption by me, and Jill'. 

Grn21,'s estimate qf the cost of his line marked in red and numbered 5 on the plan. 

GREAT SOUTHERN RAILWAY. 

ESTIM.TED Cost of Mr. Grundy's proposed Lines through North Yass, and of the Main Lin from 
Manton's Creek to the "Telegraph Inn," and also Mr. Grundy's estimate of the Red Line, which 
was recommended by him to the Yass Railway Committee. 

Deserption of work. 
Mr. Grundy's proposed 

_____________________ ____________________ Main Line. 
Mr. Orundys 
Estimate. 

Blue Line. Red Line. 
(Red Line.) 

miles c. lks. miles e. lIes. miles o. ike. 

Lengths 9 2 64 9 14 74 8 38 0 

£ s. d. £ s. d. s. d.  
Earthworks-Inclucling cutting, side.cutting, 
road approaches, and deviation of waterS 
courses 48,226 11 3 39,568 17 11 16,697 13 10 21,577 10 0 

Culverts and flood openings ........................... 9,432 6 11 9,710 16 11 3,711 16 5 4,899 3 0 
. 2,996 3 0 4,590 12 7 408 19 7 

Permanent-wa"-Tncludes rails, sleepers, ballast, 

..................................................

Road bridges .............................................. 

31,638 3 

.. 

4 31,846 14 6 27,918 0 6 20,956 1 3 
1,964 18 6 1,998 0 0 1,846 16 0 983 10 0 

level crossings, and gates .......................... 
Fencing ..................................................... 
Land, including compensation for severances 8,238 0 0 8,415 0 0 3,266 0 0 1,290 12 0 
Engineering and supervision ........................ 2,708 15 0 2,750 0 0 2,550 0 0 2,600 0 0 

97,204 18 0 98,880 1 11 56,399 6 4 52,306.16 3 
Contingencies, 10 per cent . ........................... . 9,7209 

.. 

7 9,888 0 3 5,639 18 8 5,230 13 7 

106,925 7 7 108,768 2 2 62,039 5 0 57,537 9 10 Total cost ............... £ 

From 

* The Contractors price, since aesrtaiaed, isle. Sd. per yard. See Mr. Whittsn's farther report of 11,/11/73, as to the effect of this.-C.A.G. 
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From the foregoing estimates it will be seen that Mr. Grundy's blue line would cost £44,886 2s. 7d., 
and his 'red line £46,728 17s. 2d., more than the main line recommended by me. Mr. Grundy's own 
estimate of the cost of the 'red line is £57,537 9s. lOd., and my estimate for the same line £108,768 2s. 2cL, 
being a difference in the cost of 9 miles of Railway of £51,230 12s. 4d. This difference is somewhat 
startling, but it must be remembered that Mr. 0-randy never did make an estimate of the work to be done, 
nor even take out proper quantities to enable him to do so. 

It may be said that I have placed too high a value upon the land which would have to be purchased 
through North Yass; but supposing that I have done so, which I do not for ond moment believe, if the 
whole amount be struck out the extra cost over Mr. Grundy's estimate would still be £42,815 12s. 4d. 

In my report to the Commissioner on trial lines between 0-oulburn and Wagga Wagga, dated 24th 
April, 1873, and reprinted from the original report, dated 3rd March, 1873, I gave eight reasons against 
carrying the main line of the Southern Railway through North Yass. 

I place side by side the opinions I then expressed with thosa-]i now entertain on the same subject. 
"1. That by going thrpugh North Yass the line 
will be lengthned 1 mile and 9 chains." 

That the cost in the construction of this line 
will be36,193 more than by the direct line, exclu-
sive of the compensation which will have to be paid 
to the owners of town allotments in North Yass." 

That the station will have to' be placed upon 
a curve of 20 chains radius, which is in itself ex-
tremely objectionable, and the difficulty is further 
increased .by the sidings having to be formed partly 
on an embankment 40 feet high and in a cutting 30 
feet deep." 

That the Great Southern Road would have 
to be diverted for a distance of a quarter of.a mile." 

That through North Yass there would be five 
public streets, and the Main Southern Road to cross 
on the level, at which gate-houses would have to be 
erected and gatekeepers provided, in addition to very 
expensive raised approaches which would have to 
be formed for several of the crossings, or bridges 
built." 

That if the public road crossings through 
North Yass be not provided, at least seventy allot-
ments of land would have to be purchased." 

That by constructing.the line through North 
Yass there is not 'one public advantage to be gained, 
everything beingin favour of the line recommended 
by me." 

That if the line through North Yass be 
constructed, it will, in an engineering point of view, 
be always looked upon as a serious mistake." 

That by going through North Yass the line will 
bclengthened,by taking Mr. 0-ru

,
ndy's line, 57 chains, 

and the station will be 54 chains from the bridge 
over the river, instead of 27 chains as on my line 
No. 1. Mr. Grundy's line will also be more costly. 
That the cost in the construction of the red line, 
calculated from very carefully prepared working 
sections, will be £46,728 17s. 2d.', including the cost 
of the purchase of building allotments in North 
Yass; or, if the value of the town allotments be 
omitted, as in my former estimate of line No. 1, the 
cost will be £41,828 17s. 2d. more than the main 
line recommended by me. - 
That the station on Mr. Grundy's red line will be 

'partly in a cutting from 2 to 13 feet deep, and partly 
on an embankment from 1 foot to 29 feet high. On 
the main line the station will be on an embankment 
from 1 to 9 feet high, and cutting not exceeding 7 
feet in depth. 
That the Great Southern Road .will not in this 
case have to be diverted, as the station ground has 
been removed 27 chains further from the town of 
Yass. 
That thro'ugh North Yass' six public streets will 
have to be diverted and three bridges built, one 
under and two over the Railway; the Southern Road 
and Mount-street will have to be crossed on the 
level, and two gate-houses built. 

That if public road crossings through North Yass 
be provided, at least fifty-eight allotments of land 
would have to be purchased. 
That by constructing the line through North Yasa 
there is not one public advantage to be gained. The 
line will be lengthened 57 chains, which will be a 
serious tax upon the public in perpetuity, private 
building allotments in North Yass will have to be 
purchased at an estimated value of £4,900, which 
can be avoided, and the cost of the works decreased 
by the sum of £41,828 17s., 2d. by adopting the line 
recommended by me. 
This I repeat, with the addition that, having had 
most careful estimates prepared of this proposed 
deviation, I am more than ever satisfied of the sound-
ness of the views expressed in my former reports, 
and I again strongly advise the conitruction of the 
main line as originally recommended by me and 
approved by Parliament. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN WHITTON. 

No. 40. 
MR. GEUNDY's REPoRT TO TRE YASS RAILWAY COMMITTEE. 

(Preen.ted to the &cretary for Public Wo'rlcs by .Mssrs. T. Eobertsou, ,T. Hurley (Harellan), 4 
Of. YitzpatricA.-12/12/73.) 

183, Pitt-street, 20 Nov., /73. 
"To the Gentlemen of the Yass Railway Committee,— 
"GENTLEMEN, 

"From the time of my leaving you to the present I have been, and I still am, anxiously 
expecting the report of the Railway officers upon your proposal to bring the main line of the Southern 
Railway through North Yass. I was at first very hopeful of success, but as time progressed I bees me 
aware that doubts were accumulating, and that opinions amongst yourselves even were less sanguine than 

360—D at 
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at first. It will be remembered that from the first I begged your earnest recognition of the fact that I 
but pointed out one or more routes by which the line could be brought in and out again (the ridiculous 
notion which has been promulgated that I only endeavoured to point out a line into North Yass as being 
the extent of my instructions, leaving the getting out again to discover itself, if even more than a joke, 
and a very bad one, was at least anything but flattering to the honesty of a sane man, who must certainly 
know that the subscriptions of your community were not given for the enjoyment of a 'reductio ad 
absurdnm' joke). But I never said I had discoveed the very best line; indeed I distinctly stated, on the 
contrary, that I had neither time nor means to elaborate details to anything like the extent necessary for 
that purpose; that I considered such elaboration the duty of the Government engineers; and that I had 
every expectation that those gentlemen would succeed in finding something superior in detail to either of 
my suggestions. But, to my disappointment and surprise, I learn that this is not so. I hear from good 
authority that the Department has confined itself to setting out my suggested lines, and even those are 
not followed out with exactness,—neither of the two lines set out by them being the same as those chosen 
by me. Mr. Trotter, the gentleman who was with me during the time I was at Yass, and whom I have 
since sent up again, as will be presently explained, examined these lines and gave me this information. 
He says further that in neither case is the line now staked out equal to mine, but that the divergencies of 
as much as a chain to one side or other must largely increase the works to be performed; moreover, that 
the red line goes through one if not two houses, which I carefully avoided. An explanation of this variance 
is probably due to the absence of minute detail; I imagine that the exact curve or precise length of 
straight stated in my report or shown in my sections will not quite 'fit' on the ground, and that then it 
has been set out as it came, regardless of increase to the works, although proper humouring could have 
brought the line where I wished it. That this could be done is certain, as there is nothing in the nature 
of the curves or straights to make it difficult. I fear that no improvement has been attempted; if this be 
so it is not just to you or to me. Besides this probable increase in quantity, I hear that the material in 
the North Yass cuttings is so hard that an addition to the price per cubic yard will be necessary. Be it 
so—the price of 2s. Gd. per yard is Mr. Whitton's own, adopted in his printed report, both for his main 
staked line, as now let, and for his abandoned line into North Yass. My estimates for all my lines are 
made from these prices, necessarily, because to obtain a schedule of my own would have alone occupied all 
or more than all your time, and, when obtained, I could not have made any comparison with the lines of 
Mr. Whitton by it, but must have after all adopted his. Again, I hear that the bridge over Bango Creek 
will cost £10,000. Now, my proposed crossing of this creek on my former sections is at the same place 
and on the same level as Mr. Whitton's. His printed estimate allows £2,962 lOs. for all bridges dyer 9 
miles 54*  chains, including Bango Creek. Bango Creek alone is now to cost £10,000. Verily the part is 
monstrously greater than the whole. Thus it seems now probable that although the very formidable list 
of reasons advanced for avoiding Yass cannot now be maintained, although there can now be nothing like 
an increase in length of 1 mile and 9 chains,' although the 'extremely objectionable' features of the 

station ground have disappeared, and there will now be no '40 feet high' embankment or '30 feet deep' 
cuttings upon it, although the quantity of earthwork will no longer be anything approaching to '338,000 
cubic yards', &c., &c.—yet will arise a new phalanx of hitherto undiscovered objections, forcing you again 
into the far background. 

"Nevertheless it is not to be denied that the 2 or 3 miles of Railway represented by my red 
and blue lines, from Hovel-street to the rejunction with the main staked line, present a succession of 
works, which not individually of alarming magnitude, yet are collectively of serious increase to the total 
cost of the desired North Yass line, and I have been always hoping that some improvement might be dis-
covered in them. It seems that improvement has not been discovered. Although my time was too limited 
when at Yass to enable me to make the exhaustive examination of the country thereabouts which I desired, 
yet I did not fail to notice what seemed to me to be a practical route, which after following either the red 
or the blue line through the greater part of North Yass, should diverge to the north, and crossing the 
Great Southern Road the second time 20 or 30 chains on the Yass side of Bango Creek, should come out 
into the open land, crossing Bango Creek on the plain (when, if the creek is even more than bank high, 
there is abundant room for the water to spread), should then by a gradual ascent keep upon the surface, 
or nearly so, until it joined the staked line, about 187 miles 65 chains, instead of some three-quarters of a 
mile further on, as previously shown. So much was I impressed with the practicability of such line, 
that hearing from a sure source that no new line had been attempted by the Government engineers, I sent 
my assistant in the previous work to North Yass once more on the 24th October, with instructions carefully 
to examine the country 1 have just described, and furnished with a rough sketch of the lines I thought 
might be obtained. He returned on the 4th November, since which time I have given every spare moment 
myself, and one, often two assistants, to elucidating my theory. I have now the honor to forward to you 
the result of my endeavours, comprising a very rough plan and sections, in which the draughtsman's merit is 
wanting, but which show the large degree of success which has again attended my efforts. One change more 
I have made, after mature consideration: In my previous sections, red and blue, I have adopted a minimum 
gradient of 1 in 40 in deference to the instructions issued from the head office of the engineering depart 
ment, which rule that this gradient of 1 in 40 should be adopted as the minimum. Now, although I have 
I think clearly shown that with a gradient of 1 in 40 a line can be brought into and out of North Yass 
at a cost not even approaching prohibition, yet, as I have before stated, this gradient necessitates an ugly 
cutting in probably very ugly material, through the heights of North Yass. But why prohibit, under 
peculiar circumstances, gradients less than 1 in 40? Surely if anything can warrant the extravagant 
expenditure, the immense engines, the weighty rails which we have adopted, in order to run one train a 
day with an extra one on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, at a rate of twenty miles an hour, it is that 
in extrernis a great extra power may be available on just such an occasion as this. Besides, a gradient of 
1 in 33 leads away from the Picton station—which by-the-by is on a sharp curve, and in heavy cutting—
for some 3 miles. I have therefore adopted in my new comparative sections gradients of 1 in 33, and 
1 in 35 respectively-45 chains of 1 in 33 in one case, and 22 chains of 1 in 25 in the other. By one 
quarter of a mile of a gradient of 1 in 35, and by adopting the new line No. 2, every difficulty seems to 
be overcome, excepting, of course, that of the passing through North Yass, its streets, and allotments. 

A description of these alternative lines is now appended. 
It will be recollected that on the former sections, blue and red, submitted to you, each diverged 

from the original abandoned section at a point marked B— 
"Still 
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Still adopting this point B as the divergence point, we will first follow the red line section. I 
still adopt precisely the same line as that shown upon my former plan, through North Yass, across the 
Great Southern Road (Laidlaw-street), and to the further end of the station ground, but with different 
levels, whereby a far better section is obtained. 

"The gradient before adopted is now continued for chain and a half from B. Hence about 41 
chains of 1 in 44, 10 chains of level, and 22 chains (only) of 1 in 35 give favourable crossings of the 
various North Yass streets, cross the Great South Road on the level, and then the line enters upon a 
quarter of a mile of station, whose deepest cutting is nbout 10 feet. From the end of the station ground 
an s curve of about 22 chains radius brings the line across the Great Southern Road, again by an over-
bridge, probably lowering the road (or diverting it a few chains) about 4 feet, the gradient being 1 in 40 
for half a mile. Next a level of 4 chains, then I ju100 for 9 chains, again level for 10 chains. The 
line here crosses Bango Creek 20 feet above the bed of the creek, hence 1 in 42 for .about half a mile 
further to the junction with the contract line, as staked out. This line is called the red line .No. 2, and is 
shown on the lower section. The blue or upper section line, commencing as before at B, follows the blue 
line upon the first plans as far as Hume-strect; hence it diverges rapidly to the north, and escaping the 
comparatively costly allotments encroached upon by the red section, crosses Castor and Pollux streets 
and the reserve between them; then the Great South Road, which must be diverted several chains, 
or raised 6 or 7 feet, enters the station ground 12 chains further, commands a very satisfactry:20 
chains of level station, favourably placed in light cutting ancl•.embankment, whence it joins the red section 
No. 2, already described, at the point marked B 2, and follows the same lines and levels to the junciou 
with the staked line. It is somewhat lighter in work through North Yass, but has gradients more se'ere; 
it avoids the improved allotments between Glebe and Laidlaw streets, passing through the unimproved 
and public property between Castor and Pollux streets. Its station is nearly, if not quite, a quarter of 
a mile further from South Yass, however, and for this reason, and the heavier gradients, I incline,±o the 
red line, as I did in my former report. I 

Leaving out, as has been done invariably, the cost of passing through NOrth Yass, i.e.; cost for 
puchase of allotments and road crossings, the estimate for the red line would now be, by comparison with 
Mr. Whitton's abandoned line estimate, and adopting his prices :- 

"Excavation-144,568 cubic yards, at 2s. 6d ... ... ... ... £18,071 0 0 
All other costs adopted from Mr. Whitton's estimate. This line is some half 
mile shorter than was his abandoned one, which reduces the total by 
£3,000 to £4,000, but time prevents further detail... ... ... ... 34,000 0 0 

£52,071 0 0 
Contingencies, 10 per cent. ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 5,207 0 0 

"Total ... ... ... ... £57,278 0 0 

"The main staked line being £51,359 by Mr. Whitton's estimate. 

The difference in cost would therefore be about £6,000 excess for line accommodating North 
Yass over line two and a half miles away. But calculating the certainty of a branch line into Yass at— 

"2 miles Railway complete, at (say) £7,000 per mile ... ... .... ... £14,000 0 0 
"Double station, including earthwork, permanent-way station ... ... ... 6,000 0 0 
"Extra cost of men, &c., capitalised, £400 per annum, (say) at 10 per cent. ... 4,000 0 0 

"Add to this the usual 10 per cent. 

"From which deduct the £6,000 ... 

Excess of eventual cost of present contract line over red line No. 2 

£24,000 0 0 
2,400 0 0 

£26,400 0 0 
6,000 0 0 

20,000 0 _ 0 

Thus it now appears that to construct the present contract line of Railwar means to distress a 
large and influential district at an expense of £20,000. 

To be absolutely just, however, it would be necessary to deduct the cost of one mile of extra 
haulage twice per diem, which I think I have seen calculated at 3s. and some pence per train—say 8s. 
per day, or in round numbers £150 per year, or £15,000 from the principal sum of £20,000. But then 
comes the intricate string of questions as to this two and a half miles of road traffic and its cost to man, 
beast, and loading, qxos enurnerare, &c. 

" I am, &c., 
"FRANCIS H. GRUNDY, C.E." 

"N0TE.—The gradients of the blue section No. 2 would be about the following —From B a few 
chains level, then 35 chains of 1 in .44, followed by 45 chains of 1 in 38 gradiency. The station ground 
of a quarter of a mile level succeeds, and thence to the junction of main staked line at 187 miles 65 chains. 
The line is identical with the red section No. 2. 

"This heavy gradient of 1 mile averaging 1 in 38 contrasts very unfavourably with the red line 
No. 2 through North Yass, which has the comparatively easy fall of an average of half a mile only 1 in 
44 followed by 10 chains of level, and a quarter of a mile only of 1 in 35. The difference which will be 
noticed in the lengths from B to the two stations is due to the different routes and different heights of the 
two station grounds—the red, No. 2 station, being between 30 and 40 feet higher than the other. It is 
also more than a quarter of a mile nearer to North Yass. The blue section No. 2 is certainly about 12 
chains the shorter, and avoids the block of property bounded by Mount, Glebe, Castor, and Laidlaw streets. 
I believe the No. 2 red section to be in all some three-quarters of a mile longer than the main staked line. 
This is longer by several chains than the original red line, because of the sweep to the right, and the S 
curve necessary to avoid all heavy work at Bango Creek, but the added length is paid for many times over 
by the improved section obtained. The saving in earthwork amounts to 30,000 cubic yards, which, at 
2s. 6d. (the fixed price), is £4,000 more or less, and the Bango Bridge difficulty, be it £10,000 or £2 or 
£30,000, avoided. 46It 
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"It should be noticed, moreover, that this red section No. 2, so far as the position between Bango 
Creek and the junction at 18765 is concerned, is a marked improvement upon the main staked line itself 
between the same points. The main line has two cuttings together about 42,000 cubic yards in quantity, 
and between them an embankment of about 40,000 yards; the new line has one embankment and one 
cutting, each containing about 27,000 cubic yards only." 

The Mayor then moved,—" That the report just read and the plans produced be forwarded to the 
Member for the district, with a request that be will place himself in communication with the Hon. the 
Minister for Works, to put him in possession of the information they contain." 

The resolution having been seconded by Alderman Grosvenor, was carried unanimously. 
The meeting then adjourned sine die. 
[One plan gives the sections of two lines through North Yass, diverging from the lines of which 

plan and sections were furnished by Mr. Grundy in August last—the blue line at or about flume-street, 
the red line at the south end of the station ground. In the red line the steepest gradient is 22 chains at 
1 in 35; in the blue line, 22 chains at 1 in 33. The other plan shows the red line passing from Hovel-
street to the intersection of O'Brien and Hope streets, thence to the intersection of Ford. and Mount 
streets, thence curving south of Mount-street to near the intersection of Glebe and Mount streets, thence 
crossing the present Great Southern Road, over Bango Creek, and on to the main staked line. The blue 
line starts from Hovel-street, crosses Pollux-street and O'Brien-street, thence curving alittle north of the 
intersection of Ford and Hope streets, to the intersection of Glebe and Castor-streets, thence joining the 
red line.] 

No. 41. 
THE ENGINEER-IN-CHIEF FOR RAILWAYS to THE COMMISSIONER FOR RAILWAYS. 

MINUTE PAPER—Delay in deciding direction of Southern Ertension beyond Manton's Creek, Goulburn 
to Yass. 

[Urgent.] Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, Engineer's Office, 

Sydney, 15 December, 1873. 

I DESIRE to draw attention to the delay which has taken place in deciding whether the Southern line shall 
or shall not pass through North Yass. 

Mr. Williams' tender for the extension as far as Manton's Creek was accepted in July last, and 
there can be little doubt that he will apply for an extension of time equal to that which has been lost to 
him, viz. :—Five months. 

It is a matter of considerable importance, and I trust the question will be settled as early as 
practicable. 

JOHN WHITTON. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1814. 

[is. 3d.] 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAYS. 
(PROPOSED EXTENSION THROUGH NORTH YASS—FIJRTHER RETURN.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 3 .2Warch, 1874. 

ADDITIONAL CORRESPONDENCE, Comprising—. - 

Letter from Mr. Grundy to the Yass Railway Deviation Committee, with reference to Mr. 
Whitton's report of 29th October, 1873, dated 22nd January, 1874. 
Mr. Whitton's report-on Mr. G-rundy's letter, dated 19th February, 1874. 

Laid upon the Table of the Legislative Assembly as addenda to the :Return ordered by the House 
to be printed on the 29th January, 1874. 

F. H. G-RuicDY, ESQ., to THE YAss RAILWAY DEViATION COMMITTEE. 
183, Pitt-street, 

GENTLEMEN, 
Sydney, 22 January, 1874. 

I have this day received from Mr. Fitzpatrick Mr. Whitton's report of the 29th October, upon 
his own and my first two lines through North Yass. 

Considering that it bears a date now some three months past, it is hard, I think, that I should not 
have had it earlier, but must begin a reply to the many assertions contained in it after Mr. Fitzpatrick has 
moved in the House that all papers, &c., be laid on the Table, which necessitates hurry at the time, when, 
in consequence of my thoughts being for six months directed to other subjects, this comes upon me with 
some of the strangeness of novelty. 

The report is, as was to be expected, directly opposed to your wishes; it is long, and far more 
minute than Mr. Whitton's previous one of April last. 

To reply to it requires a re-examination of plans, sections, and reports from me; and I find myself 
at much disadvantage in thus contending with a department having so large a staff, any or all of whom 
can be put to this work and kept to it till finished, whilst I have to give my personal attention to every 
minute detail,—an attention constantly divided by the necessary conduct of my every-day work. 

You already know that Mr. Whitton gave me every facility for examining his plans and sections 
through North Yass and his "main line," but only one line of section through North Yass was copied, for 
the sufficient reason that Mr. Whitton himself told me that that one, which I have called in my previous 
reports his abandoned line, and which Mr. Whitton now calls "Trial line No. 1," was the one which would 
have been chosen had he brought the line through North Yass at all; was the one from which he had prepared his estimate—consequently the only one with which I had or could have to deal. The lines I 
recommended diverge from this "Trial line No. 1" fully a quarter of a mile, and never even approach it 
during the passage through North Yass township. As I have before stated to you, numerous lines in 
varimis colours were shown on the plan, but although Mr. Whitton now calls them "Trial lines Nos. 2, 3, 
&c.," they were then considered of no moment, although it is quite likely that they may have been worked 
up in the months which lapsed between my report of the beginning of August and Mr. Whitton's of 
October, in order to contrast them with mine. 

Mr. Whitton, by his printed report of 24th April, 1873, distinctly confines himself to his trial 
line No. 1. He says the line would be a certain length—the length of trial line No. 1 only; he says the 
station will be on a c.jrve of 20 chains radius, on embankment 40 feet high, or cutting 30 feet deep, as 
would have been the case on trial line No. 1 only; he gives an exact quantity of excavation—only to be 
arrived at from trial line No. 1, &c. 

Mr. Whitton says: "Mr. Grundy's lines, or as it would probably be more correct to say, his slight 
deviations from my trial lines, are numbered 4 and 5 on the accompanying plan." 

Mr. Whitton soon afterwards states that I had abandoned No. 4. No such thing; on the contrary, I 
stated that although I offered No. 5 as an alternative line, which I recommended as perhaps slightly 
superior to No. 4, yet, that there was so little to choos& between them, that I hardly knew which was the 
better, and that when the Government engineers began to improve upon the minor details of my work, 
they might likely enough adopt No. 4. 

428— Mi. 
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Mr. Whitton continues: "At no point are Nos. 4 and 5 distant more than 4 chains from my line 
and generally less than two chains." 

It is unjust to offer to the inspection of the non-professional a plan having upon it lines seemingly 
very close- together and keeping nearly parallel, and to tell them that these are almost identical, because, 
in fact, a distance of 4 or 2 chains, or even less, means a complete change of the work to be done. It 
would be nothing like 2 chains in distance, measured horizontally, between the height of Sydney South 
Head and the depth of the ocean, and 2 chains-on Mr. Whitton's zigzag would alter the levels hundreds 
of feet. Now, the distance between Mr. Whitton's trial line No. 2 and mine is, at the Great Southern 
Road, considerable, and the difference of level is many feet. A fair comparison can only be made from 
plans and sections together, and I dismiss the unimportant circumstance, of which so much is made in 
Mr. Whitton's report, that my lines are his lines, by stating the fact that I never noticed any lines of his 
—never saw any sections of his, other than "trial line No. 1," and that such repeated assertions as "Mr. 
Grundy's so-called deviation," &c., are of no use, unless to "abuse the plaintiff." 

Mr. Whitton says: "The red line, No. 5, which Mr. Grundy recommends, is in reality my trial 
line No. 1, from its junction with the main line at Manton's Creek to 186 miles 22 chains." On the 
plan—yes, as I have already reported to you; on the section, very different—for, on Mr. Whitton's sec-
tion the gradients (which in fact rule the quantity of work to be done) were laid down with so little care 
that I was able to reduce the amount of excavation between the points he mentions (although the line 
passes over a very easy country) by some 40,000 cubic yards, and, however this question may terminate, 
it will always remain a grave charge of injustice against the department that it gave to the public two 
documents purporting to make fair comparisons of the expense of two lines of railway, the earthwork in one 
of which was taken from an estimate carefully finished for letting the contract, in the other from a section 
upon which the gradients were so carelessly laid down that it almost seemed purposely done. I had the 
curiosity to take out the number of changes of gradient which occurred upon some six miles of each of 
these "comparisons." Had they received equal care, the North Yass line should have had the most 
changes, because the contract line has an unchangeable and objectionable 1 in 40 gradient 90 chains long, 
yet the fact was that the main line had some three or four times as many—i.e., great pains had been taken 
in the one case to reduce the earthwork to a minimum by suiting the undulations of the railway to the 
undulations of the country; no pains had been taken in the other case. "This system" might "be con-
venient," but is certainly very wrong. 

Mr. Whitton says: "It is difficult to understand why any alteration should have been made, as the 
deviation by Mr. Grundy not only increases the cost of the works, but extends the length 13 feet beyond 
that of my trial line No. 2." 

It is difficult to understand why this observation should have been made, as Mr. Whitton's trial 
line No. 2, if even it be all he states, etisted o-paper only, and its levels were very different from mine. 
That I should set out a line for myself was simy a necessity. I deny its near approach to his. From 2 
to 4 chains is not near at all in so confined a space as North Yass, with already so many trial lines running 
through it as Mr. Whitton tells us. Such approach as exists is the accident of contour of country. Its 
being 13 feet longer is not worth notice. - 

Mr. Whitton says: "I can explain the matter only by assuming that Mr. Grundy was anxious to 
say that my line had not been entirely adopted." - 

Does not Mr. Whitton know that assumption is not explanation? Nor had I, after the examina-
tion just explained, such unbounded confidence in Mr. Whitton's lines as to desire to adopt any of them 
unnecessarily. 

Mr. Whitton's next objections refer to the crossing of the various streets in the town of North 
Yass. Of course my line is worse than his. It is grievous that no effort whatever from first to last to 
improve any portion of any of the lines recommended by me has been made by the gentlemen following 
me. My assistant, Mr. Trotter, CE., for some years in the Railway Department, has carefully examined 
the lines laid down by those gentlemen. He says that they are not even the lines set out by me, being in 
some places nearly 100 feet away, and giving a largely increased amount of excavation. 

I have said already that yours being an undertaking sanctioned by the Government—that the.tirne 
allowed you being so short, that minute elaboration being impossible, that your resources as compared with 
those of the Government being inconsiderable—it was my hope and expectation that the Government 
engineers following me would give their attention to further improvement of the lines I submitted, or 
would find better. What has been done? 

Notwithstanding my earnest statement that absolute correctness in minute details was not to be 
expected, my plans have been dealt with as though a Government staff of engmeers had been preparing 
them since 1867. 

Instead of humouring the lines on my plan to suit the ground, my lengths seem to have been taken 
almost to inches, the result being a line which must be a worse one than that which could have been 
obtained by the generous method of adaptation I expected to be adopted. This would, after all, have been 
nothing more than the usual course pursued in laying out a final section, which mine does not profess to 
be, and would have been but justice to you; and I repeat that, until you have got a comparison of the 
'very best line to be obtained through North Yass with the main line, you have not got justice. 

Referring to the street crossings, it seems to me that difficulties are suggested which do not exist. 
For example, the crossing of O'Brien-street by a skew bridge. I have, as you know, in dealing with them, 
adopted your views, which are that most of the allotments are of little importance, and that the streets 
could readily be closed or diverted. Certainly, if the desolate appearance of those which go on paper to 
make up an alarming number may be considered any evidence of their value, one_half of them could be 

closed altogether without disadvantage; nevertheless objection remains to this pass1ng through North 
Yass, the money value of which you estimate at £1,000. 

Mr. Whitton continues: "The proposed station ground joins up to the Southern Road, and the 
position for the station would be 54 chains north of the bridge over the Yass River, or 4 chains further 
than proposed on my line No. 2, or 27 chains further from Yass than that proposed on my line No. 1. 
Three bridges would therefore be required, one under and two over the railway, besides the diversion of 
six streets." 

This is beyond me. "Why three bridges, besides the diversion of six streets" should be required 
because the proposed station ground "joins up" to the Southern Road, and is a certain distance from the 
bridge over the Yass River, I do not know. My estimate, however, left a margin of £6,000 for these works. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Whitton again says: "The alteration made by Mr. Grundy between his proposed station 
ground and the Carriers' Arms Inn, on the Southern Road, necessitates a long bridge over Bango Creek, 
as the line runs for some distance parallel to the creek, and so close that the only alternative to the bridge 
would be a retaining wall or a diversion of the stream." 

This, also, is incomprehensible. If my line necessitates a long bridge over Bango Creek, how can 
there be any " alternatives" ? As a matter of fact, Bango Creek must be diverted into Sydney Harbour or 
Hobson's Bay, or the stream be miraculously stopped, otherwise the line must cross it, and there must be 
a bridge somewhere. But before crossing Bango Creek my diverted line rejoins Mr. Whitton's abandoned 
one, and the levels for the creek crossing were actually taken upon the pegs for his own line still remaining 
in the ground; moreOver, I crossed at a somewhat lower level than that shown on Mr. Whitton's section, 
and my bridge consequently should be cheaper than his. However, my latest suggestion to you is to 
abandon this particular crossing of Bango Creek altogether, and curving from the end of the proposed 
station to the eastward, to cross the creek many chains further from the Yass River, where the ground is 
open and the channel clear, at such a level as will enable me to construct a much cheaper bridge, besides 
doing away with the heavy cutting succeeding immediately after crossing by the other lines. Of this 
alteration I have already furnished you with a report and rough plans. I consider this change in the route 
a marked improvement, and certainly far away from any of Mr. Whitton's trial lines, if that be of any 
consequence. 

I see this proposal is not noticed by Mr. Whitton, but I trust it is not to lose consideration 
because sent in necessarily after the time allowed you by the Government. 

Mr. Whitton says: "The estimate of the cost of the deviation forwarded by Mr. Grundy to the 
Yass Railway Committee does not contain correct quantities, nor does it give fair value for the work to 
be done." 

We are of course at direct issue as to the correctness of the quantities; only, as Mr. Whitton did 
not obtain sections of the lines I proposed, he can know nothing about it. Respecting the value, I will 
proceed to his next statement, which is: "Mr. Grundy has taken the excavation on this deviation at the 
same price per yard as I give in my estimate on the whole average between Goulburn and Yass, viz., 
2s. Gd. per yard; but as the material composing the cuttings on the deviation would be much more 
expensive to remove, an additional price should have been named. I have taken the cost of this excavation 
at 3s. per yard, and I do not believe that any contractor would undertake the work at a less sum, if even 
at that amount." 

Mr. Whitton forgets strangely. I have taken the price for this excavation from a document of 
which the following is a copy :- 

Great Southern Railway B—Extension, Goulburn to Yass. Deviation through North Yass. 
Estimated cost of alternative line taken through the town of North Yass—
"Commencing at 188 miles 59* chains. 
"Length-9 miles 54* chains. 
"338,070 c. yds. excavation from cutting at 2s. Gd., £42,258 15s." 

Mark! Commencing at 188 miles 58* chains—length, 9 miles, 54* chai ns, Now, 188 miles 59* 
chains is the length at Manton's Creek from Sydney, and 9 miles 541  chains the length of the deviation, so 
that B extension is only for the deviation, and not in any way for the "whole line," although it suits Mr. 
Whitton now to say so. I never even saw Mr. Whitton's estimate for the whole length of the line, and 
only knew on reading his present report that the price throughout was 2s. Gd. There is in Mr. Whitton's 
report much harping upon "prices." Let it be distinctly understood that I have in every case adopted his 
deliberately—nay more, that had you been allowed twelve months time and thousands of pounds, I should 
have done so—no other course could have produced a comparative estimate. Moreover, were it not so, the 
time actually allowed you made any other impossible. Mr. Whitton has now increased many of our 
prices, and he should have better means of judging than I can have. If 3s. or more for earthwork should 
have been the price, why did he not make it so? It was his mistake—not mine. 

Mr. Whitton goes on to say: "Mr. Grundy's estimate of the cost of the culverts and bridges has been 
arrived at, it appears to me, in a peculiar manner. The length of the main line between Goulburn and Yass 
is 54*  miles ; the deviation is about 9 miles. Mr. Grundy has apparently divided my estimate for bridges 
and culverts on the whole length by 6, the amount being for the main line £29,588 5s., and for the 
deviation £4,899 3s. This system may be very convenient, but is certainly very erroneous." 

Again, this 54* miles of main line between Goulburn and Yass—the estimate for which I have 
never seen. Mr. Whitton is again forgetful. Returning once more to that Appendix B, I find—

"Timber in culverts, £2,344 13s. 
"Bridges and flood-openings, £2,962 lOs. 

Total, £5,307 3s. 
Now, Mr. Whitton's abandoned line was some half mile longer than mine, and, comparatively, the 

amount for bridges and culverts would on mine be the £4,899 3s. referred to. I adopted that amount, although 
in fairness to myself it should have been still less, my line being on much higher ground through North 
Yass, and as a sequence requiring fewer and less culverts; Mr. Whitton's line, moreover, crossing a 
considerable gully near the Yass River, which I avoid altogether. Mr. Whitton's system of putting a bad 
construction on all things may be convenient, but it is certainly very erroneous, besides being unjust. 
Mr. Whitton might at least have given me credit for being able to divide £29,588 5s. correctly by 6. 

Respecting the two next sentences, so far as regards the earthwork, Mr. Whitton's "correct 
comparative estimates," as he calls them, are not estimates of my lines, as I have already said. 

I regret the very great length to which my report is extending, but nothing less than a paragraph 
by para.graph examination of Mr. Whitton's report will vindicate me or fairly plead your cause. Not 
satisfied with the oppressive advantage he has over me in command of money, time, and labour, skilled and 
unskilled, he has adopted a course which is manifestly unfair. 

Amongst the latest documents emanating from Mr. Whitton were the following,—A. and B, which 
refer only to the 9* miles near Yass, and are simply comparative estimates of this disputed portion. They 
are necessarily made to the same list of prices! My lines on plan are either A or B or between them, 
and A and B are themselves never more than 2* miles apart, yet Mr. Whitton says that I ought not to 
"adopt his prices"! Well, it turns out that they are not much to be depended upon, for they are most of 
them now altered—(making the comparison about £7,000 more unfavourable to you)—as six months 

afterwards, 
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afterwards, on the 29th October, 1873, Mr. Whitton adopted a new schedule of prices, and altered the 
whole system of "permanent way."  Instead of 40-lb. rails, partially ballasted, at £2,245 a mile," he now 
has the heavy (I think 75-lb.) rail, &c., costing about £3,300 a mile; instead of sapling fencing at 3s. Gd. 
a rod," the price is increased at least 6s. 6d. [Prices, with the exception of earthwork, are wisely not 
given in Mr. Whitton's last report. I had therefore to get at them from the quantity and total cost of the 
various descriptions of work, and have ignored fractional quantities, shillings and pence, &c., so that Gs. Gd. 
perhaps should be 6s. 61d.  and so on.] Instead of 2s. Gd. for earthwork, it is now 3s. And then Mr. 
Whitton makes an estimated cost. Side by side he places thus:— 

Mr. Grundy's proposed Main Line. Mr. G's estimate— 
Blue Line. Red Line. Red Line. 

£106,925 7s. 7d. £108,768 2s. 2d. £62,039 5s. £57,537 9s. lOd. 

Not one word in the whole report about any change of prices (other than earthwork), although the 
first three estimates, viz., Mr. Grundy's proposed blue line, red line, and main line, are all calculated at 
the increased prices, which I could not know, and then "Mr. Grundy's estimate" is set down at the old 
prices. Of course by this "half truth" my estimate is made to look absurd, as costing les money than 
even the main line, although known to be longer, and confessed to have more of difficulty in construction. 
And then Mr. Whitton says "the difference is somewhat startling," and "Mr. Grundy never did make an 
estimate, or even take out proper quantities." Surely the gentlemen for whom this report was prepared will 
not take advantage of a trick like this. If it is thus that your claims are considered, you are simply 
deluded out of your money and time. Let my estimate be honestly altered in every copy of Mr. Whitton's 
report to- meet the new prices, retaining my quantities. It would then be about £82,000,—no such 
"startling" difference; indeed ordinarily there is greater difference between the various tenders for the 
same works than this 20 per cdnt. See the injustice to you of making Mr. Whitton judge in his own case. 
Mr. Whitton's estimate of my proposed lines I do not accept. Why I know not, but it is too evidently 
made from a hostile point of view, and after all is not an estimate of my lines, but of his own lines, which 
are sometimes 100 feet distant from mine. The earthwork particularl.y is immensely in excess of what it 
would have been had Mr. Whitton's assistants tried ever so little to improve. By the system adopted you 
must suffer, and never could be fairly treated. But an examination of even Mr. Whitton's estimate of 
my supposed blue line (the red is nearly similar) is not so disastrous to your wishes after all. Earthwork, 
270,000 cubic yards, less by 70,000 yards than estimate B. Had Mr. Whitton been estimating for the 
eastern route, he would have avoided the cutting beyond Bango Creek and the high embankment or long 
bridge over it. This would reduce the excavation by 30,000 yards. Then the passing through North Yass, 
I am quite confident, might be readily diminished by 40,000 cubic yards—nay, I have no doubt that the 
gentlemen themselves who set out my lines from my plan would admit that had they only humoured my 
line they could easily have made that reduction. - At all events, I would undertake to do it. The earth-
work would now be 200,000 cubic yards; but it is all, says Mr. Whitton, such difficult material to move, 
that it could not be done for less than 3s. per yard. Very well: now nearly or quite all of you have tra-
velled upon the existing lines, and will have noticed that wherever hard rock is passed through, the cuttings 
are perpendicular; but although the rock is so very hard, the quantity is calculated at a slope of 1 to 1—
it is not required for embankment, and these cuttings too must be calculated as perpendicular. Now, a 
cutting 15 feet deep, with perpendicular sides contains exactly half the quantity of a cutting 15 feet deep 
with sides sloping 1 to 1, and a cutting 30 feet deep one-third the quantity under similar circumstances. 
A fair average depth would probably be 10 to 15 feet, and a fair reduction in quantity would be one-third, 
which would reduce the excavation to 130,000 yards. 

Culverts and flood openings.—By the eastern line Bango Creek is crossed quite as favourably as by 
the main line, and besides that, the North Yass line would be generally at a higher level, and therefore 
with smaller flood openings; it avoids a crossing of Yang's River [Manton's Creek ?], quite as difficult as 
Bango. The cost of the main line is to be £3,711, and £2,000 would be ample for this one. In road 
approaches Mr. Whitton calculates £2,996. According to your views this estimate should be reduced 
one-half, as it is nearly all due to North Yass crossings. The other items would stand, excepting that one 
for land, which would be some £4,000. The estimate would be— 

Earthwork, 130,000 cubic yards, at 3s. ... ... ... ... ... £19,500 
Culverts and flood openings ... ... ... ... ... ... 2,000 
Road approaches ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 1,500 
Permanent way ... ... ... ... ...... ... ... 32,000 
Fencing ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 2,100 
Land and compensatioii, say ... ... ... ... ... ... 5,000 
Engineering and supervision ... ... ... ... ... ... 2,800 

£64,900 
Contingencies, 10 per cent. ... ... ... ... 6,490 

£71,390 

There would thus be a difference of cost in favour of the main line of £9,800 only. This, although 
the raising of prices must of course tell against your line (the longer one) in every instance. 

Mr. Whitton puts his comparisons into many forms of objection, but as I believe I have met all his 
substantial reasons, I will not burden my report with useless repetition. Mr. Whitton at last comes to a 
recapitulation of his eight reasons of April, 1873, for leaving out North Yass, and also gives his present 
ones. 

Mr. Whitton says in April. 
1. That by going through North Yass the line 

will be lengthened 1 mile and 9 chains." 

In October. 
"That by going through North Yass the line will 

be lengthened, by taking Mr. Grundy's line, 57 
chains, and the station will be 54 chains from the 
bridge over the river, instead of 27 chains, as on my 
line No. 1. Mr. Grundy's line will also be more 
costly." 

Of 
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Of course the objections which I had previously to meet were those of April only. It was but 
fighting shadows if Mr. Whitton is to introduce new objections at discretion. However, I will try to meet 
all he says. 

The length of the line is admitted to be reduced nearly one-half. This constant comparison of my line, 
first with trial line No. 1, then with No. 2, is embarrassing and unfair, because if the more favourable bits 
of either of these two, Nos. 1 and 2, are to be picked out and compared as best suits them with my one, 
the result is comparing a reality to a fancy line, often skipping away many chains right or left, and a 
manifest impossibility. Mr. Whitton abandoned his line No. 1, and as it could not be made, what advan-
tage is gained by pointing out how far an impracticable station would have been from the bridge over the 
river? Mr. Whitton advocates a station 2 miles from the bridge, I, one 57 chains. Mr. Whitton estimates 
my line at £108,000. His schedule B, altered for increased prices, would be additional— 

For excavation ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... £8,451 
For timber in bridge (at least) ... ... ... - ... ... ... 2,000 
For fencing ... ... ... ... ... ... ... . . .1 1,000 
For those expensive roads and allotments ... ... ... ... 4,200 
For permanent way ... ... ... ... ... ... ... . 10,000 

Contingencies 
£25,651 
2,565 

£28,216 
But £28,216 and £87,552 are together £115,768. Is not this more than £108,763? 

"That the cost in the construction of the red line, 
calculated from very carefully prepared working 
sections, will be £46,728 17s. 2d., including the cost 
of the purchase of building allotments in North Yass; 
or, if the value of the town allotments be omitted, as 
in my former estimate of line No. 1, the cost will be 
£41,823 17s. 2d. more than the main line recom-
mended by me." 

By the light of Mr. Whitton's present experience the cost of construction of his abandoned line 
would be £54,000 more than his direct one, and I might fairly retaliate upon his comments on my estimate. 
By my estimate the cost of construction through North Yass would be £10,000 more than the main line, 
including purchase of allotments. Mr. Whitton's "carefully prepared working sections" are not of my 
line, still less of my eastern one. Would it not have been better to perfect the best line on the ground 
than carefully to prepare working sections of an inferior one? 

That the station will have to be placed upon "That the station on Mr. Grundy's red line will 
a curve of 20 chains radius, which is in itself be partly in a cutting from 2 to 13 feet deep, and 
extremely objectionable; and the difficulty is further partly on an embankment from 1 foot to 29 feet high. 
increased by the sidings having to be formed partly On the main line the station will be on an embank-
on an embankment 40 feet high and in a cutting 30 ment from 1 to 9 feet high, and cutting not exceeding 
feet deep." 7 feet in depth." 

Eighteen out of twenty chains of the proposed station ground are very good; the depth of 13 feet 
is at the summit point of a cutting averaging a few feet only, which is about the best station ground 
possible, and the embankment of 29 feet is the very tail end of the'20th chain only, in an abrupt gully;  
a chain further back the embankment is light; practically the great width of available good station ground 
would be taken advantage of, and that last chain required for the main line only. The eastern line would 
escape this gully altogether, which is only caused by wet spongy ground becoming rotten and being washed 
away, and which ceases a few chains more easterly. Another proOf, if another were wanted, of the change 
a few chains will make on the face of a country. 

That the Great Southern Road would have to That the Great Southern Road will not in this 
be diverted for a distance of a quarter of a mile." case have to be diverted, as the station ground has 

been removed 27 chains further from the town of 
Yass." 

The road will not be diverted, and the station will be some 2 miles nearer Yass than the only one 
proposed by Mr. Whitton. 

"2. That the cost in the construction of this line 
will be £36,193 more than by the direct line, exclu-
sive of the compensation which will have to be paid 
to the owners of town allotments in North Yass." 

"5. That through North Yass there would be five 
public streets and the Main Southern Road to cross 
on the level, at which gate-houses would have to be 
erected and gate-keepers provided, in addition to 
very expensive raised approaches which would have 
to be formed for several of the crossings, or bridges 
built." 

That through North Yass six public streets will, 
have to be diverted and three bridges built, one 
under and two over the railway; the Southern Road 
and Mount-street will have to be crossed on the level, 
and two gate-houses built." 

These, or such of them as would be found necessary, are provided for in the increased estimate, and 
beyond the mere money question there is nothing even approximately serious in these works. 

"6. That if the public road-crossings through "That if public road-crossings through North 
North Yass be not provided, at least seventy allot- Yass be provided, at least fifty-eight allotments of 
ments of land would have to be purchased." land would have to be purchased." 

Whilst I was in North Yass the allotment adjoining the inn and fronting the Great Southern Road 
was sold for £39. This is undoubtedly one of the very choicest of all the allotments, of quite five times 
the value of the average ones, and, taking this purchase as a basis, I am sure that an average of £10 is an 
ample value. The whole cost would therefore be £580; but it is of little consequence if it were three 
timcu that sum. 

"7. 
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". That by constructing the line through North "That by constructing the line through North 
Yass there is, not one public advantage to be gained, Yass there is not one public advantage to be gained. 
everything being in favour of the line recommended The line will be lengthened 57 chains, which will be 
by me." a serious tax upon the public in perpetuity, private 

building allotments in North Yass will have to be 
purchased at an estimated value of £4,900, which 
can be avoided, and the cost of the works decreased 
by the sum of £41,828 17s. 2d. by adopting the line 
recommended by me." 

This is an assertion deliberately repeated. Who are the public? Are not the inhabitants of Yass 
the public? Are not the inhabitants of its rich surrounding districts the public? 

That a difference in length of 57 chains should be called a "serious" tax upon the public upon a 
line some 400 or 500 miles long is an evident exaggeration, just as is the assertion that not one public 
advantage will be gained. The question of the allotments and roads has been already advanced in objec-
tions 5 and 6 and elsewhere, and but that it represents nearly the sole substantial objection to the North 
Yass line need hardly be so often brought forward. The excess of £41,000 is, as is already often stated, 
Mr. Whitton's estimate of Mr. Whitton's (my) line, and can be reduced more than one-half by ordinary 
engineering usage. 

"8. That if the line through North Yass be constructed it will, in an engineering point of view, 
be always looked upon as a serious mistake." 

Mr. Whitton repeats this assertion now, but it is so mere an assertion, such a mere expression of 
individual opinion, that it may be allowed to go upon its merits without further comment. 

It must have been perfectly understood that in giving you permission to endeavour to obtain a line 
through North Yass, all that could be expected from you was to improve upon Mr. Whitton's abandoned 
one. The line round into Yass must be longer, but if not 1 mile and 9 chains longer you had gained 
something. The allotments must always be home difficulty, but if you could show that the difficulty was 
exaggerated, you gained more. The longer and more difficult line must be more expensive, but if not so 
much more expensive as £36,000, you gained again. If you could find a station ground without all the 
objections stated, you gained a point more, and so on. On this basis only could you have acted, and you 
have succeeded in my opinion thoroughly. Some of the original objections have disappeared and others 
are modified. The most important of all, that of the very bad station ground, is in reality moved, and 
next in importance, the increased length, is no longer very formidable. But there are reasons for your 
line, and objections to the main line, which, although mentioned in my former report, remain unnoticed 
by Mr. Whitton. They may be chiefly summed up as follows 

Reasons why the Great Southern IRailway should pass through North Yass :- 
Because the additional length stated to be required has been reduced nearly one-half. 
Because the additional cost of construction stated to be required has been or may be reduced 
by almost one-half. 
Because there will be a good practical station ground which if rather short can be .of any 
required width, having moderate cuttings and embankments, instead of the impracticable 
one before reported. 
Because the Great Southern Road will be undiverted. 
Because the line through North Yass will be a great boon to a flourishing town and district. 
To abolish yearly expenditure required for the haulage for 2 miles backwards and forwards 
to Mr. Whitton's proposed station, would in itself warrant the expenditure of even the 
£40,000 supposed by Mr. Whitton to be required. 
Because the great traffic will soon necessitate a branch to North Yass, if the line be not 
brought there. An additional station and its various expenses will more than represent a 
principal sum of £40,000. The North Yass line will then be the cheaper. 
Because the difference in cost may be reduced much by the substituting of one or more short 
gradients of 1 in 33, already in use upon the Railways of this Colony. Surely as light 
works have been abandoned, the best use should be made of the heavy engines and 
permanent-way, namely, to diminish earthwork by suitable gradients. Besides, two gradients 
of 1 in 33 of one quarter of a mile each are much less objectionable than the unchanging 
drag of 1 in 40 for 96 chains in length, which there is to be in the main line. 

8 or 9. Because you were led to believe, and to invest money in the belief, that if you could 
improve upon the abandoned line your wishes would be granted, and you have improved 
upon it—even by Mr. Whitton's own showing. You have a shorter line with considerably 
less excavation (70,000 cubic yards), and a better station ground, costing, by Mr. Whitton's 
own estimate,, some £7,600 less than schedule B corrected to present prices. 

I am compelled to conclude that there is great prejudice against your line. It seems that right or 
wrong you are not to have it. First you are offered a comparison altogether unfair. Then your efforts, 
instead of being impartially considered and removable difficulties removed, are treated as final and 
complete, although'you have repeatedly said that they were not so. Why should the Government staff 
be put upon a line which they were told they could improve, and not try to do it? They are not Mr. 
Whitton's servants but those of the Government, and ought to have tried for the very best line to be 
obtained. They had time enough, and had they done this there would have been no £40,000 between this 
and the main line. It may be said that I am prejudiced also, but I am an advocate in this matter. Mr. 
Whitton is judge. Should not a judge balance objections? Should he not have said, "This 96 chains of 
1 in 40 is objectionable." "It would be well to be able to run in to North Yass if it could be done without 
too great expense." "Mr. Grundy's first estimate must be corrected to altered prices,' '—and so on. 
Then, indeed, he could have given a valuable opinion. 

I am, &c., 
FRANCIS H. GRUNDY, C.E. 

Presented to the Secretary for Public Works by M. Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.P., on the 16th February, 
1874. 

Mr. Whitton, for report.—J.S., 16/2/74. 
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THE EEGflrEER-IN-CRIEF POE RAILWAYS to THE Con1IssIoNE]I POE RAILWAYS. 
Railway Department, 

SIB, 
Sydney, 19 February, 1874. 

Mr. Grundy's further report to the Yass Railway Committee, dated the 22nd January, 1874, 
having been referred to me, I have to state that I can see little in it which, in my opinion, requires 

either refutation or explanation. I do not withdraw or qualify any of the statements contained in my 
report dated 29th October, 1873. 

The only matter which may be termed new in this report is the ingenious suggestion that, with a 
view to reduce my estimate of the cost of the deviation, the slopes of all the cuttings should be dispensed 
with, and the sides of course left perpendicular. This, if practicable, would hardly make the reduction 
in cost Mr. Grundy takes credit for, as he could not expect solid rock to be excavated at 3s. per cubic 
yard. These cuttings, however, would not be compact rock, and therefore this "theory" may be abandoned. 

Mr. Grundy also suggests the use of gradients ofi in 33 instead of 1 in 40; but as inclines of 1 in 
40 can be obtained at a reasonable cost on the main line, I do not consider such gradients as 1 in 33 
dvisab1e. 

There is one matter for which I think Mr. Grundy is entitled to take credit, and that is, the 
foresight he displayed in not marking his lines on the ground. It gave him an opportunity, of which he 
has largely availed himself, of denying the accuracy of the sections taken under my direction, although he 
admits that "the officers of the Works Department have adhered with the greatest exactitude to the lines 
shown on a plan furnished" by himself "to the Yass Railway Committee." 

If Mr. Grundy had been anxious to have the statements in his first report tested, he would have 
had his improved lines staked, but in order to render a comparison impossible, he did not stake them; and 
upon being asked to point out his lines on the ground, he referred the officers of this department to a 
plan drawn to a scale of 10 chains to an inch, upon which his lines are very imperfectly laid down. 
- Mr. Grundy, in fact, ref'nsed to stake out his lines, and now complains that the sections taken by 

this department have not been taken over them. 
Mr. Grundy has been induced, as "an advocate in this matter," to give eight reasons why the rail-

way should pass through North Yass. The fifth points out the whole secret of the opposition to the 
line recommended by me, and is as follows :- 

"Because the line through North Yass will be a great boon to a flourishing town and district." 
To abolish yearly expenditure required for the haulage for two miles backwards and forwards 
to Mr. Whitton's proposed station, would in itself warrant the expenditure of even the 
£40,000 supposed by Mr. Whitton to be required." 

Be it so. I am not an "advocate" in this case, and consequently recommended, in the interests of 
the public generally, the construction of the shortest and cheapest line. 

I have, &c., 
JOHN WHITTON. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Ooernment Printer.-1874. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAYS. 
(TRIAL SURVEYS.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 25 .Tune, 1874. 

RIETTJRN to an Order of the Honorable the .Legislative Assembly of New 

South Wales, dated 18 June, 1874, That there be laid upon the Table of 

this House,— 

A copy of any Instruction given by the Secretary for Public Works to 

the Engineer-in-Chief for Railways, or any other person, with reference 

"to Trial Surveys for the future extension of Railways throughout the 

Coiony, or the reservation of land for that purpose, with a full report of 

"the progress made up to date." 

(Mr. Nelson.) 

SCHEDULE. 
NO. PAGH. 

Trial Surveys. 
Minute of the Honorable the Secretary for Public Works, dated 4th November, 1873, instructing the Engineer-in-
Chief with regard to trial surveys, and forwarding Maps showing contemplated routes ................................2 

Engineer-in-Chief's Progress Report. 24 June, 1874.................................................................................2 

Reservation of land for Railway purposes. 

Commissioner for Railways to Under Secretary for Lands, requestingthat the land four miles on each side of trial 
lines, Gou1burn to Wagga Wagga, may be temporarily reserved from sale and selection. 19 May, 1873............3 

Minute of the Honorable the Secretary for Lands, as to width of reserve, and suggesting one mile on each side of 

proposedRailway. 24 July, 1873 ...................................................................................................3 

Minute of the Honorable the Secretary for Public Works, affording his reasons for requiring the reservations 
which he directed the Commissioner for Railways to apply for. 28 July, 1873 ..........................................4 

- 

658— 
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RAILWAYS. 

Trial Surveys. 
No. 1. 

MINUTE OF TRE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

IN continuation of verbal instructions given from time to time in regard to trial surveys, Mr. Whitton is 
requested to take steps for ascertainingin the readiest manner possible, without incurring any large expen-
diture in regard to minute details, what the best routes would be, and approximately the cost and distance 
of railway lines to the following places. It is desirable that the capabilities of the country passed through 
should be noted, as regards the localities where suitable timber and material for railway purposes exist, as 
also the quality and description of the soil and natural features. 

For the purpose of more easy reference, a map of the country is forwarded herewith, on which I 
have marked in red pencil the suggested line, not of course to be rigidly followed, but as indicating the 
probable direction of the different routes. 

No. 1. 
A line from Wagga Wagga to Deniliquin, vid either Conargo or Cooree, the latter being a deviation 

to avoid possibly the Bila.bong Creek. 
No. 2. 

A line from Wagga Wagga to Albury. 
No.3. 

A line from Cootamundry, through the Lachian and Darling Pastoral Districts vid Booligal, to 
Pooncaira and the South Australian border, with the view of joining the line of that Colony. 

No. 4•* 
A line from Orange to Currajong, and thence by nearest route to the Darling River. (See map.) 

No. 5* 
A line from either Kelso or Bathurst, vid Hill End, Mudgee, and Gulgong, to Walgett, as shown 

on map. 
No. 6.* 

A line leaving the present proposed line between Murrurundi and Tamworth at a point somewhere 
near Quirindi, and thence by Breeza and Gunnedah to Narrabri; thence by a line to Moree, in the 0-wydir 
District; and also by another line by way of Wee Waa to Walgett, on the Darling. 

No. 7. 
A line from Tamworth, vid Armidale, to 0-len Innes; also, to Bingera and Warialda. (See map.) 
Surveys are already being made of the country for a railway line from Grafton to 0-len Innes. This 

should be extended on to Inverell; and, as regards the line to the more northern parts of the New England 
District, surveys in connection with which are in hand, I require trial lines run, and careful surveys of the 
country made from Lawrence or Grafton, vid Casino, Tabulam, and Tenterfield, to Maryland, regard being 
had to the desirability of the line being made through the most valuable parts of the country, and to the 
prospective advantages to be afforded by giving railway communication to those districts, the produce of 
which is best calculated to supply traffic. (See map.) 

JOHN SUTHERLAND. 
4/11/73. 

* Alternative lines. 

No. 2. 
REPORT ON PROGRESS OF TRIAL SURVEYS, CLARENCE TO NEW ENGLAND. 

Grafton to Tenterfield. 
Several lines have been explored, with a view of connecting the Clarence District with New England 

by railway, viz.,—from Grafton, through Moleville, Copmanhurst, Pulganbar, Yarrcalkiarra, Ogilvie, Key-
barbon, .Alice, Picarbin, Tabulam, along the Timbarra River, Cataract River, and Barney Downs, to 
Tenterfield. 

Another line commencing also at Grafton through Bangabba near to Battens Bight, Six-mile 
Swamp, Wyon, Busby's Flats, Pickapene, joining the line already described at Tabulam. 

Two other lines have been explored, commencing at Laurence, joining the line last described near 
to Pickapene. 

Grafton to Glen Innes. 
From Grafton to Moleville, Copmanhurst, crossing the Clarence River near to its junction with 

Deep Creek through Bralesford, Jackagery, following the Mitchell River to Skeleton Creek, crossing 
Beardy Plains to 0-len Innes. 

This line is now being surveyed, starting from Moleville, but the progress has been greatly delayed 
by the difficult nature of the country, and wet weather. Plans and sections have been received for a 
distance of about 29 miles, and about 24 miles additional have been surveyed, but the plans have not yet 
been received at the office. 

A 
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A line has also been partially explored from South Grafton through Buccaruinbi, to join the line 
last described from Moleville to Glen Innes, near to Newton Boyd. 

The following lines in the Northern District have also been explored 

Cwrabubula to Walgett. 

From Currabubula (on the extension from Murrurundi to Tamworth), through Breeza, Gunnedah, 
and Bogabri, to Narrabri; thence by Wee Waa, following the river Namoi to Walgett. 

Inverell to Maryland, and Inverell to Bon.sliaw. 

From Inverell a line has been explored, via Wellingrove, Deepwater, and Tenterfield, to Maryland; 
also from Inverell to Bonshaw. 

Tamworth to Inverell. 

The survey of this line was commenced about March last. Plans and sections for 28 miles have 
been received at this office; about 20 miles additional have been surveyed, but the plans have not yet been 
sent in. 

Oranqe toward& Wellington. 

About 30 miles of this extension have been surveyed, but the plans have not been completed. 

Sydney to Illawarra. 

This survey was commenced at the end of last year; about 24 miles have been surveyed, but the 
progress has been impeded by the difficult nature of the country and the unfavourable weather. 

Wagga to Demiliquin. 

This line has been explored, and the survey will be commenced immediately. 

Wagga to Albury. 

This line has been partially explored, and the survey was commenced about six weeks ago. 

Wallerawang to Mudgee. 

This line has been explored, but the survey has not been commenced. 
JOHN WHITTON. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, Engineer's Office, 

Sydney, 24th June, 1874. 

Reservation of land for Railway purposes. 

No. 1. 

THE CoMMISsIoNER von RAILWAYS to THE UNDER SECEETARY von L&NDS. 

Department of Public Works, 
Railway Branch, 

Sydney, 19 May, 1873. 
Sin, . - 

I have the honor to request that you will be good enough to cause to be temporarily reserved 
from sale and selection, all the land for 4 miles in width on each side of the trial lines as laid out and 
staked for the proposed Railway between Goulburn and Wagga Wagga. 

I have, &c., 

JOHN RAE, 
Commissioner for Railways. 

Mr. Ellis, 2 June, 1873. Submitted. 
The line will have to be shown on the office maps prior to description. Plans probably should be 

forwarded and chart by Mr. Willis—ME., 4 June. Mr. Willis.—P.H.W:, 6 June, 1873. 
The last amended survey of the railway line between Goulburn and Yass, now charted on the 

counties of Argyle and King, from plans in the Railway Office.—H.W., July 16, 1873. 
The extension from. Yass towards Wagga Wagga will be charted as soon as we can get the plans 

(which are not yet ready) from the Railway Department.—H.W. 

No. 2. 

M[NUTE OP THE SECRETARY FOR LA.us. 

Is it necessary to make a reserve as wide as that proposed? Unless there is some special reason, I should 
think a mile on each side would be sufficient. 

J.S.F. 
24/7/73. 

No. 3. 
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No. 3. 
MINUTE OF THE SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

This application was made by the Commissioner for Railways in pursuance of my instructions; resulting 
from the decision of the Cabinet, to whom I submitted the proposal. My honorable colleague was not 
present when I explained my reasons for requiring this temporary reservation of land, and I may now 
shortly state them 

1st. That the Government may have, free of cost, the land required for railway purposes, and 
not have to pay, as hitherto has been the case, in many instances ten times its value to 
private owners. 

2nd. That when after inspection it has been found that portions of the land contain suitable 
timber, clay for bricks, road metal, and building stone, sufficient portions of same may be 
permanently reserved for railways, roads, and other public works. By this precaution we 
should cease to be subjected, as we too often now are, to the almost extortionate demands 
of those who, foreseeing our necessity for this material, have previously selected the land 
where it is known to exist. 

3rd. That after the site of a station has been fixed, the adjoining country may be carefully 
surveyed and the roads marked out, not on paper alone, but on the land, and be made to 
direct the traffic to those centres of population the neighbourhood of railway stations. 

These objects having been secured, the country temporarily reserved should be surveyed for town, 
suburban, and country allotments, and reserves made for future water supply and other purposes. 

It is of the greatest importance to the Country that this proposal should be carried out; for not 
only thereby will our railways and other public works be cheaper in construction and cheaper in main-
tenance, but the land revenue will be greatly benefited, by the enhanced value of the land previous and 
not as heretofore subsequent to its sale by the Crown. 

JOHN SUTHERLAND. 
28/7/73. 

By some oversight this paper has been left undealt with. It should now be sent on to Lands. 
Under Secretary for Lands—B.C., 30/10/73, J.R. 

[Three maps.] 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Frinter.-1874. 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAY FROM THE CLARENCE TO NEW ENGLAND. 
(PETITION OF CERTAIN RESIDENTS.) 

Ordered by tle Legislative Assembly to be priizted, 24 September, 1873. 

To the Honorabid the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 

The Petition of the undersigned Residents of the Clarence District,— 

HUMBLY SEOWETH 

First. That during the last Session of your Honorable House it was proposed to make 
provision on the Estimates for a sum of money (to be raised by Loan) towards the construction of a line 
of Railway for the purpose of connecting the navigation of the Clarence with the tableland of New 
England and the Northern Border. 

Second. That after considerable debate, that proposition was rejected by a majority of the Members 
of your Honorable House, in consequence of, as your Petitioners believe, your not being placed in 
possession of the necessary information concerning—and trial surveys of—the various probable routes which 
might be adopted, and because no estimate of the probable cost of such work had been obtained, all of 
which were alleged to be necessary before a favourable vote could have been, given by your Honorable 
House. 

Third. That your Petitioners are of opinion that the time has arrived when the rapid advancement 
of these districts demand that some active steps should be taken for the purpose of connecting them by a 
line of Railway, which would provide a regular and speedy means of communication, and that such a line 
would prove alike beneficial to the interests of the Colony at large as to these districts. 

Fourth. That notwithstanding the present difficulties and expense of carrying merchandise from 
Grafton to the northern interior, and the conveyance of the produce of the Northern Districts to Grafton 
for shipment to the port of Sydney, the traffic is such as would justify the carrying out of such a scheme. 

Fifth. Your-Petitioners also find that the number of inhabitants already settled along the different 
lines of road from Grafton to the tableland of New England is equal to that settled along the routes 
where Railways have since been constructed in the districts south and west. 

Sixth. And, your Petitioners respectfully submit that examples are not wanting, in the Australian 
Colonies and other Countries, where no population existed along a Railway route previous to its con-
.struction. These examples prove that the facilities afforded for carriage have uniformly attracted 
population, and vastly increased the value of adjoining lands, and as a consequence the wealth of the 
Colony or State. 

Seventh. From such examples, your Petitioners would respectfully submit that a previously existing 
population is not necessarily a condition in questions so momentous to the interests of the Colony, but 
on the contrary, they prove that Railway facilities are rather a condition of settlémesit than settlement a 
condition of Railways. 

Eighth. Your Petitioners therefore humbly beg that your Honorable House will take into your 
early and favourable consideration the advisability of constructing a line of Railway for the purpose-already 
mentioned, as hereinafter suggested. 

Ninth. Your Petitioners humbly suggest that the point of departure of such a line should be at 
Grafton, at the head of navigation on the Clarence River, for the reasons- 

1st. That Grafton is the natural and principal, shipping port of the Clarence, and the central 
depot of its trade and commerce. 

2nd. That it is at the present time the general depot for the transmission of by far the largest 
amount of merchandise forwarded to the tableland of New England, and also for the 
reception of the products thereof for shipment. 

3rd. That from that point a branch line to the Richmond River could be easily constructed, 
thereby affording that -district the means of speedy communication with a good shipping 
port. 

89— Tenth. 
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Tenth. Your Petitioners further humbly suggest that such a line of Railway should be carried by 
the shortest and most practicable route to the most cenfral point on the tableland of New England, at or 
in the vicinity of Glen Innes, for the reasons- 

That as such a route offers comparatively few engineering difficulties, the cost of its 
construction would therefore be less than by any other. 

That the connection by Railway, of Grafton with that centre would be the means of opening up 
a very large tract of rich agricultural and mineral land, thereby causing the settlement of 
an industrious and highly desirable population. 

That such a route is the most favoured by a majority of the towns on the tableland of New 
England. 

Eleventh. Your Petitioners humbly suggest, lastly, that the point named should be the terminus 
of the proposed line on the tableland, for the reasons- 

That it is the most central in New England. 
That it is the most available as a point from which to construct branch lines—north to Tenter-

field, south to Armidale, west to Inverell, and ultimately to Warialda. 
That in the absence of, or previous to the construction of such branch lines, these towns 

would be placed within easy distance (over good level roads) of Railway communication. 
That it would be the means of opening up the whole of the district around and between those 

towns and the terminus, for agricultural purposes, and become a boon to the pastoral and 
mining interests therein. 

Twelfth. Your Petitioners, therefore, humbly pray that your Honorable House will take into your 
favourable consideration the facts herein set forth, as in your wisdom you may deem fit and expedient in 
the interests of these districts and of the Colony at large. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[Here follow 1,820 Signat.ure8.] 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1873. 
[3d.] 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAY FROM TEE CLARENCE TO NEW ENGLAND. 
(PETITION OF INHABITANTS OF NORTHERN NEW ENGLAND AND TENTERFIELD.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 5 November, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Speaker and the Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in 
Parliament assembled. 

The Petition of the undersigned residents of Tenterfield and the Northern New England 
Districts,— 

HUMBLY Snowxrn 

First. That in the last Session of Parliament it was proposed to place on the Estimates a sum 
of money for constructing a railway line in order to connect the table-land of New England with the 
Clarence District- 

Secondly. That after much discussion of the subject by the Members of your Honorable House, 
the proposal to construct the said line was negatived by a majority of Honorable Members, by reason of 
their insufficient data respecting the proposed route, together with the probable cost per mile, and the 
eligibility of any particular route not having been pointed out clearly. 

Thirdly. That your Petitioners humbly suggest the paramount importance of at once (or as soon 
as possible) beginning this work, so as to obtain quick communication by railway between this district 
and G-raftOn, and thus to be able to forward to the latter city a portion of the enormous quantities which 
are now forwarded to Sydney by way of Warwick and Brisbane; and also, through this line, to expedite 
the conveyance of goods to and from both places, and to create a market for the, profitable interchange 
of the various products peculiar to each district. 

Fourthly. That the connecting of the Clarence District with that of Tenterfield, and the con-
tinuance of the line thence south to Inverell, would result in opening up for public competition and 
settlement about two million over six hundred and twenty-four thousand (2,024,000) acres of good 
agricultural and pastoral land, and thus furnishing a revenue more than sufficient to defray the expenses 
of the proposed line of railway; whereas the country lying between Glen Innes and Grafton is not 
adapted for these purposes, that portion extending between Glen Innes and Inverell only being sufficiently 
fertile to warrant so large an expenditure of the public funds. 

Fifthly. That owing to the late discovery of tin in the New England Districts, especially in those 
tracts adjacent to and just beyond the Queensland Border, the immense traffic across the said Border has 
added considerably to that already existing between Tenterfield and Grafton, thus creating an amount of 
steady trade which would go very far, if not altogether, towards paying off the interest on the loan 
proposed to complete this work. 

Sixthly. That, what with the trade thus described, the contiguity of Tenterfield to the Queensland 
boundary, which would divert to this Colony a large portion of the business now engrossed by Queensland, 
the few obstacles presented to the engineer, in the way of constructing the railway between Grafton and 
Tenterfield, as compared with those, well nigh insuperable, of extending it across the Great Dividing Range 
from Glen Innes to Inverell, the reduction of the cost to less than four thousand pounds (4,000) per 
mile,—your Petitioners humbly affirm that these facts point irresistibly to Tenterfield as the best and most 
natural site with which to connect by railway the Clarence and New England Districts. 

Seventhly. That the crops of cereals in this district far exceed those of Glen Innes; that this 
year ours were twenty-five thousand (25,000) bushels of wheat, averaging twenty-five (25) bushels to the 
acre, whereas Glen Innes produced but six thousand (0,000) bushels, with an average of fifteen (15) 
bushels to the acre. 

Eighthly. That your Petitioners beg most respectfully to submit to your Honorable House that 
the statements enumerated herein are thoroughly reliable and convincing, and also to point out that the 
enterprise is one of national importance, inasmuch as many thousand pounds would be annually added to 
the revenue of the Colony by our securing the Queensland Border traffic, and that for years to come the 
said traffic must inevitably be lost to the Colony if the intended line of railroad be not contructed 
between Tenterfield and Grafton. 

199— Ninthly. 



Ninthly. To conclude: That your Petitioners desire strongly to impress upon the notice of your 
Honorable House the facts before-mentioned, since it is with the most earnest view to benefit the whole 
Colony that they have endeavoured to put forth the above statements, believing that in the positions they 
have assumed the evidence of their truth is incontestable. 

Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that your Honorable House will take the foregoing state-
ments into its early consideration, and cause to be taken the necessary steps to carry the same into effect. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. 

[Here follow 635 Signature..] 

Sydney Thomaa Richarde, Government Prmter.-1$73. 
[3d.] 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAY FROM THE CLARENCE TO NEW ENGLAND. 
(PETITION OF RESIDENTS OF GLEN INNES.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 5 .Yovember, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative lissembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 
The Petition of the residents of 0-len Tunes,— 

HUMBLY SHOWLTI :- 
let. That in consequence of the advancement of these districts and the constantly increasing 

produce of the tin mines, the. present mode of transit to the port of Grafton is quite inadequate, and con-
sequently great inconvenience and loss is felt by your humble Petitioners. 

2nd. That at the present time large quantities of the produce of New England, which would under 
favourable circumstances be forwarded to Grafton for shipment, are sent to Sydney via Brisbane, and 
hundreds of tons of tin ore are lying in these districts awaiting carriage. 

3rd. That your Petitioners learn that during the last Session of your Honorable House a scheme 
was proposed for the construction of a line of railway from the Clarence to the table-land of New 
England, and was rejected, owing to the iisufficient information afforded as to the necessity of such an 
undertaking, and an estimate of its probable cost. 

4th. That although Grafton is situated only one hundred and ten miles from 0-len Innes the usual 
time of transit is no less than two months. 

5th. That not only would some speedy means of communication from the port of Grafton be remu-
nerative to the Government, but the increased facilities afforded thereby for sending produce for ship-
ment be the means of the settlement of a large population, and the increased revenue derived from the 
sale of Crown Lands in these districts produce a sufficient amount to repay the cost of such an under-
taking. 

6th. That at the present time the districts of New England afford to Grafton a traffic of no less 
than twenty thousand tons of goods and produce per annum, which would be greatly augmented by the 
introduction of speedy means of communication. 

7th. That your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that your Honorable House will take into your 
early and favourable consideration the advisability of providing some more efficient means of communica-
tion in the construction of a line of railway from the shipping port of Grafton to Inverell vid Glen Tunes. 

And your Petitioners will, as in-duty bound, ever pray. 

[Here follow 277 Signatures.] 

198— 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAY EXTENSION TO ORANGE. 
(PETITION ItESPEC1'ING-.—INHABITANTS OP BLAYNEY AND CARCOAR.) 

Ordered by the Legisleiive Assembly to be printed, 14 Hovember, 1873. 

To the Honorable Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Session assembled. 

The humble Petition of the Residents of Blayney, Carcoar, and surrounding district,—

RESPECTFULLY SnOWETIT 

That we, the undersigned, desire by this our humble Petition to bring under your notice the 
advantage to be obtained by adopting the Blayney route. 

1st. That the first surveyed line from Bathurst to Orange, passing through "Upper King's Plains," 
and near "G-uyong," will pass through more private property than the' surveyed line "vid Blayney," and, 
therefore, a larger sum of money will be required for compensation on the first surveyed line than on the 
Blayney route. - - 

2nd. That the centre of population, and also the most extensive wheat-growing district in New 
South Wales, will be intersected by the line recently surveyed, whereas the first surveyed line passes 
through the most sparsely populated part of the locality. 

3rd. That the Railway, if brought vid Blayney, will bring the whole of those important pastoral 
and mining districts south-west of Blayney four miles nearer to Railway communication. 

4th. That the growing importance of Carcoar, Grenfell, and Forbes, including the surrounding 
country, will at no distant date call for a branch in that direction. 

5th. That.the distance from Bathurst to Orange, vid Blayney Township, we are informed, exceeds 
the Upper King's Plains line by about two miles; but the extra cost (so far as can be ascertained) will be 
small in comparison to the advantages to be obtained by adopting the Blayney route, which will be a 
saving of four miles in the construction of any "branch Railway line" in the Lachlan direction which 
may at a future period be decided upon. 

And your Petitioners do humbly pray that your Honorable Rouse will give this Petition your 
favourable consideration, by adopting the Blayney route of Railway. 

And your Petitioners will, as in duty bound, ever pray, &c., &c. 

[Here follow 210 igsutures.] 

[3d.] 238— 



VEN  NO 



749 

1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RAILWAY FROM BATHURST TO ORANGE. 
(PETITION. RESPEOTING—INRABITANTS OF ORANGE, ICELY, AND BYNG.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 15 January, 1874. 

To the Honorable Legislative Assembly of New South Wales. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned residents of Orange, Icely, Byng, Guyong, Lucknow, 
Cornish Settlement, and other places,— 

RESPECTFULLY SUOWETH 

That your Petitioners deem it of the utmost importance that the Main Western Line should 
be constructed over that part of the country which will be most conducive to the benefit of the inhabitants 
generally, from Bathurst to the extreme west and north-west, and humbly suggest to your Honorable 
House that it should be constructed over the shortest route so as to save every mile of distance. 

That in order to accomplish this end, every branch line and feeder to the Railway should succumb 
to the main line; Your Petitioners, further, are of opinion that a few thousands of pounds extra, judi 
ciously expended, if required, in the first construction to shorten the distance of the main line, would 
considerably reduce the expense of running gear and in keeping the line in repair, and also the cost of 
carriage of every ton of. goods, and of passage to travellers both ways from and to Sydney to the extreme 
west and north-west of the line of road as long as it may exist. Thus, by shortening the distance on the 
main line, the extraamount of cost of construction, if any, might be saved a thousand times over in the 
course of time. 

That in order to accomplish this desirable end your Petitioners respectfully suggest the line between 
Bathurst and Orange should be taken as originally surveyed by King's Plains, in preference to that vi2 
Blaney, as it will shorten the distance several miles, and reduce the cost of the first construction some 
thousands of pounds. 

Whilst your Petitioners believe that the main line should not be lengthened to favour any parti-
cular locality or district, your Petitioners would submit that the King's Plains line has stronger claims 
than that of Blaney, if it be conceded to any part. 

In the first place, on the north side of the King's Plains line the land is generally good both for 
grazing and agriculture and is occupied by settlers. 

In the next place, there are, or have been, twelve or thirteen copper mines in working, whereby 
some hundreds of persons are supported and producing large quantities of copper. The produce of the 
mines during the past four years has reached a considerable amount, and there is no doubt that many 
more of the copper lodes which are cropping out of the ground, but as yet have not been worked, will be 
at no distant period, when they become more fully developed and capital available to work them. 

That if the consumption of wood for the engines and smelting works continues as great for a few 
years to come as it has been for four years past, and it may increase, there will be a greater weight of coals 
brought from Hartley to the mines than the weight of all the goods and produce now carried through 
Bathurst both ways, besides other supplies for the mines and miners. 

That it may be reasonably supposed in few years hence a branch line will be taken to Carcoar, and 
thus remove any disadvantage that district may suffer from by the adoption of the King's Plains line, which 
will only be a distance of 4 miles further to carry the goods from Blaney over a comparatively level road to 
get to the Railway until the branch line be constructed. But if the Blaney line be adopted the mines 
and most of the country on the north side of the King's Plains line, and all the towns and villages, and 
all the inhabitants on each side of the line from Bathurst to Bourke, and all who travel or send goods 
from the northern country will for ever suffer from the divergence in consequence of the increased distance. 

That if the line be carried vid Blaney it will cause such a curve to the south as will exclude all 
access to the Railway from the mines, and most of the locality to the north of the King's Plains or 0-nyong 
line, as in that event the most accessible point would be Bathurst. And that all to the west of the diver-
gence would for ever suffer from the increased distance. 

336— That 
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That if the King's Plains line be adopted, a landing stage about Pretty Plains would be accessible 
to all those places on the north side of the line, which would produce a vast traffic of goods and passengers, 
independently of shortening the distance to all passengers, and for the carriage of all goods, live stock, 
&c., to and from the most extreme distance to the west and north-west, that may come over the main trunk 
line. 

That if the Blaney line be adopted, all the places referred to, including the mines, will for ever 
suffer from the divergence, as there is no probability that there will ever be a branch line to the northward, 
on the south side of the Macquarie River, as there is no town in that direction to which it can have access. 

It has been urged in favour of the Blaney line that it shortens the distance to Carcoar, and the 
line ought to be taken over that route where the greatest population would be accommodated. This 
argument comes with far greater weight in favour of the King's Plains than of the Blaney line, for it 
will shorten the distance to Sydney from Orange, Moloiig, Wellington, Ironbarks, Montefiores, Dubbo, 
and all the other townships, and all the inhabitants on each side of the road leading from Bathurst 
to Bourke and beyond, whether in this Colony or Queensland, for those who travel or send goods either 
east or west on this line of road. More than double the number of passengers travel, up and down the 
road, and more than twice the traffic exists on the Guyong Road than through Blaney. Thus by taking 
the line by Blaney instead of by King's Plains several miles will be added and traffic made more expensive 
to the majority.to accommodate the comparatively few benefited by carrying it vid Blaney. An approx-
imation to a certainty of the correctness of this statement may be obtained by comparing the amount of 
tolls taken in a year at the Rocks and at Blaney. 

Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that your Honorable House will take the above premises 
into consideration, and in your wisdom and discretion adopt such measures as to you may seem meet. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[Here follow 207 iSqnatures.] 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, uovernnient Printer.—i8'4. 
[3d.] 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

PUBLIC RAILWAYS LAND RESUMPTION BILL. 
(MESSAGE No. 46.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembl4/ to be printed, 28 May, 1874. 

BERCULES ROBINSON, Message No. 46. 
Governor. 

It being desirable to make povision for the resumption by the Government of Land in certain 

cases for Railway purposes, I recommend to the Legis'ative Assembly, in accordance with the terms of the 

54th clause of the Constitution Act, the consideration of a Bill for the object named. 

Goverwment House, 
sydney, 28t11 May, 1874. 

[3d.] 6O5— 
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1873. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVED FROM SALE UNTIL SURVEYED, FOR THE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY OR OTHERPUBLIC PURPOSES.) 

rsenteb to Varliamalt, put6uant to art 25 lJIct, No. 1; otc.  1. 

ABSTEACP of Crown Lands reserved from Sale until Surveyed for the Preservation of Water Supply or 
other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th seetinn of fbp. A ct 9 Vf n n T'n 1 

o. of Eapers. N f nie Locality. Area. Government Gazette 
mi p Polio. 

Ms. 73-798 35 Counties of Brisbane and Durham, parishes o 
72-5902 928 County of Oaira, parish of Tararie, Murrum. 

1,740 acres ...... 2 May, 1873 ... 1306 
* 

73-799 22 County of Durham, parish of Beiltrees, Hunter 
1,630 , ... 

73-933 32 

Alma and Belitrees, Hunter River .............. 
bidgee District ..................................... 

County of Murray, parish of Burrs, on the Burra 
1,660 , ,, ... 
8 73-648 23 , 
42a. 2r 22p 

,, ... 
.73753 14 County of Cook, parish of Lidsdale, on the road ,, ... 

73-774 917 

and Queanbeyan Road .............................
County of Durham, parish of Broughton ........... 

19a. lr. Op ,, ... 

72-4376 
Extended. 
929 92 acres ,, ... 

73-952 30 

River ................................................. 

5 sq miles 
640 acres ...... 

.. 

 ... 1307 
73-1738 620 County of Harden, parish of Harden, on the 
73-746 521 

from Bowenfells to Mudgee .......................

rumbidgee District .................................... 

County of Monteagle, parishes ofBendjckMurrefl 
20 ,, 

County of Hume, parish of Kentucky, Mur- 

and Wambanumba, on the road from Young 
72-6845 267 

County of Wakool, parish of Bungunyah, Mur- 
ray River ............................................... 

County of Clive, parish of Annandale, Catarrh 470 , ... 

County of Argyle, parish of Nerrimungah..........

toCowra ............................................. 

13 May, 1873 ... 1395 268 

road from Cumbamurra to Binalong ........... 

do. do 17a. 2r 
73-1253 

269 
273 

Creek, New England District ................... 
do. do 

County of Hardinge,-parish of Cope's Creek, at 

24a. 2r........

70 acres 
,, ... 
, ... 

38  72-3993 257 
Clerk's Creek, New England District ......... 
County of Clareadon, Houlaghan's Creek, Junee Extended. North Run, Lachlan District ................... 5 sq miles ... , 211 do. do. 2*  Extended. 

258 County of Clarendon, between the Junee and Westerly acres ...... extension. 
73-1015 12 2,136 ,......... 16 May, 1873 ... 1424 
73-1222 

13 
187 

Lachlan Road ........................................87 
County of Hunter, parish of Lemington .......... do. do. 
County of Clarence, parish of Rushforth, Orara 

,, , ,, ... 1425 

73-420 930 County of Urana, part of North Goonambil Run , 3. 200 , 
,, ... 

- ,, 
73-563 

931 
932 

do. do. 
County of Townsend, part of Wanganella, Block 

1,600  
,, ... 

73-679 391 County of Ashburnham, part of Toogong Run, 
640 , 

River, Clarence District ............................64 

Wellington District 160 73-951 486 Pastoral District of Liverpool Plains, at Orr's , ,, ... 

73-2392 522 

DRun ..................................................

County of Monteagle, parishes of Young and 
320 , ,, ... 

274 

................................ 

Plains.................................................. 
Baxter, Lachlan District ................. . ...... 
County of Sandon, parish of Arding, New 6* sq. miles 20 May, 1873 ... 1450 
England District ................................... 76 acres 73-2391 487 Counties of Darling and Nandewar, Liverpool 

..... 

..... 

Plains District ....................................... .3,120 ,, (abt.) ,, ... 
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2 

No. of Papers. f.  Locality. Area. 
Government Gazette 
inwliichthed:scrip- Folio. 

Ms. 73-2391 488 1,080 acs. (abt.) 20 May, 1873 ... 1450 

11 489 County of Nandowar, parish of Talcumba ......... 1,440 
73-2392 33 

County of Nandewar, parish of Yarrari .......... 

County of Murray, parish of Womboin, on the 
. 

Gundaroo and Bungendore Bond ............... . 35 acres ,, ... 
Am. 72-13838 14 County of Hunter, parish of Aruclell, Goulburn 

51 , ........ 27 May, 1873 ... 120 
Ms. 73-1441 84 

River .................................................. 
Pastoral District of Albert, Mount Gipp's Run, 

Extended, 160 ,....... 
73-1453 263 County of Darling, at Hungry Hill, Peel River, 

Talcumbah Run, Liverpool Plains District 153 ,....... 
73-2260 78 

at the head of Finish Spring .................... 

Counties of Baradine and Finch, parishes of 
Merritombea and Gingie, on the BaTwon 

3 June, 1873 ... 1581 
73-2512 10 

pool Plains, and Warrego .........................
County of Bligh, parish of Rouse, Tallawang 

3,060 , ........ 

20 ,........ 6 June, 1873 ,.. 161.1 
73-1450 392 County of Ashburnham, Boric Nyrang Run, 

siear the Conisoblas, Wellington Distflct: 12 ,, (abt.) 
73-2512 294 County of Napier, parishes of Napier and Allison, 

160 , ,, ... 
295 do. do 120 , 

73-211 34 16a. Or. 24p 
73-2513 933 County of Cowley, parish of-  Taemas, on the 

Creek ................................................... 

Murrumbidgee River, Murrumbidgee Dis- 
24 acs. (abt.) 

72-2028 490 

River, Pastoral Districts of Bligh, Liver- 

890 ,, ,, . - - 1612 
73-2667 491 

Bligh District..........................................

County of Murray, parish of Gundaroo............... 

County of Nandewar, parish of Talcumbah, on 
the Talcumbah Creek, Liverpool Plains 

trict ...................................................... 

802 ,........ 10 June, 1873 ... 1643 
73-2666 492 

County of Pottinger, parish of Yarrainan............ 

County of Nandewar, parish of Willuri, Liver- 
District ............................................... 

850 ,, (abt.) ,, ... 
493 

pool Plains District ................................. 
County of Nandewar, . parish of Willuri, at 
Fenced Lagoon ..................................... 3,144 

72-6651 2 19a. ir. 3p. 13 June, 1873 .. 1663 
Co. L. 73-888 & 523 County of Harden, Pastoral District of Lachian 960 acs. (abt.) 

1085 
Ms. 73-990 296 

County of Georgiazia, parish of Kiamma .............

County of Ewenmar, Pastoral District of Bligh, 
1,400 ,, ,, 27 June, 1873 .. 1810 

Oc. L. 73-1065 297 County of Ewenmar, on Ewenmar Creek, part 
1,400  

72-2516 111 County of Finch, Pastoral District of Warrego, 
part of Huznumbah Run ......................... 3,200 

734032 - 625 County of Harden, Pastoral District of Lnchlan, 
part of Mylora Rin ............................... 400 

72-715 526 County of Bland, Pastoral District of Lachian, 
on the road from Temora to the Marool 640  

Ms. 73-1827 275 County of Gough, parish of- Lands End, on 

part of Gillawamah Run ......................... 

40 acres ...... 1 July1 1873 ... 1840 
73-2030 188 County of Fitzroy, parish of Martin, Clarence . . 

of Gillawamah Run ............................... 

District .............................................. 400 ,, (abt.)  
73-2363 494 County of Pottinger, parish of Tamba, Cox's 

288 , ,, ... 
73-2289 936 

Paradise Creek ...................................... 

Creek................................................. 

64 , 
73-2166 395 Counties of Narromine and Kennedy, on the 

- 

County of Urana, parish of Urangeline, Uran-

Bogan River, at Dandaloo Dandaloo, Tern- - 

geine Creek ........................................ 

bong, Yarrandidgon, Wellwood, and other 
144 sq. miles ,, ... 

396 County of Cunningham, on the Lachlan River, 
Runs ............................ ------------------------

at the boundary dividing Gulgo, Mowablaa, 
Condobolin, and back Condobolin Rune 11  

73-1813 31 County of Argyle, parish of Mulwaree, on the 
2r. 7p 

73-17.99 394 County of Narrowmine, at Dandaloo, IBogazi 
Goulburn and Braidwood Road ---------------- 67a. 

900 acs. (abt.) ,, .. 1841 
73-1828 85 400 , ,, ... 
73-2029 190 County of Fitzroy, parish of Ermington, 

Clarence District ...... . ............................. .360 , 
73-3011 934 County of Wynyard, parish of Gada.ra, on the 

Tumut and Adelong Road ........................ .26 , 
73-2626 189 County of Wellesley, parish of Currowang, 

190 

River ................................................. 
Near the Barrier Range, Albert District .......... 

Do. do 640 
73-1940 11 

Delegate Gold Field ...............................680  

County of Bligh, parish of Tunill, at Turill 
,, (abt.)  

12 Do. do 10 , 
73-3011 393 County of Ashburnham, on Manildra Creek ... 12 , 
73-2289 935 

Creek..................................................20  

County of Urana, parish of Fiulay, at TJrange 
- 240 ,, (abt.)  

73-2270 276 
line Creek ............................................. 

County of Olive, parish of Rockvale, New 
England District ................................... 2a. Or. 16p  .. 1842 

73-2031 189 County of Clarence, parish of Southampton, 
Clarence District .................................... 30 acs. (abt.)  

73-1355. 524 County of Blaxiand, parish of Euabalong, Lach- 
2,200 ,, (abt.) ,, ... 

73-1642 86. County of Menindee, at East Mooka Spring, 

.... 

Ian District ...........................................

near Mooka'Blill..................................... 160 ,........ 11  July, 1873 ... . 1923 
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No. of Papers. Reserve. Locality. Area. • 
Government Gazette 
in which the descrip. Polio. 

Ms. 73-1642 87 County of Menindee, at West Mooka Spring, 
near Mooka Hill .................................... 160 acres ...... 11 July, 1873 ... 1923 

73-1868 939 
.  

2,650 ,, (abt.) 

. 

,, ... 
940 

640 , ,, ... 
73-2288 941 County of Wakool, Winter Run and Oak 

2 sq. ms. (abt.) ,, ... 
73-1868 942 County of Wakool, parish of Yarrein, part of 

8 , ,, ... 
943 

Forest Run ...........................................

County of Wakool, parish of Yadchow, part of 
Moolpar South Run ................................ 

5 , ,, ... 
73-1836 915 

South Moolpar Run ............................... 
County of Wakool, parishes of Salisbury and 

Northerly 2,300 are. (abt.) ,, ... 
extension. 

.AJ.n. 73-5277 944 County of Wakool, parish of Binbinette, at the 

bidgee District ..................................... 

1,200 ,, ,, ,, ... 1924 
Ms. 73-1818 945 County of Wakool, parishes of Binbinette, 

County of Wakool, parish of Liewa, Murruin- 

Lintot, Moolpar, and Salisbury, Edward - 
12 sq. ms.  

73-3286 946 

County of Wakool, parish of Yarrein, Murrum- 

Lintot ................................................. 

River ................................................. 
County of Wakool, parishes of Burrawang, 

11  
73-2063 527 

bidgee District ........................................ 

Edward River ........................................ 

21 acres...... 
72-2406 937 County of Wynyard, parish of Umbango, at 

36 , ,, ... 
73-3285 938 

lan District, part of Cudgelong Run ........... 

110 , ,, ... 
73-2399 35 County of Murray, parish of Barnet, on the 

15 July, 1873 ... 1957 
73-2343 277 

Condoulpe, Lintot, and Salisbury................. 

County of Gough, parish of Wellington, New 
160 ,, (abt.) 

73-2551 947 

County of Forbes, on the Lachlan River, Lach- 

County of Hume, parish of Mowen, on the 

rumbidgee District ................................... 

182 , ,, ... 1968 
73-2590 495 

County of Waradgery, parish of Benduck, Mur- 

County of Pottinger, parish of Merrigula, 

59 ,........ 

221 ,....... 
73-2589 278 

Albury and Wagga Wagga Roads ..............

County of Gough, parish, of Highland Home, 
24 ,, (abt.) 

Am. 73-7296 543 
3,280 ,........ 18  July, 1873 ... 1990 

528 

New England District ............................ 

County of Sturt, parish of Bringagee, Bringagee 

Ms. 73-2405 88 
313 ,, (abt.) 
160 ,. ...... 

,, ... 
Supplement 2005 

73-2823 176 County .of Nandowar, parish of Weetalibah, 
. 

Northerly 1,032 , ,, ... 2006 
extension. 

Rs.B. 73-486 530 

Umbango Creek ...................................... 

Counties of Forbes, Monteagle, and Bland, 

Liverpool Plains District ......................... 

30 sq. miles ,, ... 
531 

road from Boro to Larbert ....................... 

County of Forbes, at the Crossing of the road 

England District...................................... 

County of Sturt, parish of Bringagee, Murrum- 

from Penn's Crossing over the Lachlan River, 
over Boyd or Ena or Ooma Creek, at Ena Run 3 

532 

Liverpool Plains .............................. ........ 

County of Forbes, at the Crossing of the Road 
from Penn's Crossing, Lachlan River, near 

bidgee River ....................................... 

Forbes to Young, over Bundaburra Creek ... 3*  
533 County of Forbes, at the Mortray Inn, Ooma 

Run..................................................... 
County of Nanda, Mulga, Albert District ........ 

320 acres ,, ... 
534 Counties of. Forbes and Monteagle, on the 

Lachlan District ....................................... 

Cowra, Koorawatha, and Crowther Creek 
10 sq. miles ,, ... 

535 County of Monteagle, parish of ]Illunie, at the 

2-  
536 

Creek................................................... 

Road................................................... 

31 ,, ,, Sup. l8July,1873 
537 

ther Creek ............................................. 

County of Monteagle, parishes ! of Congera and 
1*  

538 

trict ...................................................... 

County of Monteagle, parishes of Wilton and 
G-ungewalla, at Geegullalong .................... 

770 acres ,, .... 
539 

Burramunda, Lachlan District .................... 

lan District ............................................ 1,320 , ,, ... 540 

confluence of Bang Bang Creek with Crow- 

County of Monteagle, parishes of Woodonga 

Counties of Monteagle and Bland, Lachlan Dis- 

192 , ,, ... 
541 County of Bland, at Morangarell, Yeo Yeo Creek, 

and Dunanbilla, Lachlan District ................. 

600 , 
542 

County of Monteagle, parish of Murringo, Lach- 

County of Bland, at Koonaburra, Yeo Yeo 
1* sq. ms. (abt.) ,, ... 

544 

Lachlan District ......................................

County of Monteagle, parish of Illunie, Crowther 
Creek, Lachlan District ............................. 

4* ,....... 
545 

Creek, Lachlan District ............................
Couzty of Monteagle, parishes of Wambanumba 
and Woodonga, Lachlan District ................ 7 , ,, ... 

546 Counties of Forbes and Gipps, Bland, and 
82 ,, (abt.) ,..... 

647 
Clarendon, Lachlan District ...................... 

Counties of Bland and Clarendon, Lachlan 
District ................................................ . 14 

Am. 72-15532 15 County of Durham, parish of St. Julian .......... 28 acres  
Extension. 

County of Durham, parish of Tillegra, on Myall A.B. 73-14071 24 
Creek.............................................. 6a. lr  ,, ... 
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o. of Papers. B 
of 

e erve. Locality. Area. 
Government Gazette 
in which the descrip- 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

Ms. 73-2645 36 County of Brisbane, parishes of Scone and 
Haiscot ................................................ 2,440 acs. (abt.) Sup. 18 July,1873 2007 

Leases 73-2790 279 County of Ilardinge, on Cope's Creek, New 
. 

England District .................................... 33 acres ,, ... 
Ms. 73-3132 280 County of Hsrdinge, parish of Mayo, Two-mile 

. 

ir  ... 2008 
73-2395 529 County of Forbes, Bonor South Run, Englo 

Creek .................................................lOa. 

Creek, Lachian District ........................... 1,620 acres ,, ... 
73-2404 112 At Cuddlewarungora, about 13 miles from Cobar, 

on the road to Louth, Warrego Pastoral 
, 

. 

,, ... 
p3-3133 281 County of Gough, on Robertson Creek, parish 

District ..............................................640 

of Wellington Vale, on the road from Table- 
la. (abt.) ,, ... 

73-2165 948 County of IJhm TJ a, rangeline Creek, parishes of 
. 

T.Jrangeline and Faed.............................. ,950 acres...... 
949 

land to Decpwater ...................................

County of Urana, parish of Finley, T.Jrangeline 
5 sq. ms. (abt.) ,, ... 

950 County of. Urana, parish of Finley, Murrum- 
1 sq. miles ... 

876 County of Urana, parish of Feed, Murrumbidgee 
Extension. 

bidgee District ........................................ 

District ............................................. ,, ... 
73-2443 782 

Creek .................................................. 

County of Wakool, parish of Berambong, Mool. 

. 

Northerly 1,072 acres...... 
Extension. 

73-3149 549 

oomon Run, Murrumbidgee District .......... 

County of Harden, parish of Mylora, at the 
crossing of the main road from Yass to 

1  Aug., 1873 ... 2153 
11 550 . Do., (10 

73-3283 496 County of Buckland, parishes of Telford and 

Young, over Illalong Creek ....................... 

Warrah, Liverpool Plains District, near A. 

................... 

10 ,........ 

293 acres...... 
497 County of Buckland, parishes of Temi and 

Loder, Liverpool Plains District, near A. A. 

A. Company's grant ................................ 

182 ,....... 
73-3283 498 Counties of Buckland and Brisbne, near the 

A. A. Company's grant, Liverpool Plains 
130 acres 

499 

Company's grant ..................................... 

rimanbah and Moan, Liverpool Plains Dis- 
418 , ,, 2154 

500 County of Buckland, parish of Moan, Liverpool 
Plains District, near the A. A. Company's 

230 , ,, 
73-3356 501 

District ................................................. 
County of Buckland, parishes of Towarri, Yar- 

grant...................................................
County of Pottinger, parish of Dubbleda, Namoi 

1,430 , 
Am. 73-8640 502 

trict, near the A. A. Company's grant ............ 

County of Pottinger, parish of Dubbleda, Namoi 
1,304 , 

Ms. 73-3356 503 

River.................................................

County of Pottinger, parish of Dubbleda, Namoi 
River, Cowmore Run ............................... 

1,696 , 
73-8284 504 County of Pottinger, parish of Kickerbill, near 

165 , 
73-3242 548 

River ................................................. 

County of Sturt, parish of Currathool, on 
WaggaWagga and Hay Main Roads, Grungle 
West run, Lachian District ...................... 221a. 3r 

73-3243 191 County of Drake, parish of Pickapene, on the 

the A. A. Company's grant ....................... 

31a 3r. 83p 
L u. 73-3476 330 County of Stapylton, parish of Tucka Tucka, 

780 acres 2155 
Ms. 73-2767 25 

Tenterfield and Lawrence Road ................. 

County of Durham, parish of Doon, Woolooma 
280 , 

73-306 20 

Gwydir District, Macintyro River ............. 

County of Gloucester, parish of Underbank, on 
Gully................................................. 

118 , 
73-3158 505 County of Na.ndewar, parish of Talcumba, at 

the river Williams ................................... 

200 ,....... 
73-3706 506 

Boggy Spring ........................................ 
County of Pottinger, parishes of Preiner and 

. 345 , 
Am. 73-2939 876 County of Urana, parish of Feed, Murrumbidgee 

Extension. 

Bomera, Turrabeile Creek ..... .................... 

District ........................................S.... 900 ,, (abt.) 5 Aug., 1873... 2181 
Ms. 73-3855 397 County of Aslsburnbam, near the Canobolas, 

Wellington District ...............................10 , ,, 
72489 507 County of Pottinger, parish of Kickerbell, 

2r 
Am. 73-7141 298 County of Gowen, at a small tributary of Jack 

214 acres 
Ms. 73-3715 954 

Liverpool Plains District .........................71a. 

County of flume, parish of Gunambil, at 
Hall's Creek, Bligh District ...................... 

Billabong Creek, Murrumbidgee District ... 8  Aug., 1873... 2204 
73-3715 955 County of flume, parish of Gunambil, Mur- 

79 ,......... 

rumbidgee District .................................. 72 , 
78-3714 955 County of Mitchell, parish of Mangoplab, 

, 

. 

5 Aug., 1873... 

73-3713 953 County of Urana, parish of Hastings, Mur- 
rumbidgee District ................................. 215 ,, (abt.) ,, 2205 

73-3970 113 County of Gundorbooka, Darling River, Pera 

Murrumbidgee District ..............................80 

and Polo Runs, Warrego District ............... 3,200 ,, ,, 2246 
- 73-3151 3 County of Georgis.na, parish of Gillindich, at 

... 

Gillindich, Tuena Creek ......................... 

. 

320 ,........ 26  Aug., 1873... 2326 
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in which the descrip 
tion is published. 

yolio. 

Ms. 73-4306 512 County of Clarendon, parish of Jeralgambeth, 
N.-eastern Lachlan District .................................... 26 Aug., 1873... 2326 
extension. 

73-3039 957 County of Denison, parish of Woperana, at 

..40 acres ...... 

Tuppel Creek, on. the Deniiquin and 
, 

73-3152 4 
Tocumwal Road .....................................640 

County of Georgiana, parish of Gillindich, near exclusive of creek 
Junction Point ..................................... 430 acres ,, ,, 7 

73-3581 958 
20 , 

.. 

,, 2327 
73-3019 37 County of Brisbane, parish of Howard, at Bow 

rumbidgeo District ................................... 

20 , ,, 11 

73-3000 191 
Creek.................................................. 

150 (abt.) 
73-3260 508 

fast Creek ........................................... 
County of Nandewar, parish of Tippereena, at 

640 
73-4306 192 County of Auckland, parish of Bemboka, - 

80 
193 

County of Townsend, parish of Coolagali, Mur- 

Bullewar Creek, Terriaro run ................... 

County of Auckland, parishes of Mogila and 
Monaro District ..................................... 

298 
73-3737 509 

County of Dampier, parish of Narira, at Break- 

Colombo .............................................. 
County of Darling, parish of Wilson, Liverpool 

396  
233 County of Darling, parish of Veness, Liverpool 

Eastern 340  
extension. 

Plains................................................. 

510 Do. do. ... 621 acres 
511 

Plains ................................................. 

Do. do. ... 580 ,, (abt.)  
73-3730 282 County of Gough, on the road from Stonehenge 

- 3a. ir....... 
73-3432 784 County of Wakool, parish of Murga, Murrum- 

Northern 

to Deepwater .......................................... 

320 acres ,, 2328 
extension. 

bidgee District ..................................... 

sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printor.-1873. 
[6c1.] 66—B 
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1873. 

NEW SOIJTI[ WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVED FROM SALE UNTIL SURVEYED, FOR TilE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY, OR OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES— 

!RO11 1 TO 30 SEPTEMBER, 1873.) 

3csnteb to Parliament, pursuant to tt 25 }Jict. to. 1, sec. A. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands reserved from Sale until surveyed, for the preservation of Water Supply, or 
other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. From 1 
to 30 September, 1873. 

No. of Papers. of 
eserv:. Locality. - Area. 

Govrnment Gazette 
in which the deserip- 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

Ms. 73-3899 30 7 ace. (abt.) 9 Sept., 1873 ... 2432 
73-3901 959 160 ,. ...... ,, ... ,, 
73-3902 31 59 ,. ...... ,, ... 13 

73-3898 516 

County King, parish Olney ............................ 
County Denison, parish Woperana ................... 

County Buckland, parish of Moan, on Clarke's 
County Camden, parish Jillore ......................... 

280 ,. ...... ,, ... ,, 
73-4101 960 

Creek...................................................
County of Cadell, parishes of Caldwell and 
Marah ................................................. 1 sq. me. (abt.) 

73-4102 283 County of Gough, parish of Ranger's Valley ... 222 acres...... 
73-3900 554 County of Clarendon, parish of Bulgan, at 

600 ,, (abt.)  
73-3989 512 County of Nandewar, parish of Rangira ......... 1,270  
73-3938 513 County of Buckland, parish of Temi, at Dough- - 

Houlaghan's Creek ................................. 

90  
73-2672 514 620  

. 

Am. 73- 717 515 

boy Hollow Creek ..................................
County Darling, Manila River .....................
County of Pottinger, parish Bingle, at Turra. 
beile or Cox's Creek ............................... 110  

Ms. 73-3835 13 County of Bligh, parish of Colliblue, Colliblue 
520   , ,  ,.. 2433 

73-3836 29 County of King, parish of Taunton, at Lang's 
Creek .................................................. 

37  
73- 3990 551 

Creek....................................................
County of Clarendon, parish of Warro Warral 640 .. ...... ,, 

......... 

......... 

552 1,148 , ......-. 
553 688 ,....... 

73-3937 15 

County Clarendon, parish Junee ................... 
County Clarendon, parish Wallace ................ 
County Phillip, parish of..Bayly, at Cooyal Creek 11 ,........ 

73-3837 14 County Bligh, parish Colliblue, at Colliblue 
320 ,, (abt.)  

73-3939 32 20 
73-4705 517 County Pottinger, parishes Bomera and Premer, 

136 , 

.......... 

517 

County Argyle, parish Milbang ....................... 

130 ,, (abt.) ,, ... 2434 
73-3743 966 265 ......... 23 Sept., 1873 ... 2603.. 
73-4289 15 

Creek .................................................. 

County Bligh; parish Borambil, Borambil Ok. 5a. 2r....... 
73-4315 36 

at Bone Creek ...................................... 

County Murray, parish Boambolo .................. ,, ... 
73-2164 961 

County 4louen, at the Pipe Clay Spring ...........
County Hume, parish Richmond .................... 

......... 

.7 acres........ 

1,500 ,, (abt.) 

.. 

73-3743 962 
bundry ...... ........................................ 

,, ... 
73-4134 963 

County Hume, parish Richmond .................... 

600 ,, (abt.)  
73-3049 
73-4951 

964 
518 

County Hume, parish Hindmarsh, at Wal- 

County Urana, parishes Hastings and Cocket- 
geciong, Billabong Creek .......................... 

County of Wakool, at the Dry Lake ............... 

350 ......... 

1 sq. m. ... 
180 

73-4574 519 
County Darling, Rangiri, Borah parish ,Creek... 
County Darling, parish North Barraba .......... 

acs. (abt.) 
,, ... ,, 

73-3973 205 Eastern Extension, County of Buckland, parish 
56 ,, (abt.) 

73-4241 284 

1,160 ......... 

60  
73-4949 331 County Murehison, parish of Lindsay, on the 

Telford. .................................................. 
County G-ough, on Vegetable Creek .................. 

400  
73-4122 172 

Horton River .......................................... 
Extension, County Stapylton, parish of Wha. 
lan.................................................... 1,235 , ....... 

213 Extension, Counties of Stapylton and Arrawatta 1,870 , ,, . . 2604 
115 Extension, County Stapylton, parish of Tucka 

Tucka ............................................ ..... 1,920 , 

157— 
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No. of Papers. Ii f 

Reserve Locality. Area. 
Government Gazette 
in which the deserip- 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

73-4123 310 Southerly extension, County of Stapylton, 
2 sq. ma. ... 23 Sept., 1873 ... 2604 

118 Extended, County Stapylton, parish Bogabilla, 
3 ,, ,, ..• 

73-4932 300 

parish Bogabilla, Macihtyre River .............. 

Macintyre River .................................... 
County Lincoln, parish Bomely, Talbragar 

2,100 acs. (abt.) ,, ... 
70-4.012 192 County of Fitz Roy, parish Bardsley, on the 

River ................................................. 

15 ,, ... 
73-4332 285 

Orara River .......................................... 

160 ,, ... 
73-4314 194 

County Gough, parish Wellington Vale, Robert-

County Auckland, parish Tantawangalo 8a. ir....... 
73-4952 555 

son's Creek ............................................. 

ZO sq. miles (abt.) ,, ... 
73-4121 333 County of Stapylton, parish of Merriwa, Mac- 

312 acres , 
73-3049 065 

Counties of Clarendon and Bourke ................ 

9* sq. miles ,, ... 2605 
11 967 

intyre River ......................................... 

880 acs. (abt.) ,, ... 
73-3974 520 

County Wakool, at the Dry Lake ...................... 

160 acres...... 
521 County Pottinger, parish White .................. .2 sq. miles  
522 County Pottinger, parishes of Bando, Merrigula, 

4,880 acres 
523 County Pottinger, parishes of Clift and Denne, 

do. do ..................... 
County Pottinger, parish Bando ...................... 

8* sq. miles ,, ... 
525 County of Pottinger, parishes of Trinky and 

. 

and White . .......................................... 

5* , ....... 
69 

Namoi River ............................................ 

Eastern extension—County of Pottinger, parish 
White.................................................... 

480 acs. (abt.) ,, ... 
81 

of Lawson ............................................. 
Extended—County of Pottinger, parish of 

1,200  
82 

Brennan .............................................. 
Western extension—County of Pottinger, parish 
of Clarke ............................................. 880 

434 County of Pottinger, parish Premer—eastern 
. 

160  
524 County Pottinger, parishes of Pringle and - 

900 
118 

extension ........................................... 

Eastern extension—County of Pottinger, parish 
Premer.............................................. 

680 
347 Eastern extension—County of Pottinger, parish 

. 

,280 ,, ,, Bundella ............................................. ,, ... 2606 
526 

Lawson...............................................

County of Pottinger, parish of Tamba, Ta.rra 
. 

71 Eastern extension—County Pottinger, parish 
belle Creek ..............................................330  

912 acres ,, ... 
73 

Moredevil ............................................ 
Eastern extension—County Pottinger, parish 
Bundella .............................................. 600 acs. (abt.)  

73-4121 332 County Stapylton, parishes Cook and Mayne ... 894 acres ...... . 30 Sept., 1873 .. 2656 

Sydney: Fhomas Richards, Government Printer.-1873. 
[3d.] 
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1873. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
[<RESERVED FROM SALE UNTIL SURVEYED, FOR THE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY OR OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES, 

FROM 1 OCTOBER TO 31 OCTOBER, 1873,) 

1tfntel to jarUament, pursuant to ict 25 }JIct. No., 1, Str. A. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands reserved from Sale until Surveyed for the Preservation of Water Supply or 
other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1, from 1st 
October to 31st October, 1873. 

No. of Papers. B 
of 
eserve. Locality. Area. 

, 

Government Gazette 
in which the deserip- 
hofl is published. 

Folio. 

Ms. 73-5625 304 Queensborough Flat Itun, Queensborough Creek, 
640 acres ...... 7 Oct., 1878... 2750 

305 Do. do. ... 640 , ,, 
308 At the Spring, Black Stamp Run, Bligh District 640 , ,, 11 

73-3894 970 

.. 

10 ,, 2813 
73-4377 556 On Two-mile Creek, county Harden, parish 

320 ,........ 

Demondrille .......................................... 18 , ....... 
73-4758 971 320 , ....... 
73-4310 972 190 ,....... 
73-4719 528 266 ,....... 
73-4737 398 County Gordon, parish Ponto ........................ 180 ,, (abt.) 
73-4938 24 

Bligh District ......................................... 

120 , ....... 
73-4184 334 

County Wakool, parish Colvin ....................... 

640 ........ 
335 

County Urana, parish Carnerney .................... 

840 , 

.. 

73-3947 301 

County Wynyard, parish Rowan .................... 
County Pottinger, Namoi River ....................... 

warrin.................................................. 

1,320 ,, (abt.) 
73-4374 302 640 , ,, 2814 

303 

County Murchison, on Bingera Creek .............. 

70 ,, (abt.) 
73-4347 529 

Do. do. .............. 
County Lincoln, parish Beni ......................... 

Bullen Bulla Run, Liverpool Plains District ... 2 sq. miles 

.. 

73-4503 530 

County Napier, parish Gundare ....................... 
Do. do. ....................... 

20 acs. (abt.) 
73-3952 531 

County Buckland, parish Yarrimanbah.............. 
1,380 , 

73-4677 195 
County White, parish Mollees ...................... 

39 ,....... 
73-4759 196 

County Dampier, parish Wandellow .................
County Auckland, parish Mogila, on Colombo 

At Munga Creek, county Dudley, parish Willa- 

59 , 
73-4445 416 3,200 , 
73-4707 113 640 ,....... 
73-4781 969 1,440 ,....... 
73-5391 193 1 , 
73-4940 973 

Creek..................................................
Extended at Bland Creek, County Bland .......... 

960  
73-1952 181 

At Yargunyah, county Yanda........................... 

Extended. County Dampier, paish Bergalia... 38 , ,, 2815 
73-5391 31 

County Urana, parish Widgiewa ................... 
County Drake, parish Churchill ......................... 

135 , 
.73-3977 286 

County Selwyn, parish Welaregang ..................

County King, parish Opton.............................. 
40 , 

73-253 
County Gough, parish Flagstone ...................... 

760 ,, (abt.) ,, 2816 
73-6753 County Bathurst, parish Shaw, on Belubula River 2,934 , ,, 28 

11 

2996 73-4113 25 ,, 
73-4636 533 

County Northumberland, parish Yere ............... 

County Raleigh, parish Congarinni .................. 
On the Nundi or Ten-mile Creek, county Jamison 800 , 

73-4809 307 County Bligh, parish Toorawandi ................... 2,500 ........ 
73-5686 975 13 air. (abt.) 

Am. 73-15781 557 185 acres...... 
Ms. 73-4880 38 80 ,, ....... 
73-4592 974 

County Hume, parish Howlong .........................

County Urana, parishes Urana, Widgiewa, and 

194 ,........ 

County Bland, parish Miong ...........................
County Brisbane, parish Tinagroo ...................... 

Butherwa ............................................. 1,500 , ,, 2997 
73-4956 534 100 ,....... 

. 

73-5324 212 
County Inglis, parish Raning ..........................
County Townsend, parishes of Wandook and 

Northern Bonoke .............................................. 2,680 ,, (abt.) 31 ,, 3036 
extension. 

73-4978 558 384 , ,, 
73-6180 58 800 (abt.) 

59 
60 

At Bendick Murrell, County Monteagle .......... 

At Dundomadoo Lake, County Caira ............... 720 ,, .... 
1 mile... 

61 

At Tori Lake, County Caira ......................... 

At Berambat Lake, County Caira 
Chapay Creek, County Caira ........................ 

sq. 
. 

- 62 

..................... 

At the Swamp, County Caira ........................ 
80.0 acs. (abt.) 
1 sq. mile... 

[3d.] 228— - 
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1873. 

NE W SOIJT.R WALES. 

CROWN.LANIJS. 
(RESERVED FROM SALE FOR TUE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY AND OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES—FROM 

1 TO 30 NOVEMBER,' 1873.) 

3resent to at1iamnt, putsusnt to Art 25 lTici,  flo. 1, sec. A. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands reserved from Sale, until surveyed, for the preservation of Water Supply 
or other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. From 
1st to 30th November, 1873. 

No. of Papers. of Rsrve. 
- 

Locality. Area. 
Government Gazette 

Folio. 

a. r. P. 
73-4939 Ms. 968 138 0 0 4th Nov., 1873 3068 
73-4348  3 0 8 County Napier, Coolaburragundy Run..........., about 84 0 0 7th Nov., 1873 
73-5623  3 2 

County Denison, parish Woperana ................. 

County King, parish Dalton .....,.,.,..........,.. 28 0 0  
73-5401 ,, 976 County Cowley, parish Ca-van .................... about 200 0 0 
73-5622  2 8 7 County Hardinge, parish Auburn Vale 24 0 0 
73-5445  3 3 County King, parish Olney ........................ 12 0 0  
73-5340 ,, 
73-5339 

16 
309 

County Phillip, parish Growee ...................... about 13 0 0  
about 11 0 0  ,, 

73-5933 ,, 37 
County Lincoln, Blackheath parish ................ 
County Murray, parish Warroo ..........:....... about 105 0 0 

73-5624  5 5 9 County Harden, parish Gooramma ............... 69 1 0  
73-5145  4 0 0 County Gordon, parish Ponto ...................... about 114 0. 0  
73-5400 ,, 16 0 0 
73-5501 ,, 562 County Harden, parish Nurung .......... ....... 42 3 0 

.  

82 0 0 73-5295  3 3 6 

County Bligh, parish Turill .............................80 

County Burnett, parish Vicars .......................... 
337 County Murchison, parish Bangheet ............... about 156 0 0  

73-5465 ,, 293 County Olive, parish Bates ........................... 2 0  
73-5099 ,, 114 County Gunderbooka, on the Bourke and Ford's 

. 5 2 

. 

516 0 0  
Bridge Hood, 

73-5100 ,, 115 County Gunderbooka, Corella Station 320 0 0 
73-4974 ,, 977 . County Goulburn, parish Jerra Jerra 299 0 0  
73-4756 ,, 310 about 550 0 0  
73-5047  4 0 2 County Kennedy, Babathnil Lagoon, Babathnil 1,398 0 0 ,, ,, 3103 

Creek Rñn, 
73-3087 ,, 403 County Ashburnham, Davy's Plains Hun, Cano' 480 0 0 

mocline Creek. 
73-5500  4 0 4 County Ashburnham, Paling.yard Creek 21 0 0 
73-5502 ,, 560 County Harden, parish Nursing ..................... 54 3 0  
.73-1951 ,, 561 10 2 34 
73-5502 ,, 216, County Sturt, parish Tom's Point ................... 3 square miles . 

Northern extension - - - 

193 

County Lincoln, parish Beni ......................... 

4 square miles  
Northern extension 

305 4 square miles  
Northern extension . 

543 

County Monteagle, parish Young ..................... 

,, ,, Bringagee ..................... 1 square mile  

. . .  

Northern extension 

,, ,, Cajaldura ........................ 

172 

,, ,, ,......................... 

2 square miles  
Northern extension , 

... 

73-154-  leases 289 

,, ,, Nowong ........................ 

County Gough, parish Wellington Vale 36 0 0 
290 ,, ,, 80 0 0 
291 ,, ,, 

... 

about 32 0 0  
229 ,, ,, 86 0 0  

73-5338 Ms. 288 County Chive, parish Binghi ...,..,..,.............. 20 0 0  
289 ,, 20 0 0  
297 20 0 32  

73-5296 ,, 71 
,, parish Annandale .................... 

Extension—County Arrawatta, parish Mulla. .05 2 0 
-. murra. 

311— 
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No. of Papers. 
0 eerve. Locality. Area, 

Government Gazette 
in which the deocrip. 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

73-5294 Ms. 294 
a. r. p. 
2 0 7th Nov., 1873 3103 

73-5299  288 County Arrawatta, parish Swamp Oak .40 0 0  
73-5939 ,, 

County Gough, parish Inverell ......................46 

County St. Vincent, parish Araluen ............... about 1000 0 0  
73-4999 

...... 
 1 6 139 0 0 21st Nov., 1873 3229 

17 

. 

about 330 0 0  
18 

County Bathurst, parish Napier ....................... 

about 820 0 0 
19 96 0 0 
20 

 , ,  .................... 
 parish Gaibraith ................ 

 parish Graham .................. about 300 0 0 
21 

 parish Shadforth ................. 
. 
about 186 0 0  

22 
  ................... 

32 0 0 
23  , ,  76 0 0 
24  parish Graham .................. 37 0 0 

73-4413  978 County Urana, Bingagojig, Back Plains Run 360 0 0 3230 
979 

 parish Shadforth .................... 

640 0 0 
980 ,, Uratta Back Block Run ............ 

..... 

640 0 0  
981 802 2 0 
982 

County Boyd, Uratta Run ................................ 

,, Yanko F. East Run ............... 640 0 0  
180 

County ljrana, parish Wunamurra .................... 

County Boyd, parish Un. ........................... 

..... 

2 square miles 
Southern extension 

..... 

. 
73-4413 ,, 181  parish Cararbury ..................... 2 square miles  

Southern extension 

.. 

" 182 

.. 

2 square miles 
Southern extension 

11 178 about 5 eq. miles  
Extended 

 ....................... 

- 179 

 parish Tubbo ......................... 

square mile 
Southern extension 

 parish Waddi .........................1 

73-4706  116 County Yanda, 0-iddie Waterhole ................... ..300 0 0  
73-6080  984 County Townsend, on the Deniliquin and 

5. 
- square miles  

Conargo Road. 
985    ..: 121  square mile  
986 800 0 0  73-5632  983 County Townsend, parish Banangalite ............ . about 170 0 0 ,, ,, 3231 

sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1873. 
[3d.] 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVED FROM SALE UNTIL SURVEYED, FOR THE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY OR OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES— 

FROM 1 TO 31 DECEMBER, 1873.) 

jrcoentcb to )ar!Iamcnt, pursuant to 21rt 25 IJict. No. 1, scc. J. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands reserved from sale until surveyed, for the preservation of Water Supply or 
other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. From 1 
to 31 December, 1873. 

No. of Papers. ro Locality. Area. 
Government Gazette 
in which the d:ecrip Polio. 

Ms. 73-7037 987 Counties of Townsend and Urana, on the road 
from Deniliquin to Conargo and Urana .. 85 g.m. (ab.) 2 Dec., 1873.. 3347 

988 Counties Townsend and Urana .. .. .. 2,256 acres . 
989 County Townsend, parish Thulabrie .. .. 1,508  
990 Counties Urana and Mitchell, on the road from 

Urana to Narandera .. .. .. .. 45s. m. (ab.) 
991 Counties Urana and Mitchell, on the road from 

Urana to Wagga Wagga, vie Bullenbung .. 64 
992 County Caden, parish Gulpa .. .. .. 255 acres 
993 County Townsend, parish Currabunganung .. 800 
994 County of Townsend, parishes Conargo and 

Quiamong, at Conargo .. .. .. .. 880 
995 County Urana, parish Brookong, Brongong Creek 1,280 
996 do. parish of Butherwa .. .. 237  
997 Counties of Urana and Hume, on the road from 

Urana to Corowa, vid Coreen .. .. .. 45 sq. miles 
998 Counties Townsend and Cadell, on the road from 

Deniliquin to Moama .. .. .. .. 24 
999 County Townsend, parish of Mathoura .. .. 973 acres 
1000 Counties Townsend and Waradgery, on the Lach 

lan River .. ...... .. .. 125 sq. miles 
73-5374 95 County Cadell, Tataila and Moira Runs.. .. 11 

extended. 
73-7162 406 County Gordon, Buckenbah Creek, parishes 

Garoo and Obley .. .. .. .. 4 ,, 9 Dec., 1873.. 3427 
407 County Ashburnham, Billabong Creek, at the 

Round Waterhole - . .. .. .. 2 
408 County Ashburnham, Garra Creek .. .. 2 

73-6108 33 County Camden, parish Wallaya, Kangaroo River 
and Gerringong Creek .. .. .. .. 49a. ir. .. 3428 

73-6558 535 County Jamison, parish Meliburra, Galathera 
Run .. .. .. .. .. .. 210 acres .. 

73-5626 267 County Darling, parish Rangiri .. .. .. 109  
extended. - 

269 do. parishes Borah and Tarpolly .. 830 ,, (abt.) 
extended. 

173 do. parishes Borah and Dinariwindi 656 
extended. - 

268 do. parish Hobden .. .. .. 508 
extended. 

266 do. parishes Rangiri and Hobden.. 1,107 
extended. 

73-6191 536 County Pottinger, parish Mema .. .. .. 272a. Br. .. 
73-6101 285 County Townsend, parish Morago, Morago Run 1,200 acres .. 

northern 
extension. 

287 County Townsend, parish of Kerranakoon,Morago 
northern Run .. .. .. .. .. .. 1,440 ,, (abt.) 
extension. 

288 Do. d o.......... 960 
northern 
extension. 

373— 



No. of Papers. R 
of 

eserve. Locality. Area. 
Government Gazette 
in which the descrip- 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

Ms. 73-6101 612 County Townsend, parish Morago, Morago Run 800 acres .. 9 Dec., 1873 .. 3428 
northern 
extension. 

73-5689 810 County Townsend, Billabong Creek .. .. 1,040 (abt.) 
southern 
extension. 

811 do. do. .. .. 1,880 
southern 
extension. 

73-5688 872 County Townsend, Werkenbergal Block B Run 1,188 
extended. 

873 do. do. do. 4,480 ,, .. 3429 
extended. 

871 County Townsend, Box Creek .. .. .. 2,880 
extended. 

73-6103 1007 County Hume, parish Brocklesby .. .. 60 
73-5523 620 County Townsend, parishes of Banangalite and 

extended. Ricketson.. .. .. .. .. .. 5,760 
73-623a 1005 County Urana, parish Thurrowa .. .. .. GSa. 3r. .. 
73-5777 194 County Rous, parish Runnymede, Richmond 

River .. .. .. .. .. .. 40 ace. (abt.) 
195 do. do. .. .. .. 440 
196 do. do. .. .. .. 171a. 2r... 

73-5463 197 County Richmond, parish of Gibbergagee, Jackey 
Bullim Flat .. .. .. .. .. 60 acres 

73-6190 198 County Wellesley, parish Gecar .. .. .. 67 ,, (abt.) 
73-6107 298 County Hardinge, parish Darley .. .. .. 20 
73-6231 338 County Murchison, parish Bangheet .. .. 142 ,, (abt.) 
73-6031 405 County Gordon, on the Little River, Gundy Old 

Station, Guridy.Run .. .. .. ..500 (abt.) 
73-4810 563 County Haiden, parish Beggan Beggan, Cun- 

ningham's Creek.. .. .. .. .. 72 
73-4302 564 County B)urke, Six-mile Waterhole, Merool 

Creek, Bungumbil Run.. .. .. .. 2 sq. miles 
73-7039 32 County Camden, parish Killamarrah .. .. 50 acs. (abt.) .  3430 
73-6104 39 County Brisbane, parish Strathearn .. .. 41 
73-6192 1001 County TJrana, parish Hardie, on the road from 

Jerilderie to Corowa .. .. .. .. 655 acres .. 
73-6261 1002 County Townsend, parish Quiamong .. .. 80 
73.6106 197 County Dampier, parish Wandellow .. .. 13  
73-6102 1004 County TJrana, parish liardie .. .. .. 633 ,, (abt.) 
73-5800 198 County Drake, parish Churchill .. .. .. 452 ...... 

County Drake, parish Churchill, at Washpool 
Creek ,. .. .. .. .. .. 2,921 .... 3431 

73-2380 40 County Brisbane, parish Page, at the head of  
Kewell Creek.. .. .. .. -. 16 Dec., 1873 .. 3511 

73-6624 5 County Georgiana, parish f Belmore, on the 
road from Goulburn to Tuena .. .. 

320 ....... 

35 ,, (abt.) 
73-6027 26 County Durham, parish Starihope .. .. 7 
73-6282 21 

derBay .. .. .. .. .. .. 40 ...... 
22 

County Gloucester, parish Tomaree, at Salaman- 

do do do 16 ...... 
23 do do do 195 ,, (abt.) 

73-6672 41 County Brisbane, parish Melbourne .. .. 15a. ir. 
73-6342 299 County Clive, parish Annahdale.. .. .. 19a. 2r..... 

11 300 do. parish Rock Glen .. .. 55a. 12p. 
73-5958 301 County Gough, parish Wellington Vale .. .. 80 ace..... 
73-6340 302 do parish Paradise North .. .. 32a. 2r..... 

11 303 do. parish Wellington Vale.. .. 21 ace..... 
73-6341 304 do. parish Arvicj .. .. .. 21 ...... 
73-6682 305 County Arrawatta, parish Swamp Oak .. .. 85 ...... 
73-6442 322 do. parish Byron .. .. .. 23a. 3r ,, 3512 

southern 
extension. 

73-6623 306 County Arramatta, parish Bucl1ley .. .. 20 ace..... 
73-6626 307 County Olive, parish Silent Grove, Silent Grove 

Creek .. .. .. .. .. .. 193 ...... 
73-6339 312 County Napier, parish Allison .. .. .. 3 ,, (abt.) 
11 313 do. do. .. .. .. 47 ...... 
19 314 do. parishes Allison and Binnia .. 212 ...... 

73-6083 339 County Burnett, parish Hadleigh.. .. .. 392 ,, (abt.) 
73-6396 565 County Clarendon, parish Wallace .. .. 160 ...... 
1. 566 do. do. .. .. 160 ...... 

73-6119 199 County Runs, parishes 'l'omki and Bungabee .. 240 ,,.... 
73-6000 409 County Oxley, Bellaringa Creek .. .. .. 640 

410 do. Back Garule, and Back Nevertire 
Runs, Trewan Waterhole .. .. .. 640 

411 County Ashburnham, Goobong Run, Goobong 
Creek .. .. .. .. .. .. 640 ...... 

412 do do do 640 , ,, 3513 
413 do do do 640 ...... 

736324 117 Bokhara River, Bogiria Block A Run .. .. 2 sq. miles 
118 do. Bogiria Block B Run, County 01 

Narran .. .. .. .. .. .. 11 
73-6628 538 County Darling, parish Fleming .. .. .. 640 ace. (abt) 

539 do do .. .. .. 160 
540 do Namoi River, Mundowey Run:. 640 
541 do parishes Manilla and Cuerinds, 

Cuerindi Run .... .. .. 500 
542 County Darling, parish Cuerindi, Cuerindi Run 720 
543 do parish Fleming, Cuerindi Run 480 ,, ,, 
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No. of Papers. No. 
Reserve. locality. Area. 

Government Gazette 
in which the descrip- Polio. 

Ms. 73.6628 544 County Darling, parish Wilson, Cuerindi Run .. 600acs. (abt.) 16 Dec., 1873 .. 3513 
545 do Namoi River do. .. 320 

73-6251 1008 
ganella and Lower Deniliquin Runs .. .. 1,500 

73-6001 1010 County Townsend, at the Darn, Red Plains 
Run .. .. .. .. .. .. 1 sq. mile 

73-6557 1011 

County Townsend, parish Pippen, South Wan- 

County Urana, parish Yathong, Colombo Creek 
Run.. .. .. - .. 2,400 acs. (abt.) 

1012 County Urana, parish Thurrowa, Colombo Creek 
Run .. .. .. .. 2,500 

1013 County Townsend, Qulamong Run, at the Old 
Dam, Forest Creek .. .. .. .. 1,600 

73-6122 211 County Townsend, Lower Deniliquin Run .. 1,840 ,, ,, ,, 3514 
northern 
extension. 
210 do do 6 sq. m.,, 

northern 
extension. 

73-6337 1014 County Townsend, to include the lake, Boonoke 
Run .. .. .. .. .. . - 640 acs..... 

73-6671 1015 County Goulburn, parish Murray.. . - .. 170 ,, (abt.) 
73-7126 1016 Counties Townsend and Wakool, Edward River, 

Werai Run .. .. -. .. .. 51 sq. miles 
1017 County Wakool, Edward River, Werai Run . - 1,600 aes. (abt) 
1018 Counties Townsend an1 Wakool, Edward River, 

Werai Run .. . .. .. 1,760 
73-6279 1006 County Boyd, parish Puckeneroy.. .. -. 1,200 
73-5363 33 County Argyle, parish Tarago  
73-6557 1009 County Urana, Colombo Creek Run, parish 

Thurrowa.. .. .. .. .. .. 491 ...... 
73.6625 537 County Jamieson, parish Myall H.oilow.. .. 40 3515 
73-6442 340 County Arrawatta, parish Byron.. .. .. 243 ...... 11 

73-7360 909 County Townsend, Red Plains Run .. -. 23 Dec., 1873 .. 3607 
northern 
extension. 
909 do do 250 ...... 

eastern 
extension 

908 do do 

2,080 ........ 

2 sq. miles 
northern 
extension. 

908 do do 1 sq. mile 
eastern 
extension. 

908 do do 1 sq. mile 
western 
extension. 

73-7391 1019 County. Townsend, Red Plains and Westeombe 
Runs .. . - .. .. .. .. 1,860 acs..... 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Erinter.-1874. 
[3d.] 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVED FROM SALE UNTIL SURVEYED, FOR THE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY, OR OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES— 

FROM 1 TO 31 JANUARY, 1874.) 

1t6enteb to IjatTiatntnt, put8uant to ct 25 }Jict. flo. 1, orc. 4. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands reserved from sale until surveyed, for the preservation of Water Supply, or 
other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. I. From 1 
to 31 January, 1874. 

No. of Papers. No. of 
Reserve. Locality. Area. 

Government Gazette 
in whic1 the descrip- 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

Ms. 73-6979 11 County Cumberland, parishes Wattamollaj 
Bulgo, Heathcote and Southerland 36 sq. ms. (abt.) 2 Jan., 1874 .. 7 

73-6987 1031 County Wynyard, parish of Woomabrigong 112 acres .. 11 

73-6250 17 County Phillip, parish Moolarben, at Dexter's 34 ,, (abt.)  
Spring 

73-6986 27 County Durham, parish T.Jnderbank .. .. 25 ...... 
73-6985 34 County Argyle, parish Milbang .. .. 11 ...... 
73-6982 1023 County Mitchell, parish Mangoplah .. .. 193 ...... 

1024 do. parish Burrandana .. .. 214 ...... 
73-6988 867 do. Bullenbung Creek, Mitta 

extension gong and East Mittagong Buns .. .. 480 ...... 
1025 County Mitchell, parish Hanging Bock, at 

Lake Gilman .. -. .. .. .. llOa. 2r..... 
73-5153 1026 
73-6230 1027 

County Buccleuch, Childowla Run.......640 acres .... 
County Wynyard, parish of Woomabrigong .. 320 ...... 

1028 do. do. 80 ...... 
1029 do. do. .. 30 ...... 
1030 

dura Hill .. .. .. .. .. 570 ...... 
73-6618 178 County Bland, Burthong Run .. .. .. 640 ...... 

extension. 
73-6275 575 County Gipps, Bena Run, Englo Creek .. 1,280 ,, . ,, .. 9 

576 

County Townsend, parish Livingstone, Cajal- 

do. do. .. 1,280 ...... 
73-7635 416 County Bland, Parish Boorongagil .. .. 5 sq. ms. 

extended. 
567 do. do. .. .. 224 acres .... 
568 do. do. .. .. 270 ..... 
569 do. do. .. .. 309 ...... 

73-6445 199 County Buccleugh, parish Mundongo, on Jack 
Terry's Creek .. .. .. .. .. S ...... 

73-6983 201 County Wellesley, parish Jettiba .. .. 20 
73-6984 200 do parish Cathcart .. .. 9 ,, (abt.) 
73-6981 202 County Dampier, parish Bodalla .. .. 62  
73-6970 416 County Ashburnham,atMurga,Brymedura Run 1,920 
73-6505 414 do. Toogong Run .. .. 400 ...... 

415 do. Eugowra River, at Eu- 
gowra or Mundagery Creek Bridge .. 1,440 ...... 

73-4576 
73-7635 

308 
574 

Counties Hardinge and Gough .. .. .. 445 ...... 
County Bland, parish Boorongagil .. .. 2,000 ,, (abt.) ,, .. 10 

73-7490 577 County Cooper, Merool Creek .. .. .. 16 sq. ms. 
73-7635 570 County Bland, parish Boorongagil, at Yeo Yeo 

or Bland Creek .. .. .. .. 50 acres.... 
571 do. do... .. .. 193 ...... 
572 do. do... .. .. 64 ...... 
573 do. do... .. .. 48 

73-6987 1021 County Wynyard, parish Woomabrigong .. 410 
73-7046 1022 County Townsend, parish Conargo .. .. 54 ...... 
73-7673 1036 do. South Wanganella Run .. 320 ....... 6 Jan., 1874 .. 29 

1037 do. parish Boonoke, on Forest 
Creek .. .. .. .. .. .. 320 ...... 

1038 County Townsend, parish Peppin, Forest or 
Eight-mile Creek .. .. .. .. 160 ...... 

756 County Townsend, parish Belmore -. .. 960 ...... 
north 

extension. 
757 do. parish North Conargo .. 1,280 ...... 

north 
extension. 

Aln. 73-19056 417 County Gordon, at the confluence of Gundy 
Creek with the Little River.. .. .. 33 ,, .. ,, .. 30 

73-20779 341 County Stapylton, parish Boobora .. .. 800 ,, (abt.) 

402— 
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No. of Papers. N f . 
Re rye. Locality. Area. 

Government Gazette 
in which the descrip. 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

Ala. 73-20779 
Ms. 

342 County Stapylton. parish Boobora .. .. 160 acres (abt.) 6 Jan., 1874 30 73-6616 1032 Counties Cajra, Wakool, and Townsend, on the 
main road from Bairanald to Deniliquin .. 73 sq. ms. 

1033 County Townsend, Edward River .. .. 4 
1034 do. parishes Dahwilly and 

Woonox .. .. .. .. . 3  
1035 County Wakool, parishes Binhinette, Beram- 

bong, Moulamein, Benjee, Woorooma, Ger 

73-7476 1039 
rabbit, Nullum and Murga .. .. .. 

County Boyd, parish Waddaduri, Waddadurj 
2521  sq. miles 

Alit. 73-18673 368 
Swamp.. .. .. .. .. .. 

County Jamison, Gundemaine Run, Gurley 
320 acres 13 Jan., 1874 .. 73 

north Lagoon, Namoi River .. .. . 2,640 ...... 
extension. 

369 County Jamison, Gundemaine Run, Gommel 
north Gommel .. .. .. .. .. 1,760 ...... 

Ms. 73-7475 
extension. 

370 County Jamison, Gundemaine Run .. .. 2,080 ...... 
north 

extension. 
546 do. do. parish of Galathera, 

737474 203 
Namoi River ...... .. .. 

County Beresford, parish Coolrington .. .. 
1,520 ,,.... 
41a. 2r. 32p. 

74-3 63 Benalben, No. 7 Run, Darling District .. 2,560 acres.... 

73-6505 
64 
418 

do. No. 8 Run, do. .. .. 
County Ashburnham, near the Cauoblas .. 

2,560 ..... 
350,, (abt.) 20 Jan., 1874 188 73.6122 213 County Townsend, Deniliquin Run .. .. 17 sq. ms. 

.. 

extended. 
73-7226 419 County Gordon, parish Carclington, Cardington 

73-6183 204 
Run .. .. .. .. .. .. 

County Wallace, parish Myalla, Myalla and 
1,996 acres .... 

OC.L.,Mg.74-290 65 
Mount Pleasant Creeks .. .. .. 

Blenalben, No. 11 Run, Pigeon Waterhole, 
1,040 ...... 

Darling District .. .. .. .. 1 sq. mile 30 Jan., 1874 .. 278 
66 Blenalbin, No. 6 Run, Darling District 
67 South Tallywalka Run, Frenchman's Water- 

hole, Darling District .. .. .. 1 sq. mile.. 
68 South Tallywalka Run, Pines Waterhole, 

Darling District . . . . . . . . 1 ,, . . 
69 Blenalbiu, No. 4 and 5 Runs, Darling District 
70 do. No. 5 Run, Darling District 
71 Bruce's Plains No. 1, and Blenalbin No. 5 

72 Blenalben Blocks 5 and 6, Bruinmies Lake, 
Runs, Waterloo Lake, Darling District ........... 

Darling District . . .. .. 
73 Bruce's Plains, No. I Run, White's Waterhole, 

Darling District .. .. .. .. 1 sq. mile.. 
74 East Albermarle Block C Run, at Ratcatcher's 

75 Outer Talywalk Run, Mosey's Lake, Darling 
Creek, Darli

a
ng District .. .. ........... 

District ,. .. .. .. 
76 Outer Talywalka Run, Hogan's Lake, Darling 

District.. . . . . . . . . 
77 Bruce's Plains, No. 1 Run, Waterloo Lake, 

Darling District .. .. .. 
78 South Talywalka Run, Wallace Lake, Darling 

District.. . . . . . . . . 
79 South Talywalka and East Albermarle Block 

89 Talywalka Run, Saitbush Waterhole, Albert 
C. Runs, Darling District, North Lake ......... 

.. District.. .. .. 
'Runs,- 

1 sq. mile.. 
90 Outer Albermarle and Henly Runs, Albert 

District  
91 Talywalka Run, to include Bobby's Waterhole, 

Albert District .. .. .. .. 1 ,, .. 
92 Outer Albermarle and Henly Runs, Albert 

District.. .. .. .. .. .. 1 .. ,,. 
93 do. do...  
94 do. do. .. .. .. 1 ,, .. 
95 do. do...  
96 do. do,  
97 do. do. .. .. .. 1 ,, .. 
98 Henly Run, Albert District .. .. .. 1 ,, .. 
99 Blenheim Run. Albert District .. .. .. 1 ,, . .. 
100 Blenheim Back Plains Run, Albert District .. 1 
101 do. do...  
102 do. do. .. .. .. 1 .. ,, 
103 Talywalka Run, Albert District  
104 Outer Albermarle and Henly Runs, Albert 

District.. . . .. . . . 
105 Talywalka Run, Albert District .. .. 

. 
1 sq. mile.. 

106 Lower Talywalka Run, Albert District  
107 do. do. .. .. 
108 do. do. .. .. .. 

....... 

109 Blenheim Back Plains Run, Albert District  .. 279 110 do. do... .. 111 Outer Albermarle and Henly Runs, Albert - 
District.. .. .. .. .. .. 1 sq. mile.. 

[3d.] 
Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printsr.-1871. 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVED FROM SALE UNTIL SU1IVEIED FOR THE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY OR OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES—FROM 

1 TO 28 FEBRUARY, 1874) 

PtESEntcb to IParliamgnt, pursuant to tt 25 ljIct. 1o. 1, szc. A. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands reserved from Sale, until surveyed, for the preservation of Water Supply 
or other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. (From 
1st to 28th February, 1874.) 

No. of Papers, No. 
of Esorve. Locality. Area. 

Government Gazette 
iuwhichtbed:scrip- Folio. 

Oc. L. 74-249 420 Gumble Creek, about half-way between ............ .6 Feb., 1874 386 
Brymedura and Gumble Flat, Wellington 

.  
District. 

421 Right bank of the Manildra Creek, Middle 
Station, Wellington District. 

74-204 578 Wombine Run, Lake Coomal, Lachian District 640 acres .... 
74-205 579 do. do. .. ,,,,.... 
74-206 580 Billabong Run, Lachian District ,,,,.... 
74-271 1042 On North Currabunganong and West Moonbria ,, 

Runs, Murrumbidgee District. 
74-318 1040 South Ourrabunganong Run, Murrumbidgee 

District. 
1041 do. do. .. 

74-282 119 County Cowper, parish Bourke, Jandra Run 640 acres .... 
74-294 315 TJrobula Run, Marthaguy Creek, Bligh District ,,,,.... 

316 Wanbandry Run, Bligh District .. 
317 Ewenmar Creek, Bligh District.. .. 
318 Wombobby Run, Marthaguy Creek, Bligh 

3,200 .......... 

1 sq. mile .. 
District. 

74-291 547 Kiambia Run, at Baradisie Creek, Liverpool 640 acres .... 
Plains District. 

548 do. do.  
549 do. do.  

Ms. 74-19 420 County Ashhurnham, Mandagery Creek 320 (abt.)  . .  3S7 
421 County Ashburnham, near Moura Creek 160 (abt.) 11 

Oc. L. 74-308 1043 10 Feb., 1874 .. 418 
1044 Headford Run, Murrumbidgee District 
1045. . do. do. .. 
1046.. 

Barooga Run, Murrumbidgee District .............. 

do. do. .. 
.74-312 422 County Ashhurnham, Tradgerie Run 960 acres (abt.) 

423 do. do. •. ,, ,, 
74-334 424 On back of Lower Mudall West Run,Wellington 3,840 ,, (abt.) 

District. 
74-350 319 . Wombobby Run, Yellow Waterhole, Bligh 1 sq. mile .. 

District. 
320 Marthaguy Creek, Bligh District I 
321 On the boundary-line between New Bundilla 1 

and Weemobsh Runs, to include the Gibber 
Waterhole, Bligh District. 

322 New Wombobby Run, Bligh District I 
323 Eulawang Run, Bligh District  
324 Wombobby Run, Bligh District  
325 
326 do... do. 1 

. .. 
sq 
 . . mil.e  

,, 

327 

do. do. .............. 

Bundilla Run, Bligh District  
328 Weemobah Run, Bligh District..  

430— 
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No. of Papers, N 
of Reserve 

Locality. Area. 
Governmeat Gazette 
in which the descrip. 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

Oc. L. 74-350 329 Wambandry Run, Bligh District 1 sq. mile .. 10 Feb., 1874 .. 418 
74-320 112 
74-321 113 Blenheim Run, Darling River, Albert District 

Ms. 73-7448 220 

Henly Run, Darling River, Albeit District ............. 

County Townsend, parish Warbreccan 3 sq. miles ..  .. 419 
South 
extension. 

221 County of Townsend, parishes of Brassi and 5 sq. miles. 
South Yalake. 
extension. 

73-6185 County of Darling, praish of Barraba, Manilla 17 Feb., 1874 .. 476 
River. 

County of Darling, parish of North Barraba .. 88 ,, ,, .. 477 
County of Darling, parish of Barraba .. 

325 acres..... 

1,110 ,, 
Ms. 73-6679 7 County of Macquarie, parish of St. John's 930 

River, Camden Haven. 
74-499 550 Counties of Pottinger, White, and Nandemar.. 35 sq. miles. 

551 County of Nandemar, parishes of Narrabri and 530 acres.... 
Tippereena. 

552 County of Pottinger, parish of Gunnedah .. 224 
553 County of Pottinger, parish of Gulligal .. 100 
554 do. do. .. .. 360 
555 County of White, parish of Tarrawan, at Tar- 180 

556 
rawan. 

County of Pottinger, at Boggabri .. .. 320 
557 County of Pottinger, parish of Dubbleda .. 580 
558 do. do. .. . 360 ,, ,, .. 478 

74-27 21 County of Gloucester, parish of Tomaree, Port 40 
Extended. Stephens. 

22 do. do. .. .. 30 
Extended, 

Rs.B. 73-1600 559 County ofBuckland,parishesofMooki,Ferrier, 3,001 
and Wallala. 

560 County of Buckland, parish of Grenfell .. 12 ,, (abt.) 
.561 do. do. .. .. 1,077 
562 do. do. .. .. 34 
563 do. do. .. .. 131 
564 County of Buckland, at Nicholas Lagoon .. 219 
565 County of Buckland, at Coeypally Creek .. 646 
566 do. do. .. .. 29   . .  479 
567 do. do. .. .. 298 
568 County of Buckland, parish of Coeypolly .. 800 (abt.) 
569 County of Buckland, parish of Borambil .. 1,400 
570 County of Buckland, parish of Quirindi, at 740 

Qnirindi. 
Ms. 73-7395 395 County of Kennedy, Yarrandidgen Run .. 930 

Western 
extension. 

395 County of Kennedy, Derribong Run .. .. 704 
Southern 
extension. 

73-7680 312 County of Hawes, on the road from Manning 80 ,, (abt.) 
River to New England, Cooperacurraba 
River. 

313 do. do. .. •. 31 
314 do. do. .. .. 50 
315 do. do. .. 20 
316 County of Hawes, Cooperacurraba River .. 53 

73-7663 200 County of Drake, parish of Ewingar ... .. 28   . .  480 
74-170 43 County of Brisbane, Dynamrigan Creek .. 80a. ir....... 
73-7468 44 County of Durham, parishes of Beltrees and 240 (abt.) 

Moonan. 
45 Gounty of Durham, parish of Beltrees.. .. 180 

73-7578 46 County of Durham, parish of Doon .. .. 6a. 2r....... 
74-5 579 County Buckland, parish Wallala .. .. 60 acres...... 
73-7577 ,, County Goulburn, parish Jerra Jerra .. .. 65a. Or. 39p... 
73-6186 16 County Northumberland, parish Coolamin, 38a. 2r. (abt.) 

Wollombi Brook. 
73-7119 15 County .Hunter, on the road from King's Gap 71a. ir...... 

to Muswellbrook, near Yarroa. 
73-7579 18 County Phillip, parish Coggan .. .. .. 58 acres...... 

19 do. do. .. .. 10 acres ,, ., 481 
74-17 1 42 County Brisbane, parish Goulburn .. .. 30 acres...... 
73-549 1 28 County Durham, parish Rouchel, Back Creek.. 27a. 2r....... 
74-926 29 County Durham, parish St. Julian .. .. 20 acres...... 
74-49 1 30 County Durham, parish Glendon, Busby's Crk. 400 acres...... 

11 31 County Durham,parish Dungog .. .. 9 acres...... 
73-7720 32 County Durham, parish Tillegra .. .. 12 acres...... 
74-500 17 County Bligh, parish Berenderry, at Dry Creek 40 acres...... 
73-7262 201 County Rous, parish Qileebun .. .. .. 165 acres...... 
73-7260 202 County Drake, parish Ewingar.. .. .. 84 acres...... 

Am. 73-9711 206 County Dampier, parish Murrabrine .. .. 44 acres (abt.) 
Ms. 74-500 74 do. do. .. .. 13a. ir. (abt.) 

Extended. 
73-7662 573 County Darling, Manilla River.. .. .. 2,024 acres...... 
73-4402 574 County Buckland, parish Coeypolly .. .. 13 acres...... 
73-7576 575 County Pottinger, parish Premer .. .. 340 acres (abt.) 
73-5059 .. County Buccleuch, parish Adgungbilly, Red 480 acres...... 

Hill Run. 
73-7591 1040 County Wynyard, parish Gadsra .. .. 500 acres ,, .. 482 
69-1343 1046 County Goulburn, parish Germanton .. .. 1,010 acres...... 
73-1522 309 County Inglis, parish Raising .. .. .. 90 acres...... 
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No. of Papers. No. 
of Reserve. Locality. Area. 

Goversnt Gazette 
in which the descrip 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

Ms. 73-7195 581 County Forbes, Rocky Waterhole Hill, Gooni- 17 Feb., 1874 .. 482 
guldoorigang Creek. 

73-7661 571 County Jamison, parish Queerbri, Namoi River, 368 acres...... 
Gurleigh Point. 

200 acres. ...... 

73-7591 572 County Buckland, parish Coeypolly .. .. 150 acres (abt.) 
530 County Wynyard, parish Gumby Gumby 110 acres (abt.) 

Extension. 
73-4320 25 County St. Vincent, village of Nowra .. 31a. Or. 16p 483 

26 do. do. .. .. 29a. Or. 16p... 
73-7677 205 County Beresford, parish Dangelong .. .. 13 acres...... 
73-7085 1050 County Wynyard, parish Gumby Gumby, 480 acres...... 

Kyeamba Creek. 
1051 County Wynyard, parish Tywong, Kyamba 700 acres...... 

Creek. - 
488 do. do... .. .. 2 sq. miles .. 

East exten- 
sion. 
492 County Wynyard, parish Book Book, Kyamba 960 acres...... 

Extension. Creek. 
491 do. do... .. 

Extension. 
489 do. do... .. .. 1,36O acres ...... 

Extension. 

960 acres.......... 

459 do. do... .. .. 960 acres...... 
West exten- 
sion. 
460 County Wynyard, parish Kyamba .. .. 320 acres...... 

East exten- 
sion. 
1052 do. do. .. .. .. 448 acres...... 

Ms. 73-7085 1053 County of Wynyard, parish of Gunningclroo, at 
Kyamba Creek. 

73-7591 1054 County of Wynyard, parish of Mundarlo .. 396 
1055 County of Wynyard, parishes of Mundarlo and 540 

480 acres..........483 

Yaven. 
1056 County of Wynyard, parish of Ellerslie .. 220 ,, (abt.) 
1057 County of Wynyard, parish of Oberne .. 500  484 
1058 do. do. .. .. 650 
1059 County of Wynyard, parish of Mate, near 192 

Oberne. 
1060 County of Wynyard, parish of Humula .. 2 sq. ms. (abt.) 
1061 County of Wynyard, parish of Bulagee, at 1,000 acres 

Caraboel. 
1062 County of Wynyard, parish of Belmore .. 350 
1063 County of Wynyard, parish of Gregado .. 44 
1064 County of Wynyard, parish of Batlow .. 704 
1065 do. do. .. .. 90 ,, (abt.) 
1066 County of Wynyard, parish of Gilmore .. 155 11 

1067 County of Townsend, parish of Courabyra .. 5 square miles 
7,4669 1068 County of Buccleuch, parish of Wagra .. 170 acres 

11 1069 County of Wakool, parish of Woorooma, at 200 
Billabong Creek. 

73-7359 1070 County of Townsend, Edward River .. .. 2,400 
19 1071 County of Townsend, Tumudgerie Creek .. 3,840 

1072 County of Townsend, Colligan Creek.. .. 1,920 
74-172 1073 County of Urana, South Yathong Run .. 640 (abt.) 
74-5776 760 County of Urana, parish of Coree South .. 3,360 

Extension. 

73-6066 1074 County of Urana, parish of Moira, at M'Guire's 172 .. 485 
Dam. 

73-7573 391 County of Wakool. parish of Bengee, at 320 
Northern Woorooma Run. 
extension. 

389 County of Wakool, parish of Gerrabit, at 415  
Northern Woorooma Run. 
extension. 

73-7568 1075 County of Townsend, parish of Werkenbergal, 484 
at Pretty Sally's Sand Hill. 

73-7255 632 County Townsend, Tuppal Creek Bend .. 640 acres .. .. 17 Feb., 1874 .. 485 
Extension. 

11 633 do. do. .. 960 acres .... 
635 do. do. 
637 . 

7496 68 
do. do .............. 

County Goulburn, parish Jindera .. .. 
.. 
40 

Extended. 
73-2587 207 County Dampier, parish Wandellow .. .. 30a. 3r....... 
74-20 208 CountyDampier, parishes Narira & Cadjangary 41a. ir....... 

209 County Dampier, parish of Murrabrine .. 411 acres .... 
737376 330 County Lincoln, Taibragar Run .. .. 640 
73-7575 331 County Napier, parish Napier .. .. .. 700 (abt.) 
74-245 576 County Buckland, parish Yarrimanbah.. 260 (abt.) 
73-7672 577 County Pottinger, parishes Goran & Wondoba 8,844 .. 496 

578 County Buckland, parish of Borambil.. .. 41 (abt.) 
73-7261 203 County Richmond, parish South Codringlon:. 57  
73-7574 204 do do .. .. 

205 County Richmond, parish Woram .. .. 109 
74-9 310 County Gough, parish Muir .. .. .. 2a 3r. (abt.) 

311 County Gough, parishes Blain and Frazer .. 16 acres (abt.) 
74-212 189 County Hardinge, Nuandle Run .. .. 1,050 ....... 

Extension - 
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No. of Papers. 
- 

of i5erve. Locality. Area. 
Government Gazette 

Tollo. 

Ms. 73-7086 425 County Narromine, Maillah Run .. .. 400 acres • 17 Feb., 1874 .. 486 

73-7524 426 Burdenda Run, Bogan River .. .. .. 21,  sq. miles 
74-1088 551 County Wakool, Wangaradgery Run .. .. 3 sq. miles 

Southern 
extension. 

550 do. do. .. .. 3 sq. miles 
Southern 
extension. 

783 County Wakool, Moulamein Run .. .. 960 acres  
North 
extension. 

781 do. do. 2 sq. miles 
North 
extension. 

74-943 1080 Burryj aaRun, north of Corowa, County ofl-lume 1,280 acres .... 

11  1081 do do .. .. ,,,, " 
74-309 113 County Nandewar, parish Wetalebab.. .. 880 ,. .. 27 Feb., 1874 ... 612 

North 
extension. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
[3d.] 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVED FROM SALE UNTIL SURVEYED, FOR THE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY OR OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES.) 

prranteb to Varliaramt, putuant to art 25 }Jitt, j,a. 1, act. Zt. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands reserved from Sale until surveyed, for the preservation of Water Supply 
or other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. (Prom 
1st to 31st March, 1874.) 

No. of Papers. 
of Resery Locality. Area. 

Government Gazet te 
Folio. 

DAnLnw DIsTRIcT. 
80 3 Mar., 1874 ... 659 81 Lake Laura, Blenalben Run No. 5 
82 Satan's Toe Waterhole, Blenalben No. 11 Run 

............................. 

83 1 sq mile 
84 

South Talyawalka Run .................................. 
Mount Misery, South Talyawalka Run ............ 1 ,,  

85 

Eucalyptus Lake, Blenalben Run Nos. 3 and 4................... 

Arlington Plains, Block C Run ..................... 
116 

,, ... 

117 
 ... 

,, ... 
- 118 ,, ,, ........................... 

.... 

119 Eenly Run ............................................. 
120 1 sq mile 

,, ... 
... ,, 

121 

Blenalben No. 2 Run ........................................................ 
Blenheim Back Plains Run.............................................. 

Outer Albermarle and Henly Runs ........... . .... 

.................. 

,, ... 

ALBERT AND DALRLING DIsTRIcTS. 

................... 

.................... 

122 Between Outer Talyawalka and Talyawalka 
Runs. 

Ms. 74-534 115 Campadore Run, Darling River, Albert District 2* sq. m. (abt.) 6 Mar., 1874 ... 679 74-28 120 County Narran, Bomangabah South Run 5 
73-7721 1083 County Townsend, Wanganilla Block B Run 580 acres ...... 
74-338 1084 160 

1085 , 
320 , 74-268 1086 2r....... 

74-813 1087 County Townsend, parish Wargam, Werken 848 acres 
bergal Run. 

74-465 1088 County Townsend, parish Belmore .................. 160 ,, .....  
74-516 660 County TJrana, parish Hebden, Brookong Run 1 sq. mile ... 

north 
extension. 

. . . . . .  

658 

. . . . . . . . .  

960 acres ,, ... 
north 
extension. 

665  parish Cullivel, Brookong Run 2* sq. miles 
east 

 Clarke's Creek .................... 
 parish Morago .................... 

extension. 

County flume, parish Castlestead ....................47a. 

665  -  1 
west - 

.. 

extension. 
143 acres 

north 
extension. 

662  parish Brookong, Brookong Run 704 , north 

 parish North Jerilderie ..............180 

extension. 
753 320 , 

north 
 parish Widgiewa .................... 

extension. 

520— 
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No. of Papers, of Reserve. Locality. .11. 

Government Gazette 
in l'olio. 

Ms. 74-516 822 County Urana, parishes of Brookong North and 960 acres 6 Mar., 1874 ... 679 
north Brookong. 

74-281 
extension. 
584 County Bland, parish Caragabal ..................... 250 ,, (abt.) ,, ... 680 

74-282 583 ,, ,, ...................... 
. 
860 , 

74-957 582 Bogandillon Run; county Gipps, Bogandillon 1 sq. mile ,, ... 
Creek. 

74-423 583 County Pottinger, parish Premer ...................43 acres (abt.) 
73-7671 584 County Parry, parishes Winton and MoolunmoOla .80 ,....... 

293 640 ,, 
east 

extension. 

 parish Moolunmoola ................. 

320 
south 
extension. 
295 ,, parishes Bective and Winton ...... 1,920 , ....... 
east 

. 

extension. 
585 640 ,....... 
586 ,, ,, 160 

74-1155 587 1,140 acres ,, ... 
74-681 136 3,200 , 

east 
extension. 

74-225 79 County Arrawatta, parishes Ashford and 1,792 , ,, ... 
west M'Donald. 

extension. 
318 County Arrawatta, parish Bukkulla, Bukkulla 2sq.ms.(abt.) 

Run. 
319 County Arrawatta, parish Edgerton, Edgerton 334  

320 
Run. 

County Arrawatta, parish Ashford, Edgerton 3 ,, ,, ,, ... 681 
Run.. 

321 County Arrawatta, parish Weean Weean Creek, 343 ,, ,, 

Nullamarina Run. 
65 Bukhulla Run, County Arrawatta, parishesOham. 760 acres (abt.) 

north 

County Inglis, parish Bubbogullion ................. 

. pagne and Wyndham. 
extension. 

County Parry, parish Moolummoola ................ 

323 

County Nandewar, parish Bogabri .................. 

County Arrawatta, parishes of Nullamanna and 1,850 
Burgundy, at Nullamanna. 

74-1095 317 County Sandon, Rocky River, within Rocky .240 acres ...... 
River Gold Field. 

74-387 Southern extension to Village Reserve, at Nelson 117 ,, (abt.) 
Bay, Port Stephens, County Gloucester. 

74-225 345 County Arrawatta, parish Russell, Wallangra 1,500  
Run. 

324 County Irrawatta, parish of Bannockburn, 800 
Bannockburn Run. 

74-445 586 
74-521 585 Outer Lower North Thanongo Run, Lachlan 4 sq. me 

74-226 68 

County Cooper, parish Narandera ...................880  

River. 
County Arrawatta, parish Gramen, Kulki Run.. 1,280 acres (abt.) ,, ... 682 

east 
extension. 

99 ,, parishes of Cucumber and 61 sq. me.... 
extended. Leslie, Wallangra Run. 

86 County Arrawatta, parish Wallangra, Wallangra 2 ,..... 
west and Eena Runs. 

extension. 
344 County Arrawatta, parish Macintyre, Limestone 440 acres ...... 

sheep station. 
74-256 24 County Gloucester, Wallis Lake.. ................... .2a. 3r ,, ... 

73-3163 211 County Dainpier, parish of Wagonga, at 3 acres (abt.)  
Wagonga. 

74-386 322 County Go ugh, parish of A.rvid ...................... 1 
74-620 587 Counties Baradine, White, Pottinger, Buckland, 1,600 sq. me 

Penman, Jamieson, and Nandewar. 
588 Counties Nandewar and Darling ..................... .480 , 

74-338 1089 County Townsend, parish of Kerranakoon 700 acres (abt.) 
74-225 79 County Arrawatta, at the junction of Fayer's 5* sq. me 

east Creek with Severn River. 
extension. 

73-3509 County Durham, parish Dungog, at Dungog.  ..... .1,280 acres ,, ... 

74-1569 
,, 

The Crown Lands within 2 miles on each side of 
450 , 

10 Mar., 1874 ... 753 
all Trial Lines for Railways, within the Colony 
of New South Wales, that are marked or 
shall be marked. 

Oc. L. 74-486 427 Bockobra Creek, Wellington District............... 
74-449 588 Baradine Creek, Kiambia Run, Liverpool Plains 640 acres 

District. 

74-454 
589 
334 

,, ,, ,, 
Black Stump Creek, Queensborough Run, Bligh 

640 , 
,, ... 

District. 
335 1 sq. mile 

74-428 
336 
809 

Gundare Run, Bligh District ............................ 
,, ,, .............. . ......... 

3,360 acres (abt.) 13 March, 1874... 786 
south 

County Urana, South Yathong Run ................ 
.................. 

extension. 
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Locality. Area. in 
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tion is published. 

Folio. 

Oc. L. 74-429 808 1,260 acres (abt.) 13 March, 1874... 786 
south-east 
extension. 

Ms. 74-1588 771 

County Urana, South Yathong Run ................ 

,, parish Wunnamurra ............... 3 sq. miles ... 17 March, 1874... 825 
southern 
extension. 

772 3 
southern 
extension. 

Oc. L. 74-248 773 ,, parishes Yathong South and 720 acres......... 
southern Hardie. 
extension. 

74-1662 792 

... 

840 ,, (abt.) 
southern 
extension. 

Ms. 74-1698 1092 

County Townsend, parish Quiamong .................. 

640 ,....... 
1093 

County Waradgery, parish Midgecleugh ............ 
640 ,....... 

74-1660 122 
,, ,, ........................... 

Mureabun Run, Narran River, Warrego District 3,200 ,....... ,, ... 
121 Kigwigil Run, ,, ,, 3,200 ,....... 

74-1588 587 County Cooper, parish of Medgum, Narrandera ,, ... 
Run. 

Oc. L. 74-496 86 
87 

4 and Arlington Plains Block D Run, Darling 

Blenalben No. 3 Run, Darling District ........................ 

District. 
88 

...  

89 
Blenanben No. 11 Run, Darling District .................... 
Blenalben No. 5 Run,  1 sq. mile ...  

90 Blenalben No. 10 Run, ,, 
123 

Near the boundary line between Blenalben No...................  

Lower Talyawalka Run, Albert District ......... 
124 Blenheim Back Plains Run, Albert District 1 sq. mile ...  
125 1 ,....... 
126 

  ......................... 

..................  

74-436 127 
 - ......................... 

Blenheim Run, Albert District ...................... 1 ,....... 
1 ,............. 

. . . . .  

... 

Ms. 74-1853 1094 The Crown Lands within 2 miles on each side of.  .................. 24 March, 1874... 
...... 

891 
all marked lines for construction of Railways 

. 

which have been finally decided on, or may 
be decided on, within the Colony of New 
South Wales. 

74-1087 1095 The Crown Lands within 2 miles on each side of 280 sq. miles ... 
the proposed line of Railway from Wagga 
Wagga to Deniiquin. 

74-1040 909 27 March, 1874... 932 
easterly 
extension. 

73-7391 1019  parish Narrama, Tuppal 1,730 acres ,, ... 
southerly Creek Run. 
extension. 
1020 

378 a. 2 r........ 

4 sq. miles  
easterly 
extension - 

74-951 12 96 acres ......... 31 March, 1874... 980 
extended. 

County Townsend, Red Plains Run ................. 

38 County Murray, parish Monkellan .................. 3 roods (abt.) 
44 40 acres 
25 

County Townsend, West Iscombo Run .............. 

5 a. 1 r. 19 p. 
45 32 acres........ 

74-736 210 

County Durham, parish Blolywell .................... 

24 ,....... 
74-679 1103 

County Brisbane, parish Lincoln .................... 
County Bathurst, parish Cadogon .................... 

County Townsend, parishes Warwillah, Gilbert, 13 sq. miles  

.. 4 

.. 

County Brisbane, parish Killoe .......................

and Lamb (about) 
1096 

County Clarence, parish Rushforth ................. 

1,280 acres ,, ... 
1097 

County Townsend, parish Ronald ................... 

74-417 
74-942 

1098 
1099 

,, ........................................ 
48 ,....... 

74-990. 1028 
County Townsend, Billabong Back Block 
County Wynyard, parish Gregado .................. 585 acres 

sq. miles  

extended. 
74-1164 1100 County Wakool, Moulamein Block B Run 175 ,, (abt.) ,, ... 
74-554 1101 County Urana, parishes of Wilson and North 2 sq. miles ,,- ... 

.Jerilderie. 
1102 ,,  784 acres (abt.)  

74-1229 325 

County Waradgery, parish Eurolie .................. 

,, 
74-1178- 329 

............ 

County Arrawatta, parish Nullamanna............ 

... 

69 ,, ... 981 
74-1316 332 County Napier, parish Terrawinda .................. 

2,560 ,........ 

,, ... ,, 
11 333 110 (abt.)  

74-696 629 

County Gough, parish Swanbrook ..................... 373 ,........ 

... , . 
74-691 292  parish Mooki ......... ........... 14 sq. mile 

... 

,, . ... 
eastern 

,, parish Purlawangle .................. 
145 ,........ 

(about). 
extensioO. 

County Buckland, parish Gunadilly .................. 

74-1097 630 County Pottinger, Moonbi Run, parish Goally... 1,200 acres (abt.) 

.... 

631 ,, ,, parish Bingle... 

908 ,........ 

,, 
632 ,, ,, 1,520 ........ 

74-443 606 County Bourke, parishes Brengalgan and Berem. 

1,600 ,........ 

,, ... 
bed. 

490 ,........ 

11 607 Beyond back of Merrowee or Burramagaa Run, 8 sq. miles 
Willandra, Billabong. 

74-869 608 Back Merrowee Run, Merrowee Creek, Lachlan 5 ,, (abt.) 
District. 

73-7074 609 Coree Run, Niniangel Spring, Lachlan District... 640 acres 
74-1180 610 County Gipps, Caragabal, Creek, parish Caragabal ,243 ,, 
,, 611 ,, on Lignum or Back Creek ......... 

,........ 
.675 ,....... .,,. ... ,, 



No. of Papers. No. 
° Reserve Locality. Area. 

Government Gazette 
in which the descrip 
tion is published. 

Polio. 

Ms. 74-1029 428 County Ashburnham, at Currawobbity, Curra 

74-1454 431 County Ashburnham 
3,096 acres ......... 
1 section ...... 

31 March, 1874... 982 

74-7 46 429 225 acres......... 
74-1638 327 24 , .......... 

. 

74-443 613 8k sq. miles... ... 
74-1230 207 2 acs. (abt.) 

Am. 73-19977 210 

wobbity Run ........................................ 

880 ,, 
Ms. 74-695 159 

................................... 
,, Yamma Run ................ 

864 , .......... 
s..westerly 
extension. - 

159 

County Gough, parish Inverell ....................... 

560 ,.......... 
n..easterly 

County Bourke, parish Brangolgan ................. 
County Gresham, parish Buecarumbi .............. 

extension. 

County Wellesley, parish Ashton .................... 
County Harden, parish Cooney ...................... 

74-966 626 Parishes Borindi and Nandewar ..................... ,, ... 983 
Am. 73-11750 326 

,, ,, ...................... 

County Gough, parish of Swanbrook ............... 26 ........... 
Ms. 74-853 1077 County Waradgery, Muiigadingadal, Back Block 

. 

Run, Palmer's Swamp .............................. 

600 ............ 

sq. miles ... 

. 

74-412 1019 County Townsend, Red Plains and Weotcombe 
. 

,920 acres southern Runs................................................... 

. 4 

extension. 
1020 1,600 , 

eastern 

. 

extension. 

County Townsend, West Iscomba Run ............. 

74-853 1079 4 sq. miles 
1076 ,, Mungadingadal Back Block 

Run........ ........................................... 
Am. 73-15161 612 

County Waradgery, Old Man Plain .................. 

909 acres 3 roods 
Ms. 74-1181 34 17 a. 1 r. (abt.) 

....  

74-1179 209 

County Clarendon, parish Eunanoreenya ........... 

39 a. 1 r. 28 p. 
74-1320 580 

County King, parish Cliny ............................. 

370 acres ,, ... 984 
74-222 628 

County Rous, parish Blakebrook .................... 
County Pottinger, parish Tamerang .................
County Buckland, parishes Wallala and Ferrier 718 , ,, ... 

74.444 615 County Bourke, parish Berrembed................... 620 ,.......... 
11 616 1,104 , ,, . 

617 Counties of Clarondon, Bourke, and Cooper 23 sq. miles ... 
618 1,130 acres......... 

74-828 328 3,600 , 
H. S. &B. 74-232 614 

,, ,, ................... 

County Monteagle, parish Geegullalong, Gee- 

County Cooper, parish Narrandera ................ 
Counties of Biardinge and Murchison ............. 

714 , 
Ms. 74-735 208 

gullalong Creek ..................................... 
County Clarence, parish Copmanhurst ............. 48 , 

Sydney; Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 

[3d.] 



779 

1873-4. 

NEW SOTJTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVED FROM SALE UNTIL SURVEYED, FOR THE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY OR OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES.) 

Przoenteb to .artianunt, pursuant to ct 25 Thct. ia. 1, stc. A. 
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No. of I'apers. No. of 
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Government Gazette 
in which the descrip. 
tion is published. 

Folio. 

MURRUMBIDnER DISTRICT. - 

1111 8 April, 1874 ... 1027 1112 
1113 
1114 

 ,,  
... 

,, ... ,, 

DARLINC DISTRICT. 

Oc. L., M. 74-636 101 640 acres ,, ... 
102 640 , ,, ... 

Neilpo Run, Darling River ........................... 

GwYmR DISTRICT. 

74-524 348 

Tapeo Run, ........................... 

840  74-525 349 320  74-526 350 

 ............................... 

960 
74-644 . 435 

Beremgad Run, Wakool River ............................ 

County Ashburnham, near Gunningblau, East 1,100(abt.) 
Gunningblau and Milpose Runs. 

436 County Ashburnham,near Gunningblau, Mjlpose 640 
Run. 

71-601 437 County Cunningham, Gunning and Geadgery 1,280 
Runs. 

............................... 

74-601 438 County Cunningham, Monomie Plains and Upper 

................................ 

2,560 (abt.)  
Dalhunty Runs. 

439 

Weeweelarage Run, iBalamborah Creek ............ 

440 

Derra Run, Balamborah Creek ........................ 
,, Mehi River ................................. 

,, ,, and 
. 
,200  Manw anga Runs. 

441 640 ... 1028 442  Yarrabundi Creek ......... 1,280 ,, ... 
443 640 
444 640 
445 

County Cunningham, Badjerribong Run ..........900 

 New Bundaburrs Run ... 640 , 

County Cunningham, Byong South Run ........... 

MURRU]ttBIDGEE DISTRICT. 

74-552 1104 1 sq. mile ... ,, 
1105 1 
1106 1 
1107 

Oak Forest Run .......................................... 
.........................................  

,, . . . 
1 

,, . . . 
1108 1 

,, . . . 
1109 

,, ......................................... 

,, . . . 
1 

,, . . . 

74-540 
1110 
619 

,, ......................................... 
,, .......................................... 
,, ........................................ 

. ,, ........................................ 
Narrandera Run, Lachlan River ................... 

1 ,, . .. 
1 

,, ... 
,, . . . ,, 



No. of Papers. Reserve . Locality. Area. 
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z
c
t
r
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DAItLIIcG DlsTmcr. 
Oc. L., M. 74-578 91 8 April, 1874 ... 1028 

92 South Teryawaynia Run ........................... ,, ... 
93 Inner or West Teryawaynia Run .................. ,, 
94 

74-643 95 Gunpongula Block .................................... 

................... 

................... 

.................. ,, 
96 

Teryawanyia Run ....................................................... 

,, ......................... .......... ,, . 
97 ,, ... 
98 ,, 
99 

................... 

,, ... ,, 
100 

74-578 128 ,, 
Albert and Darling Districts. 

Teryawaynia Run .......................................................... 

WxLLINGTON Drsrnrcv. 
74-448 432 

....... 

....... 

74-457 433 Willary West Run, Mara Creek .................. 

........ 

,, ... 
434  East ,, ...... . ........... 

....... 

,, ... 

BLIGH DIsricacT. 
74-534 340 

Yenda Block....................................................... 

1 sq. mile ,, ... 1029 
74-450 341 

South Wambah Block...........................................
Wambah Block, Darling District ...................... 

74-458 342 

Teryawaynia and beyond Outer Minden Runs........... 

Thuara Run................................................. 

GwrDra DISTRICT. 

........... 

74-595 346 

........... 

160 acres ,, ... 
11 347 

Black Stump and Honeysuckle Runs .............. 
Nerrybone or Merrybone Run ........................... 

320 .. ......... 
74-491 1119 

Marebone Run, Macquarie River ........................ 

Wangonilla Block B Run, Murrumbidgee Dis- 1 sq mile 
...  
21 April, 1874 ... 1174 

trict. 
1120    , ,  1 
1121  
1122  

Ms. 74-620 587 
1123  

Counties of Barradine, White, Pottinger, Buck 800 sq. miles ,, ... 
land, Denman, Jamieson, and Nandewar.  - 

588 240  
74-1670 20 County Phillip, parish Cooyal, Cooyal Creek 58 a. 2 r........ 24 April, 1874 ... 1255 
74-536 551 3 sq. miles ... 

southerly 
extension. 
550 

North bank of Mehi River .............................. 

 , ,  3 
southerly 

South ,, ,, .............................. 

extension. 
74-1697 1116 66 acres ,, ... 
74-485 621 8 sq miles... 

extended. 
74-537 781 

Counties Nandewar and Darling ..................... 

County Wakool, Wangaradgery Run ................. 

2 
northerly 
extension. 

,, 783 ,, ,, 960 acres 
northerly 

County Hume, parish Buckaginga ................... 
County Townsend, Barratta Run ....................... 

extension. 
74-914 787 11. sq. mile ,, ... 

north-eastern 
extension. 

County Wakool, Mooloomoon Run .................... 

 Murgha Run ......................... 

1090 330 acres (abt.)  
785 1,393  

northern 
extension. 

 parish Hindmarsh .................. 

74-960 

County of Wakool ..................................... 

1117  Moulasnein Block A Run 1 sq mile ,, ... 
73-7257 1118 Billabong Forest A Run, Murrumbidgee District 3 sq miles 

Am. 73-9767 633 County Buekland, parish Moar. .................. .. 52 a 3 r....... 
Ms. 74-1541 620 160 acres ,, ... 
74-1540 621 320 , 
74-1666 622 83 , ,, ... 1256 
74-1669 823 360 ,. ......... ,, 
74-1668 212 . 11 , ,, ... 
74-1431 343 

County Bland, parish Yeo Yeo ....................... 

320 ,, (abt.) ,, ... 
74-1023 351 

,, ., ....................... 
County Harden, parish Gooranima .................. 

County Murehison, parish Stag ..................... 400 , ,, ... 
74-1666 624 

County Forbes, at Broula ............................. 

260 ,, (abt.) ,, ... 
74-1323 1115 

County Beresford, parish Jillimatong .............. 
County Gowen, parish Coossabarabran ............ ... 

336 , 
73-4964 330 

County Harden, Boorowa River ..................... 

320 , 
Oc. L., M. 74-640 447 

County Wynyard, parish Tumut .....................
County Gough, New England District ...............
County Ashburnham, Boyce Cabone Run 100 ,, (abt.) 28 April, 1874 ... 1,309 

74-671 448 ,, Gunning and Gunning 1,280  

... 

East Runs. 
74-672 449 ,.......... 
74-673 450 ,, ,, 160 
74-674 451 ,, S  
74-675 452 

County Ashburnham, Goobang Creek .............640 

' 
74-676 453 acres 
74-677 454 ,, (abt.).. ,, ... 
74-693 1129 

,, Milpose Creek .............160 
 Goobang Creek .............500 

County Mitchell, Mundawadera Run ............ ,, ... 
74-696 344 

 , ,  ..................... 

Mungullia Run, Bligh District ...................... 
3.,200 " 
1 sq mile 

345 1 
74-626 346 1 
74-696 347 

,, ...................... 
- ...................... 

,, ,, ...................... 1 ,, ... ,, 
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Government Gazette 
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FOlio. 

Gwvrnce DISTRICT—cosztinssed. 
Oc. L., Al. 74-696 348 1 sq. mile 28 April, 1874... 1,309 

349 1 ,, ... 
74-713 103 Torrincaca Run, Darling District .................. ,, 

104 Huco Run, Darling District ........................ ,, 
105 East Alberniarle, Block D Run, Darling District ,, ... 
106 ,, 
107 East Albermarle, Block D, and Bruce's Plains 

No. 3 Run, Darling District. 
108 Bruce's Plains, Nos. 2 and 3 Runs, Darling 

District. 
109 ,, ... ,, 
110 

Greenbar Run, Bligh District ......................... 

,, Nos. 2 and 3 Runs, Darling ,, ... 

,, ,, ........................ 

District. 

. . . .  

74-833 625 

Bruce's Plains, No. 2 Run, Darling District ......... 

. . . .  

,, ... 1,310 
626 
627 
628 

Bruce's Plains, No. 3 Run, Darling District .......... 

629 

Thelangerin West Run, Lachian District .............. 

I sq. mile 

. . . . .   

630 1 ,, ... 
631 
632 1 sq. mile 
633 ,,  1 ,, ... 

Ms. 74-2745 579 Counties of Townsend and Cadell, Cobran and 2,200 acres......... 
southern Gotha Runs. 
extension. 
1124 4 sq. miles 

74-1799 1125 County Townsend, parishes Purdamnia and 
County Cadell, Cobran Run ............................

Gotha, Cobran and Gotha Runs. 
74-1865 1126 County Townsend, parish Brassi ................... 1,800 acres (abt.) ,, ... 
74-2642 1127 ,, 

1128 518 
74-2664 446 

County Denison, parish Coreen ...................... 576 ,........... 

5 sq. miles 
74-2542 213 

,, ,, ...................... 
County Canbellgeo, Bogan River ...................... 
County Beresford, parish Murrumbucka ............................. ,, 

[3d.] 
Sydney: l'homas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
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NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVED FROII SALE UNTIL SURVEYED, FOR THE PRESERVATION OF WATER SuPPLY OR OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES.) 

Prezenteb to ljarliamcnt, putsuant to act 25 Thct. 1%o. 1, orc. A. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands reserved from Sale until surveyed, for the preservation of Water Supply 
or other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. (From 
1st to 31st May, 1874.) 

Ito. of Papers. eserve. Locality. Area. 
Goverrnnent Gazette 
in which the descrip. 
tion is published. 

vollo. 

Ms. 74-2626 763 3.sq. miles ,.. 5 May, 1874... 1,351 
extended. 

County Townsend, Cooer Run ..................... . .  

761   ......... . ........... .6* sq. ins. (abt.) 
extended. 

74-2509 812 3,400 acres  
extended. 

 Morago Run .................. .. 

74-2836 287 ,, .,, 7 sq. ms. 
extended. 

Am. 73-8410 1130 8 May, 1874... 1,409 
Mc. 74-1432 339 

County Denison, parish Tocumwall ................
County Gowen, Castlereagh River .................. .360... ......... 

74.- 558 15 County Cumberland, parishes Bulga, Watta. 23 sq. miles ... ,, ... 
molla, and Heathcote. 

80 acres ............ 

74-1089 634 

..... 

74-1987 350 
74-3039 351 

County Harden, parish Jugiong ..................... 
County Gowen, parish Coonabarabran ................ 

160 acres.............. 
34 .. .............. 

12 May, 1874... 1,432 
74-2990 352 320 . .. 
74-2970 1131 ,, 
74-2301 35 

County Napier, prish Binnia ...................... 1,056 ............ 

19a. 2r. ...... ,, ... 1,463 
74-1861 331 

County Burnett, parish Gragin...................... 
120 ............. 

12 acres (abt.) 
74-1664 590 

County Townsend, parish Kerranakoon .......... 
County Durham, parish Wallarobba ............. 
County Hardinge, parish Darley ................... 
County Buckland, parishes Werrie, Evan, and 2* sq. miles... ,, ... 

.. 

Coeypolly. 
591 County Buckland, parishes Werrie and 000y- 1 sq. mile ... 

polly. 
592 380 acres ......... 
593 

County Buckland, parish Evan ....................... 
400 
. 

  ....................... 
Gunnadilly ............ .,056 , ........... ,, 

595   W erri ...................546 , ........... ,, ... 1,464 
596 160 
597   Currabubula ... ,, 
52 5* sq. miles ..I ,, ... 

extended. 

..........320 

. 

,2 acres......... 

598 

 Currabubula Creek ............... 

3 ,..... 
599 . .. 151* 
600  Currabubula ......... 
601 

 parish Piallaway .................. 

240 
602 

 .  Werri ....................... 
. 

,, ... ,, 
603 

  Wallabadah .......... 

sq. miles ... ,2 
604 

.  Coeypolly ............. 
 , ,  Evan .................... 2* 

605  parishes Loder and Parnell 

192 , ........... 

4 
606 1,660 acres......... 
607 1,040 ........... 
608 

 parish Parnell ................... 
  E v a n ................... 

3,400 ........... 
609 

  T e mi ................... 
416 

610   Warra h ................ 432 ,. .... ...... ,, . ... 1,465 
611 800 ,, (abt.).. 
51   . Denver ........ ...... 3* sq. miles... 

northerly 
extension. 
51 

  Pialla way ............. 
.... 

,, . . 
southerly 
extension. 

 ................................. 

616— 



No. of Papers. No. 
Rese r°ye. Locality. Area. Government Gazette 

in which the descrip- tion is published. Polio. 

Ms. 74-1664 181 2,113 acres ......... 12 May, 1874 ... 1,465 
extended. 
612 620 ,.......... 

. 

613 

County Buckland, parish Dight ................... 

,, ,, Turi ..................... 560 , 614 

County Parry, parish Goonoo &oonoo ............. 

Counties iBuckland and Parry, Currabubula 900 ........... 
Creek. 

74-1154 615 208 , .......... 

.. 

616 320 , 
617 

County Buckland, parish Towarri .................... 

,, 618 320 acres 
. 

,, ... 
619 -  Moan ........ ......... .... ,, ... ,, 620 

 .................... 

750 ,............ 
160 , .. . ,, 

  Yarrimanbah ........... 
. 

north 
extension. 

 ...................... 

- - 
621 200 acres 
623 

  .............................. 

210 , 624 

........................ 

  Yarrimanbah ........... 

160 (abt.)  ... 1466 
625 

  Moan...................... 

224 ,, ,, 74-1585 635 640 ........... 
,, ... 

74-1187 544 

  ,......................... 

600 ........... 
74-927 636 

  .........................
County Pottinger, parish Moonbi .................... 

780 .......... , 
74-1432 337 Counties Napier and C-owen, Castlereagh River 5 sq. miles 

S.G.O. 65-16057 
338 
210 

County Darling, parish Wilson ........................ 

,, ,, ,, ,, 3 sq. miles (abt)..
36 acres 

,, ... 
Ms. 74-2429 575 2 sq. miles ,, ... 

northerly 

,, ,, Keepit ........................ 

County IRous, parish Tunstall ....................... 

extension. 
576 
east 

County Waradgery, parish Weokenbergal ......... 

 . parishes of Weokenbergal 
and Bedarbejal. 

- 2 ,, ... . 

extension. 
576 County Waradgery, parish Weokenbergal 2 ,, ... 

- west 
extension. 

11 577 1,120 acres ......... 
northerly 
extension. 

12 577 1,665 , southerly 
extension. 

74-1017 641 

   Bedarbejal .......... 

1 sq. mile 
east 

   Eurolie ................ 

County Townsend, Warbreccan Run .............. 
extension. 
641 752 acres ,, ... 
south 
extension. 
641 

    .............. 

2 sq. miles (abt.) ,, ... 
west 
extension. 

74-1352 588 County Clarendon, parishes Warrie Warral and 640 acres ,, ... 1467 
Trevethin. 

589 

    .............. 

640 .......... 
590 ,, ,, ,, South Jewnee ......... 640 , 591 

County Clarendon, parish Warrie Warral ........ 

 l!ellaroe .................. . . . ,, . 592    Billabong .............. 
. 
.. 

480 acres 
.... .. 

,, ... 
593   parishes Wantiool and ,120 , .......... Eurongilly. 
594 64.0 ........... 
595 640 , 596   parishes Ironbong and Be. 1,600 ,. ......... thungra. 
597 950 ,.......... 598    Billabong ............. 640 ,, (abt.).. ,, ... 
599    Merrybundinah 640 , 

..... 

,, ... 600 

  ,, VVantiool ................ 

   , ,  640 , 601   parishes Bethungra and 1,920 ........... 

County Clarendon, parish Wantabacigery ......... 

Billabong. 
602 880 ........... 
603 

County Clarendon, parish Ironbong .................. 

550 ,.......... 604 

County Clarendon, Mitta Mitta Creek ................ 

 parishes Malebo and South 1,600 , ,Jewneo. 
605 

 parish Eurongilly ................ 

County Clarendon, parishes of Malebo and 1,780 ,, - ,, ... 1468 
Wallace. 

369 County Clarendon, parish Oura ..................... 162 a. 1 r......... 
north 

. 

extension. 
74-484 635 2 sq. miles ... 
74-1719 636 go a. 2 r......... 
74-55 1007 acres......... 

extended. 

County G-ipps, Billabong Run ......................... 

74-1988 637 

County Harden, parish Bronngalong ..........43 

, 
11 638 

,, parish Brocklesby ................297 

Am. 73-16629 1132 
County Bland, parish Yeo Yeo ......................160 

,, ,, ......................320 
County Townsend, parish Wononga ............... 

11 1133 ,, parish Hartwood ............... 
2.,560 acres (abt.) 
2 sq. miles 

Ms. 74-913 1134 County Wakool, Moulaein, Block A Run ....... m 48 0 acres 
74-483 776 6 sq. miles 

extended. 
74-2153 1135 

 Kirarbin Run ........................ 

County Buceleuch, parish Wyangleo .............. 320 acres ,, ... 
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No, of Papers. No. of 
eserve. Locality. 

• Area. Government Gazette 
in which the descrip- tion is published. P'elio. 

Ms. 74-2310 1136. 680 acres ......... .12 May, 1874 ... 1468 
74-1895 26 40 
74-2428 634 

County Wynyard, parish Bangus ..................... 
County G-loucester, parish Sto.well .................. 

200 ,, ... 1469 
R. S. & B. 74-392 47 

County Parry, parish Somerton .............. ...... ... 
800 .......... 

48 ,, parishes Ailsa and Boggabri.. 1,376 , ,, ... 49 1,820 ,.......... Ms. 74-1644 214 

County Brisbane, parish Boggabri .................. 

........... 
Am. 73-9306 26 

County Bligh, parish Lorimer ...................... 

4 ........... 
74-5010 27 

County Dampier, parish Cudgangarry .............96 
County Bathurst, parish Torrens .................... 

........... 
Oc. L. 74-897 352 

,, ,, ...................32 
15 May, 1874 ... 

.. 280  

1482 
353 

County Lincoln, parish Coolbaggie ................. 
 , ,  320 ,, (abt.) ,, ... 

354  Coolbaggie Creek ............... 

320 ............. 

74-900 355 1,100 
74-831 455 County Ashburnham, Bartley's Creek Run 640  

456 1,000  457  Lower Daronbalgie Run 640  ... 1483 
74-711 1137 

 Bogabijal Run ...................... 

 parish Murrumbidjerie ........... 

,, Wakool, parish Cangen ..................... 

H LACLAN DISTRICT. 

. 

74-957 639 920 acres (abt.) 22 May, 1874 ... 1567 74-959 1138 ... 
extension. 

Billabong Run ........................................... 

74-960 1139 
extension. 

74-996 1140 
1141 ,, 

74-990 1142 Wanganella South Run .................... .......... 
,, ... 

... ,,  ,, 
extension. 

Wanganella South Run .........................................................,, 

74-1018 1143 

Beremgad Run ................................................................... 

................... 

- ,, ... 

,, ................................................................... 

LIVERPOOL PLAINS DISTRICT. 
74-1012 637 

Billabong Forest, A Run .................................................. 

Bugaldi Run ............................................. .......... . ........ 

..... 

,, ... ,, 
638 ....... ,, 639 

,, ................................................................... 
Bugaldi Creek .............................................................. ,, ... 

74-949 640 Bullenbüller Run, Liverpool Plains District ... ' 

BLIGH DISTRICT. 
74-1012 356 Bugaldi Run ............................................. sq. mile ... 

357 Waila Walla Run .................................... .......... 
. 1 

,, ... 

[3d.] 
Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOTJTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVED FROII SALE UNTIL SURVEYED, FOR THE PRESERVATION OF WATER SUPPLY OR OTHER PUBLIC PURPOSES.— 

FROII 1 TO 30 JUNE, 1874.) 

- Prezenteb to Parliament, pursuant to ct 25 }Jict, jJo. 1, 0cc. A. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands reserved from Sale until surveyed, for the preservation of Water Supply 
or other public purposes, in accordance with the 4th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. (From 
1st to 30th June, 1874.) 

No. of Papers. Locality. Area. Government Gazette iuwhiclsthedescrip- Folio. 

MURRUMBIDGEE DISTRICT. 
Oc. Ti. 74-1100 1152 North Carroonboon Run ............................... 2 June, 1874 ... 1,655 74-1036 1153 Extension of Reserve 636, Tuppal Creek Run...

IMiranda Run, County Townsend .................. 
................... 

,,  74-1099 1154 ................... 
,, ... 74-1098 1155 Thalaka Run .......................................... .................. ,, ... 

74-1034 1156 Bundyulumbah Run ................................. 74-1043 1157 

..................... 

,, ... 

GWYDIIt DISTRICT. 

.................... 

74-1066 354 

.. ...... 

.................. ,, .. 
355 

Extension of Reserve 541, on Savernake Run............................. 

,, ... ,, 
Derra Dun ............................................... 

DAMLESG DISTRICT. 74-1062 111 

,............................................... 

112 

.....,, 

... ,, 
Prunella Run ............................................................. 

LACRLAN DISTRICT. 74-1035 643 

Prunefla and Yenda Blocks ................................................ 

,, ... 
644 

74-1064 645 
Craigengullen Run ........................................................... 

,, . . . 
,, ... 

,, .................................................... 

DISTRICT OP ALBERT. 74-1026 131 

MooraMoora Run ................................................... 

Werrimbella Run .................... ,, 
74-1027 132 1 133 Potacingoga Run .........................................

Outer Minden Run ..................... ,, ... ,, 
134 Minden Run ............................................. 1 sq. mile 135 
136 Outer Minden and Outer Brainard Rcms ......... 

74-1028 
137 

................................ 

............................ 

1 sq. mile 129 

Brainard Run .......................................................  .. 

... 1,656 130 
Ms. 74-3010 460 

Outer Brainard [Inn ................................... 
Werrimbella Run......................................................... 

County Ashburnham, Naradanderry Run, Lach- 

.............  

Potincingoga Run..........................................................  

Ian River. 960 acres ........... 
74-2260 50 Counties Durham and Brisbane, parish Mamaran, 5 June, 1874 ... 1,711 Hunter River. - 

280 ,........ 
74-1228 213 acres 1 rood ,, ... 74-2639 332 3 3  74-1857 333 

County Richmond, parish Riley ....................'12 
Coduty Gough, parish Bundar ........................
County Sandon, parish Elton ........................ .60 

74-1446 358 County G-regory, Tonganiba Run .................... 3 
.. 
sq. miles (abt) 

,, ... 
,, ... 

74-1951 641 3 
acres 74-2668 642 

,, ,, .................... 

........ 74-1145 679 County Wakool, North Wakool Run ............. 2sq. miles (abt).. northerly extension. 

County Harden, parish Cunningham .............244 
 parish Jindalee ...................100 

74-2548 1145 County Townsend, Wanganeila, Block B and 13 ........ D Runs. 

. 

74-1172 1146 County Townsend, Wanganella, D Run 74-1786 1147 County Wakool, parish Landale .................... 
................. 

280 acres (abt).. 
7412062 

1148 200  1149  ..  ... 1,718 
74-2551 

1150 
663 

,, parish Windouran ................ 
County Hume, parish Creighton ....................193 

, 
County Urana, Culliael 

402  
northerly extension. 

County Townsend, parish Ronald .................. 
. 

74-2548 1151 
parish ......................824  

. ,160 ,, (abt).. 



No. of Papers. :1,0. of 
eserve. Locality. Area. 

Government Gazette 
in which the descrip- 
tion is published. 

Nollo. 

Ms. 74-2548 1097 County Townsend, Wang'anilla B Run ............ .632 acres (abt.) 5 June, 1874 ... 1718 

southern extension. 
74-2182 458 Counties Narromine and Kennedy, Yarrandidgen 2,691 , 

and Dandaloo Runs. 
74-1642 459 Bogan River, Counties Oxley and Flinders 16 s. mis (abt.) 

74-2552 193 County Darling, Liverpool Plains District 320 acres 

southern extension. - 
74-2669 491 301 ,, - ......... 

eastern extension. 
County Nandewar, parish Talcumbah ............. 

74-2640 649 County Inghs, parish Haning ....................... 3a. 3r 

650 ,, ,, ..................a. Or. 32p.... 

651 2r.......... 

74-2550 353 acres......... 

. 

60 ,, (abt.) 
74-2549 640 

,, ,, ................5a. 

County Arrawatta, parish Gramen ................44 
,, 

H. S.&B. 74-481 211 
County Harden, parish Cunningham . .............30 
County Rous, parishes North Oodrington and ,, ... 17 19  

South Gundurimba. 
212 County Rous, parish South Gunduriznba ......... .50 

Ms. 74-2527 641 County Pottinger, parish Premer, Bundella . 
Creek. 

642 

.  
72 ,........... 

643 ,, ,, .................. ,, 

644 

County Pottinger, parish Lawson ...................80 

,, parish Tamerazig ...............768 
100 ............ 

.......... 

495 ,, parish Merrigala ...............168 ........... 

east extension. 
645 ,, parish Lawson ...................80 ........... ,, 

646 Gist. ir.......... 

446 
west extension. 

,, parish Bundella ................. 

647 

,, ,, . ................ 

,, parish Clarke ................... 190 .. ......... 
648 ,, ,, .................. 61a. 2.. ......... 

Am. 73-20085 1144 County Wynyard, parish Calafat ................... 

..... 

Ms. 74-2483 652 

249 acres.............  

9 June, 1874 ... 1740 

Am. 74-5208 214 61a. Zr.......... 

73-9430 360 

County Pottinger, parish Tamba .................... 

40 acres......... 

Ms. 74-2842 1158 

County Rous, parish East Gundurimba ........... 
County Gowen, parish Coonabarrabran ........... 

2 sq. miles 

Am. 74-6775 1159 
County Townsend, parish Belmore .................. 
County Wa],jeers, parish Corrong ..................... 4* ,, (abt.) 

1772 Ms. 74-27 19 51 County Brisbane, parish Tinagroo .................. . 220 acres ......... 12 June, 1874 ... 

74-2853 356 County Bruarba, parishes Merroo and Tuba ...... . 535 .. ......... 

74-3269 551 County Wakool, parishes Boyd and Burburga. 4* sq. miles... 

northern extension. dali, Nyang Run. 
435 . 5 (abt.) 

southern extension. 

11 747 ,, parishes Nyang and Barraba... . 5*  

southern extension. 

County Wakool, parish Moulamein ..................... 

550 51 
northern extension. 

1160 

,, . parishes Boyd and Nyang ............ 

,, parishes Boyd and Moulamem 

.... 

1,560 acres (abt.)  

1161 . ,, parish Gynong, Chowar Run 

164 acres............. 

7* sq. miles 

.... 

748 ,, parish ghowar ,, 

49 ............. 

5 ,, ... 

southern extension. 
- 
,, 1162 ,, parish Bookit ...................... 

. 

5* ,, (abt.)  

jp 295 2 ,, ... 

...... 

northern 

21 

extension. 
1114 

,, parish Whymoul .................... 

2,208 acres (abt.)  

western extension. 
1112 ,, parish Beremgad .................. 1,620  

western extension. 

,, parish Bookit ...................... 

74-3269 1163 

. 

51 sq. miles 

11 297 

,, parish Corry ...................... 
,, parish Danberry ............. ...... 3 ,, ... 

western 

11 

extension. 
74 ,, parish Balpool ..................... 3* -,, (abt.) ,, ... 1773 

southern extension.. 

11 1164 

..... 

4   

AIn. 73-21382 1165 
,, parish Barraba ........................ 

County Wynyard, parish Woomanrigong ......... 2 acres  

Ms. 74-1894 52 County Brisbane, parish Merriwa .................. .... 1,300 ........... 
78 16 June, 1874 1790 74-3529 53 ... 

74-3397 54 ,, parish Hall ........................ 10 ,.......... 

73-6561 334 

. 
,........... 

640 ,.......... 

74-3369 335 

,, parish Ooulson ...................... 
.... 

la. 3r.......... 

74-3396 336 

County Hardinge, parish Clare ........................ 

16a. hr. (abt.) 

74-2851 1167 160 acres......... 

74-3530 1168 

County Gough, parish Wellington ................... 

County Boyd, parishes Eilginbah and Puckineroy 2,998 ........... 

74-3370 1169 

,, parish Mitchell......................... 
County Buccleugh, parish Goobarralong ............. 

31 ,.......... 

74-2818 653 480 ... 

74-3018 215 

County Mitchell, parish Sandy Creek .............. 

... 

74-3019 
74-2986 

216 
27 

County Parry, parish Goonoo Goonoo .............
County,  Beresford, parish Mnrrumbucka ........... 

,, ,, 
County St. Vincent, parish Tallaganda ............ . 

120 ,, (abt.)  
100 .. ....... 

74-3570 461 Mora Creek, Wyleeree, Geggen, Ulouri, and 16 sq. miles...  

Ginge Runs. 
74-2852 1166 County Buccleugh, parish Brungle, Brungle 

....... 
40 ................... 

7 acres......... 

74-3296 462 
Creek. 

County Narromine, Draggy Run, Bogan River... 81 sq. m. (abt.) 19 June, 1874 ... 1806 

74-3875 17 County Northumberland, parish Wallarah, 700 acres ,, 23 June, 1874 ... 1891 

Budjewoi Creek. 
74-4082 357 County Burnett, parish Myalla ...................... 360 , ......... 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 

[3d.]  
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1873. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LAND. 
(DEDICATED TO RELIGIOUS AID PUBLIC PURPOSES—LIsT 4 or 1873.) 

PrezentO to arUamcnt, pursuant to Act 23 Erict. No. 1, sec. 5. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands authorized to b3 dedicated to Religious and Tublic Purposes, in accordance with the 
5th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. 

Plac. County. Allotment. Section. Locality. Area. To what purpose dedicated. CaLo. of 

Arthur 
a. P. p. 

G-eorgiana 13, 14,15, 6 Village of Arthur, Trim- 1 2 1 Wesleyan Church and 73-181 Ms. A 2-2032 
16,17,&18 key Gold Field. Minister's Residence. (roll.) 

.............. 

,, Village of Arthur, at 7 2 0 General Cemetery ........ .. 72-5372  c 314-1984 
Trunkey. 

7, 8, & 9 14 1 2 0 Church of England 73-2368 ,, C 293-1984 

................. 

Church and Parsonage. 
King 6 & 7 13 1 2 0 Presbyterian Church and 73-1931 ,, c 341-1984 

- Manse. 

Balranald ........... Caira ........ 

Cowper 1 17 0 3 0 Mechanics' Institute ... 73-850  Town plan. 

Murray .. 1 & 2 8 ,, Bangendore 1 2 0 Presbyterian Church and 73-2264  C 327-1984 Buegendore ........ 

Town of Bairanald ........ 

Manse. 
Chambers Creek Bathurst ... 9, 10, & 11 8 

,, Boorowa ........ 

Village of Chambers 0 3 0 Church of England 73-593  c 334-1984 

,, Bourke ........... 

Creek. Church and Parsonage. 
Portions 95 & 96 Parish of Tuckombil ... 1 2 0 Presbyterian Church and 73-4510 ,, c 319-1984 

Manse. 

Boorowa .......... 

Gulgong ............ Phillip ... At Gulgong ................. 2 0 0 Public School .............. 73-1910  r 191-1978 

Bourke .............. 

Kyearnba Creek... ...... At Kyeamba Creek, at 35 0 0 
the crossing of the road 

Duck Creek ....... 

Wynyarci.....  

from Wagga Wagga to 

72-5789 ,....... 

ILous ........ 

Tareutta. 

Crossing-place ............. 

Moama ............ Cadell ....... 

. . . . . . . .  

Part of 35 Town of Moama .......... 1 2 0 Wesleyan Church and 72-4008 ,, c 342-1984 

.. 

Minister's Residence. 
Roxbiirgh 

. 

16 & 17 3 

. .  

Village of Raglan ......... 1 2 0 Church of England 73-1472 ,, a 10-1595 Raglan ............ 
Church and Parsonage. 

Three-mile Rush Phillip ... Parish of Gulgong 0 1 0 73-1755 ,, c 323-1984 

Wallerawang, sear Portions 235 & 236  Liddesdale ... 1 2 0 Church of England 73-2610  c 348-1984 

........ Wesleyan Church .........

Church and Parsonage. 
Cook ....... 

Murray ... Portions 60 & 61  Weetangera... 1 2 0 Wesleyan Church and 73-932 ,, o 331-1984 
Minister's Residence. 

Weet.angera ....... 

Woodburn .......... Richmond 11 Town of Woodburn ...... .3 3 0 General Cemetery ....... 73-4271  c 333-1984 

[3d.] 92— 
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11 

1873. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(DEDICATED TO RELIGIOUS AND PUBLIC PURPOSES.) 

JrfrntEb to Ijavtiamfnt, purenant to Art 25 3JIc. Do, 1, sec. S. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands authorized to be dedicated to Religious and Public Purposes, in accordance with the 
5th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No, 1.—List 5 of 1873. 

Place. county. Allotment. Section. Icality. Area. To what purpose dedicated. No. of Cat. No. of 

a.r.p. 

8 Town of Armidale 
about 
4 3 8 Public Recreation 

Misc. 
73-2261 Town of 

Georgiana. 

Sandon ................. 

6,7,8,9, &10 6 1 1 0 Presbyterian Church and 73-1464 
Armidale. 
A 2-2032 Village of Arthur .......... 

Minister's Residence. (roll.) 
Town of Bathurst 0 1 5t  Extension of Baptist 73-3153 c 350-1984 

Armidale ........... 

B at h urst ...... 

Burial-ground. 

Arthur .............. 

Bathurst ........... 

Bowra ...  ......... 
..,. ...... 16 9 

2, 3, & 4 16 
  .................. 

Village Reserve, Bowra.. 
2 2 19 
1 2 0 

Hospital Site ............... 
Roman Catholic Church 

..73-5273 
73- 998 

B 148- 834 
c 336-1984 

..Raleigh ... 

and Presbytery. 
Broughton's Crk., 

. .  

Near Broughton's Creek 1 2 0 Wesleyan Church and 73-2632 c 346-1984 
near. Minister's Residence. 

Cambewarra or Camden ... Cambewarra or Good 8 0 0 General Cemetery ......... 65-20591 0927- 730 
Good Dog. Dog. C 142-1 521 

7, 8, & 9 9 Town of Casino ............ .1 1 23 

. 

Roman Catholic Church 72-5915 
Casino .............. 

and Presbytery. 
Chippendale, near Comber- Old Cook's River Road, 0 2 0 Roman Catholic Presby- 73-4180 

. 

c 869- 730 
land, near Chippendale. tery. 

,, ,, 0 2 0 Public School ............... 
Cooyal Creek, near 2 0 0 ,, 72-5900 p 192-1978 
Dead Horse Creek 

Near Cooyal Creek ....... 
At Dead Horse Creek ... 1 2 0 Wesleyan Church and 72-6508 c 320-1984 

Ki n g .......... 

Minister's Residence, - 
Denison Gold At Bell's or Moonan 2 2 0 General Cemetery ......... 73-1402 0332-1984 
Field Brook-. 

Lincoln ... 1, 2, & 20 11 1 2 0 Wesleyan Church and 73- 667 a 608- 730 
Minister's Residence. 

. 

Ashburn Town of Forbes ............ 1 2 34 72-5678 S B vol. x 

Dubbo .............. 

Hanging Rook ... 
ham. 
Parry ....... 

D ur h a m ....... 

portions 115 & 116 

Town of Dubbo ............ 

At the Hanging Rock... 1 2 0 

.. Public Recreation .......... 

. 
Wesleyan Church and 73- 938 

(fol. 141) 
c 202-1984 

Forbes .............. .. . .  

Minister's Residence. 
Lachian River ... Forbes ...... 

. . . . .  

38 & 39 Near the Lachian River, 1 2 0 Roman Catholic Church 72-2394 0347-1984 

Rous ........ 

parish of Gooloogong. and Presbytery. 
Meangora ......... ..St.Vincent 

. . . . .  

 6 5 & 66 Parish of Meangora ...... .1 2 0 Wesleyan Church and 72-5899 0328-1984 
Minister's Residence. 

Mudgee ............ Wellington 

P hilli p .......
G o ul b ur n...... 

Town of Mudgee .......... 2 0 0 73-5885 u 39-1009 
Nimmitabel ........ .Wellesley.. 8 & 9 20 Town of Nimmitabel ... 1 2 0 Wesleyan Church and 

Rocks Toll-bar, Bathurst... portion 107 Near the Rocks Toll-bar, 2 0 0 
Minister's Residence. 

Public School ............... 
73v3128 
73-3537 

0 349-1984 
a' 194-1978 

near. 

... 

Orange Road. 
South Codrington Richmond. 1 70 Town of South Codring- 2 0 0 

Hospital Site ................. 

73-2407 P 193-1978 
ton. 

South Wagga Wynyard.. 

........... 

5 38 Town of South Wagga 0 0 8 Additional Site for School 72-5549 

. 

w 33-1345 
Wagga. 

Weekes ............. .Raleigh 4 2 
Wagga. . 

0 3 4 

 ................... 

of Arts. 
Additional Public School 71-6829 

w 34-1345 
33-1978 

.7 3 151 
Site. 

General Cemetery ......... 73- 321 C 351-1984 
Wolumla ......... 

Village of Weekes ........ 

4 0 1 72-4720 c 335-1984 

Wilcannia ...... .... 

Harden ... 
. 
Young ................... 

6, 7, & 8 11 

Town of Wilcannia ....... 

1 2 0 Church of England 

.. 

73- 757 C 352-1984 Wombat..............

Yass, near .......... 

Auckland.................. 

Murray ..................... 

At Wolumla ................
Town of Wombat.......... 

Near Yass ................... 0 3 0. 

,, .............. 

Church and Parsonage. 
Wesleyan Burial-ground.. 73- .3 0326-1984 

158— 

If 
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1873. - 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(DEDICATED TO RELIGIOUS AND PUBLIC PURPOSES.—LIST No. 6.) 

Jvsentgb to flarI(amcnt, pursuant to tt 25 1iJIct. No. 1, see. 5. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands authorized to be dedicated to Religious and Public Purposes, in accordance with the 
5th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. 

Place. County. Allotment. Section. Locality. - Area To what purpose dedicated. Cat. 1No.of 

a. r. p. Misc. 
about 

Sandon 5 30 Town of Armidale 1 0 0 Presbyterian Church ... 73-3401 C 355-1984 
1, 2, & 3 8 ,, Breewarrina ... 2 0 0 73-3949 r 200-1978 

Casino ............ 

Clyde ........ 

...... 
,, ,, ... 7 2 0 General Cemetery 73-3951 a 361-1984 

Armidale ........... 
Breewarrina ........ 

Coonamble ......... Leichardt 
... .... 

10 9  Coonamble ...... 
j o 0 
0 1 35 

72-3208 
73-4777 

B 2-1759 

Duramana (parish Roxburgh Portion 110 

,, Casino .......... 

Parish of Duramana ... 2 0 0 

Public School .............. 

P 197-1978 of). 

.R.ous 
.. . 

Public Recreation ..........
School of Arts .............. 

Grafton (South).. Clarence... 

.. 

3 & 5 4 Town of South Grafton.. 1 0 7 

Public School ..............73-3542 

Wesleyan Church and 73-4322 G 41-1359 

Norway (parish Westmore- Portion 198 Parish of Norway, near 1 2 0 
Minister's Residence. 

Do do. 73-542 C 348-1984 of) near Fish land. Fish River. 
River). 

Northuin. 7 37 Town of Onybigamba, 0 2 0 73-212 
borland. Bullock Island, near 

Newcastle. 

Public School ............. Onybigamba ....... 

Hoburgh Portion 117 2 0 0 do . ............ 73-3230 P 199-1978 Terransa Creek ... Rous do. 45 2 0 0 do 73-3754 r 196-1978 

Tarra .............. .. 

Warroo (parish Murray ... do. 151 

At Tarra ................... 

Parish of Warroo, at 2 0 0 

. 

73-3875 P 195-1978 of), Good Hope. 

At Terrania Creek ....... 

Good Hope. 
do . ............. 

[3d.] 280— 



794 



795 

1873. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LAMJS. 
(DEDICATED TO PUBLIC PURPOSES.—No, 7 or 1873.) 

tc8cntcb to 10ar1Iamcnt, pur%uant to Act 25 lJict. No. 1, zer. 5. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands proposed to be dedicated to Public Purposs, in accordance with the 5th 
section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. 

Pl:ce. County. Ailotmcnt. Section. Locality, To what pu pose o.of Ca.No.of  

Tambourine Bay.. Cumber- Tambourine Bay.. 
a. 
4 0 34 Public recreation Ms. 73-4632 

land, and wharfage. 

[3d.] 312— 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(DEDICATED TO RELIGIOUS AND PUBLIC PURPOSES.) 

Jretntfb to IartIammt, put8uant to tct 25 }JIc. fla. 1, 8EC. 5. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands authorized to be dedicated to Religious and Public Purposes, in accordance with the 

-- 
. 5th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1.—List No. 1 of 1874. 

Place. County. Allotment. Section. Locity. Area. To what purpose dedicated. No, of Cat. o. of 

a. r. p. 

Bairanald ....... Town of Balranald.... 
about 
9 0 15 General Cemetery .... 

Misc. 
70-2771 c 176-1984 

Blowering Buccleuch portion 63 In the parish of Boyong 2 0 0 73-3290 
(roll.) 

a' 198-1978 Boomey (parish Welling- ,, Boomey 1 2 0 
Public School ......... 
Church of England 73-3406 c 364-1984 of), on Molong ton. Church and Parsonage 

and Ironbark 
Road. 
Brewarrina Clyde.... 

Cairn............... 

6, 7, & 8 10 Town of Brewarrina .. 1 2 0 73-7078 B 2-1829 

........... 

1 & 8 11  , .  .. 1 1 Wesleyan Church and 73-3950 c 362-1984 

Coonamble Leichardt 1, 2, & 3 9e  Coonainbie .. 1 2 4 
Minister's Residence. 
Church of England 73-6484 C 9-1749 

Richmond 5 & 6 25  Coraki 1 2 0 
Church and Parsonage 
Roman Catholic Church 73-4035 

(roll.) 
c 359-1984 

Coraki .......... 

Good Hope Murray .. portions 152 & 153 County of Murray, 1 2 0 
and Presbytery. 
,,  73-3876 C 358-1984 

parish of Warroo. 
Gosford ........ 1 & 2 32 Town of Gosford .... 1 0 0 73-1431 G 38-1123 

berland 
Gulgong .... 200 0 0 Public Recreation and 73-5464 P 89-2125 

GulgosIg ....... 

.Northum- 

Phillip ................. 

3 14 County of Phillip, 
- 

2 0 0 
Racecourse. 

73-4330 p 21-2125 Ho me Rule ............ 
parish of Wyaldra 

8 0 0 

Public School ......... 

General Cemetery .... 73-6017 
(roll.) 

c 476- 730 Moama ......... 
St.Vincent 
Cadell....................

portions 70 & 71 
Town of Moama ....... 
 Mogo 1 2 0 Roman Catholic Church 72-6116 C 353-1984 Mogo ........... 

and Presbytery. 

[3d.] 372— 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(DEDICATED TO RELIGIOUS AND PUBLIC PURPOSES.) 

ttntcb to ljarUanunt, put8uant to Act 25 }Jict. No. t, otc, S. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands authorized to be dedicated to Religious and Public Purposes, in accordance with the 
5th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1.—List No. 5 of 1874. 

Place. County. Allotment. Section. Locality. Area. To what purpose dedicated. No. of 
Papers. 

Cat,o. of 

portions 40 & 41 At Capertee ............... 
a. r. p. 
2 0 Presbyterian Church and 

Misc. 
73-4715 c 371.1984 

Manse. 
1 7 2 0 0 

.1 

73-7467 r 208-1978 
berland. 

Village of Greta .......... 

Wellington ... At Hill End ............. 7 2 0 

Public School .............. 

73-6907 C 386-1984 
Kincumber Northum- portion 166 In the parish of Kin- 2 0 0 

GeneralOemetery.......... 
73-6121 P 203-1978 

Capertee ..........Roxburgh 

Hill End .......... 

berland. cuniber. 
Public School ............. 

Greta ................Northum 

Lambton ,.... ... 0 3 0 Municipal Council Cham- 73-1875 i 25-652 .......... At Lambton ............. 
bers. 

Port Macquarie Macquarie 2 A & 2 B 1 

. 

Town of Port Mac- 1 2 0 Wesleyan Church and 73-6494 C 382-1984 
West. quarie West. Minister's Residence. 
Spring Grove . -. At Spring Grove ......... 3 3 34 General Cemetery ......... 73-6395 e 165-1984 
(parish of Gra- 

Bathurst ............... . 

ham). 
Spring Grove Georgiana ... 7 2 0 73-5960 0 376-1984 
(parishofMark-
dale.) 

.  

ortions & 

.. 

Tataila, parish of Cadell ... 

. . . .

portion 80 

At Spring Grove ..........

In the parish of Tataila 2 0 0 

............ 

P 212-1978 
Wolgan Valley ... Cook ...... 1 2 0 Presbyterian Church and 73-4716 C 372-1984 . At Wolgan Valley ....... 

Public School .............74-415 

Manse. 

r] 

[8d.] .526— 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. - 
(DEDICATED TO R.ELIG-IOTJS AND PUBLIC PURPOSES—LIST No. 7 OF 1874.) 

3re8entcb to 3atItamrnt, pursuant to Act 25 }Jjct. jo. 1, sec. 5. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands authorize4 to be dedicated to Religious and Public Purposes, in accordance with the 
5th section of the Act 25 Victoria No. 1.—List No. 7 of 1874. 

Place. County. Allotment. sectionj Locality. Area. To what purpose dedicated. 'No' Cat. 1No. of 

a. r. p. Misc. 
Wallace ... 6 18 At Adaminaby, in the 0 2 0 School site in connection 73-7513 A 1-1747 roll 

parish of Seymour. with the Church of 
England. 

Adaminaby ..........

Bateman's Boy .- St.Vincent ... Village of Bateman's 1 2 0 Roman Catholic Church 73-955 C 337-1984 
Bay. and Presbytery. 

Capertee ............. Roxburgh .. At Capertee ............... 7 2 0 General Cemetery 73-4717 C 370-1984 

Jindalee (parish of) ... In the parish of Jinda- 1 2 0 Wesleyan Church and 73-7265 C 390-1984 
lee, on the road from Minister's Residence. 
Young to Cootamun 
dra. 

Kangaloon .......... ... At Kangaloon ............ 0 2 0 School site in connection 74-1817 c 167-1984 

Harden ............... 

. 

. 

with the Church of 
England. 

Liverpool ............ Cumber- 

Camden ................ 

... Town of Liverpool ...... 3 2 11 C 340-1984 
land. 

. 

... 1 1 20 

.  ,  ...........73-977 

Site for a Municipal 73-978 a 34-895 
Council Chambers. 

Mirannie (parish Durham ... .... Parish of Mirannie 3 3 10 General Cemetery ......... . 73-3710 C 365-1984 
of). 
Newcastle ......... 

.......... 

... 1 0 27 Site for Bathing purposes 74-826 ie 109-844 
berland. 

Wellington ......... Wellington 3 & 4 79 Town of Wellington 1 2 0 Presbyterian Church and 73-6950 C 387-1984 

.Northurn- At Newcastle ............. 

Manse. 
West Kempeey ... ... At West Kempsey 1 2 0 Roman Catholic Church 73-6493 C 383-1984 Dudley .............. 

and Presbytery. 

[3d.] 610— 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

a 

CROWN LANDS. 
(DEDICATED TO RELIGIOUS AND PUBLIC PURPOSES—LIST No. 8 OF 1874.) 

VreomtO to VaTliamtnt, putsuant to Act 25 }Jict. No. I, ar. 5. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands authorized to be dedicated to Religious and Public Purposes, in accordance with the 
5th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1.—List No. 8 of 1874. 

Place. County. Allotment. Section. Locality. Area. To what purpose dedicated. N 0. of Cato. of 

a. r. p. Misc. 

Coonabarrabran Gowan ... 17,18, & 19 30 Town of Coonabarrabran 1 1 20 Wesleyan Church and 74-1174 C 6-1704 
Minister's Residence. 

Hopefield .......... flume portion 341 At Hopefield, in the 2 0 0 74-54 " 211-1978 
parish of Corowa. 

Public School ............... 

Narrabri ..... . ... .Nandewar 7 11 Town of Narrabrj 0 2 0 Mechanics' Institute 73-3895 N 8- 1738 

Comber- 14 12 do. Parramatta ... 0 1 2112  Grant in connection with 74-2806 
land, the Female School o 

Parramatta ....... 

Industry. 
Do cjo. ... 0 1 18 Additional Grant for 73-5097 0 1821984 At Parramatta .......... 

Wesleyan Church. 

[3d.] 615— 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(AUTHORIZED TO BE DEDICATED TO RELIGIOUS AND PUBLIC PURPOSES—LISP No. 9 OF 1874.) 

teenteb to parliament, putsuant to ct 25 lJfct, No. 1, sec. 5. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands authorized to be dedicated to Religious and Public Purposes, in accordance with the 
5th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1,—List No. 9 of 1874. 

Place. County. Allotment. Section. Locality. Area. To what purpose dedicated. 
of Cao. of 

Arthur Georgiana ... 
a. r. p. 
2 0 0 

Misc. 
74-1769 P201-1978 

Clarence River Clarence... portion 185 
'At Arthur ................ 
On the Clarence River, 0 3 21 Do 74-1901 P 207-1978 
in the parish of Great 

Public School ............. ............. 

Ooraki Richmond 1 65 
Marlow. 
Village of Coraki 0 1 0 School of Arts ............. 73.7043 C 4-1948 

King ...... 7,8, 9, & 10 17 Town of Crookwell ...... 2 0 0 74-809 
74-2797 

P 217-1978 
ar 6-1840 

............. 
Orookwell .......... 
Maclean .......... ... Village of Maclean 

Do 
0 1 0 
1 0 30 

Mechanics' Institute 
Extension of Presby' 74.733 C 3964984 

Do.... ...... ..do ... 

Public School ............. 

terian Burial Ground. 
Welling- 

. 

14 40 Town of Orange ......... 0 1 lit Town Hall ................ 74.1321 0 45.1309 

Pokolbin (parish 
ton. 
Northum- 

Clarence......... 

... 

. ........ ..... 

In the parish of Pokol- 

. 

2 0 0 72-4873 P 190-1978 
Orange ............. 

of.) berland. 
Georgiana 1, 2, 3, & 20 16 

bin. 
2 0 0 

. 

Public School ............. 

Additional Public School 74-3304 E 6.1516 
Rockley ............. 

Weetangera ....... Murray ... portion 71 

Villageof Rockley.......

At Weetangera .......... 2 0 0 
Site. 
Public School ............. 74-1191 P 218-1978 

[3d.) 64,8— 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(AUTHORIZED TO BE DEDICATED TO RELIGIOUS AND PUBLIC PURPOSES.) 

Preorntrb to 1.arUamgnt, pur9uant to ct 25 3-Jitt. No. 1, 0cc. 5. 

ABSTRACT of Crown Lands authorized to be dedicated to Religious and. Public Purposes, in accordance with the 

5th section of the Act 25 Victoria, No. 1. 

Place. County. Allotment. Section. Locality. . Area. To what purpose dedicated. NO. Of Cat. of 

Misc. 

Armidale .. Sandon 12 5 In the Town of Armi. 1 0 25 
a.r. P. 

Town Hall .. .. 73.6926 A 41-1354 
dale. 

Bairanald .. Caira .. 10,11,&12 27 Town of Balranald .. 1 2 0 Roman Catholic Church 73-3565 c 388-1984 
Chambers Creek Bathurst.. 8, 9, 10 7 At Chambers Creek .. 0 3 0 

and Presbytery 
Weslcyan Church and 72-5707 c 321-1984 

Cooma (near) .. Beresford.. Portion 147 Parish of Cooma .. 1 2 0 
Minister's Residence 
Roman Catholic Ceme- 73-4976 a 368-1984 

Gunning .. 
Hill End 

....  Gunning .. 1280 0 0 
tery 
Permanent Common .. 74-1176 .. Welling- 10 a. 6 Village of Hill End .. 0 1 0 Baptist Church.. .. 72-6992 c 330-1984 ton 

King ...... 

7 & 8 6 0 3 24 Roman Catholic Church 72-1750 n 58 A 1742 
Markdale .. Georgiana Portion 100 At Markdale .. .. 2 0 0 

and Preshytery 
Public chool .. •. 73-5959 r 204-1978 Mirannie .. .... At Mirannie .. .. 1 2 0 Church of England 73-7224 c 380-1984 

Muswellhrook .. , .... At Muswellbrook . 46 0 0 
Church and Parsonage 
Public Recreation .. 71-1933 Orange .. .. Welling 

Durham ............ 

3 6 Town of Orange .. 0 2 0 Additional Grant for 73-7566 
ton Church of England 

Prospect and Cumber- Part of 33 Near Parramatta .. 0 3 0 
Church purposes 
Site for Council Cham- 78-6639 Sherwood. land hers for the Borough 
of Prospect and Sher- 
wood 

[3d.] 432— 
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1873. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(ABSTRACT FOR SITES OF CITIES, TOWNS, AND VILLAGES) 

)tcenteb to Pattiamtnt puruant to art 25 }Jfctor(a, No. 1, ocr. A. 

ABSTRAcT of all Sites for Cities, Towns, and Villages, declared under the 4th section of the Act 25 
Victoria, No. 1 (from 20th April to September, 1873). 

CItj, Town, or village. Area for City, Town, Area for Suburbs. IeailtX. - aztte  [Oove rn 
hich 

1873. Folio. 
Kimberley ...................... 92 acres County Hardinge, Parishes of 2 May ... 1308 

Darby and Swinton, at Cope's 
Creek. 

Euabalong .................. 

. 

About 540 acres ... About 2,000 acres... County Blaxiand, Parish of 1 July ... 1843 . 
Euabalong. 

Cad.) 67— 
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1873. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(ABSTRACT OF SITES FOR CITIES, TOWNS, AND VILLAGES—FROM lsr TO 31sT OCTOBER, 1873.) 

uentcb to 4øarliamgut put8uant to Act 25 3Jfttotia, No. 1, zer. l,t. 

ABSTRACT of all Sites for Cities, Towns, and Villages, declared under the 4th section of the Act 25 
Victoria, No. 1 (from 1st to 31st October, .1873). 

Papers. City, Town, or village. Area for y,Town, 
Area for Suburbs. Locality. 

Gover irnent Gazette 

73-3972 Ms. 100 acres as an e- At Brewarrina, County of Clyde. 
1873. 
10 Oct. ... 

Folio. 
2816 

tension of area for 
Brewarrina .................... 

the town. 
73-2671 Ms. At Cobar, County of Robinson ... 10 Oct. ... 

73-2557 Ms. 

Cobar ......................... 

Dandaloo ...................... 

169 acres ............. 

177 acres ............. 

641 acres ............. 

695 acres ............. At Dandaloo, County Narromine 28 Oct. ... 2996 

[3d.] 229— 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(SITES FOR CITIES, TOWNS, AND VILLAGES.) 

Jrtsznttb to Varliamrnt, pursuant to Act 25 }Jirt., jo. 1, stt. A. 

ABSTRACT of all Sites for Cities, Towns, and Villages, declared under the 4th section of the Act 25 
Victoria, No. 1 (from 1st to 31st December, 1873.) 

City, Town, or Village, Area for City, ToWn, 
or Village. Area for Sisburbe. Locality. 

Government Gazette 
in which 
Published. 

1873. Folio. 
About 233 acres .. About 500 acres .. County Clarence, Parish Ulmarra, 9 Dec. .. 3431 

Coldstream River. 
Coldstream ............. 

County St. Vincent, Parishes Goba 16 ,, .. 3514 Mogo ............... 320 acres ......... 360 acres ......... 
and Bateman. 

a 

C 

[3d.] 371— 
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1873-4. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(iBSTRACT OF SITES FOR CITIES, TOWNS, AND VILLAGES—FROM 1ST TO 28PR FEBRUARY, 1874.) 

1ttscntzb to 1atliamcnt, pursuant to Art 25 liTic, go. 1, sec. A. 

ABSTRACT of all Sites for Cities, Towns, and Villages, declared under the 4th section of the Act 25 
Victoria, No. 1 (from 1st to 28th February, 1874). 

City, Town, or Village. Area Thr7Thwn, 
or Area for Suburbs

ge.
. Locality. azette in Goverrnnbtich  

1874. Folio. 
County Gresham, Parish Spring- 17 Feb. ... 476 
brook, on the Boyd or Little 

Village Dalmorton ........... 

River. 

115 acres .............. 238 acres ............. 

County Ashburnham, Parish 17 Feb.... 476 Town Parkes ................ 404 acres ............. 656 acres ............. 
Currajong. 

[ad.] 431— 
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1873. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS tNDER OCCUPATION ACT OF 1861 AND AMENDMENT ACT OF 1873.) 

preovittla to 13arliament, purfivant to ctz 25 }Jtt. f4a. 2, aitb 36 }Jict. 1a. 25. 

Department of Lands, 
Mineral Lease Branch, 

Sydney, 31st July, 1873. 

His Excellency the Governor, with the advice of the Executive Council, has been pleased to approve of the following Additional 
Regulations under the "Crown Lands Occupation Act of 1861" and the "Amendment Act of 1873." 

JAMES S. FARNELL, 

ADDITIONAL REGULATIONS UNDER "CROWN 

LANDS OCCUPATION ACT, 1861." 

("Crown Lands Occupation Act Amendment Act of 1873.") 

Authority to select in form in Schedule.—Schedule A. 

From and after the first day of August, 1873, every 
authority to select on Crown Lands coal or other mineral lots 
issued under this Act shall be in the form set out in Schedule A, 
No. 2, hereto. 

Transfer to be endorsed on authority—Schedule A No. 2. 

There shall- be endorsed on the back of every such authority 
a form of transfer as set out in Schedule A hereto, and no 
other form will be recognized by the Department of Lands. 

Authority to include only one selection of land. 

Not more than one selection of land will be included in any 
such authority, but separate authorities will be issued to 
applicants for two or more selections. 

Authority transferable. 

Every such authority, and also any authority issued 
under the principal Act, the same being at the time unsatisfied, 
may be transferred in the manner and subject to the conditions 
hereinafter mentioned. - 

Authorities issued under the principal Act. 

Authorities issued under the principal Act shall be in 
force for two years from date of issue. 

worm of transfer to be signed by tranSferror and transferree before J.P. or 
Commissioner, and lodged at Lands Office, duly stamped and with fee 
paid. 

The form of transfer endorsed on the authority shall be 
filled up, stating truly the consideration money and other 
particulars required, and shall be signed by the transferror and 
transferree, in the presence of a Justice of the Peace or Com-
missioner for Affidavits, and shall be lodged, duly stamped, and 
accompanied by a certificate showing that fees, in accordance 
with the seventh (711k) regulation herein, have been paid at the 
office of the Colonial Treasurer, in Sydney. 

Fee on transfer. 

There shall be payable on every transfer a fee in accordance 
with the following scale —For minerals, other than gold or 
coal, at the rate of five (5) shillings for every twenty (20) acres 
so transferred;  and for coal, five (5) shillings for every. 80 acres 
or portion thereof so transferred. 

19 — 

On satisfaction and receipt of fee, fresh authority to issue but coterminato 
with original authority—Schedule A No. 2. 

On presentation of a transfer duly stamped, and bearing 
the certificate of the Colonial Treasurer, that the fees specified 
in section 7 hereof have been paid, the Secretary for Lands 
may, if no objection be found to exist, issue to the 
transferree, or to his agent on his behalf, a fresh authority in the 
form set forth in Schedule A hereto; but such authority shall 
be held to determine on the same day as the original or previous 
authority for which it is substituted. 

Where aulhority includes several selections, transfer form in Schedule Bto 
be used, and 5th, 6th, and 7th regulations cotn;hied with—Schedule B. 
—Original authority to remain in Lands Office, and separate autborities 
to issue for each selection of land not transferred, but to be cotermi. 
nate with original. - 

0. When the original authority issued previously to the date 
of these Regulations shall include two (2) or more selections, and 
it is desired to transfer any one or more of them, a transfer or 
transfers in the form set out in Schedule B shall be filled up 
and signed by the parties respectively, in the manner prescribed 
by the sixth (6th) regulation herein; and such authority and 
transfer or transfers shall be lodged as therein provided, and 
stamps shall be affixed and, fees paid in accordance with the 
sixth and seventh (7th) regulations herein, and thereupon 
the transferree shall be entitled to receive a fresh authority 
under the eighth (8th) regulation herein. The original authority 
shall be retained in the Lands Office, but in lieu thereof the 
original holder will be cntiticd to receive on application, without 
any payment whatsoever, a separate authority in the form set 
forth in Schedule A, for each selection not transferred, but each 
such authority will be held to determine on the same day as 
the original authority for which it is substituted. 

Issue of authority no guarantee of title. 

The issue of any authority hereunder shall not be deemed 
to be a guarantee of title by the Secretary for Lands in any way 
whatsoever. 

No transfer entertained which is partial by way of trust, &c., or on which 
dues are in arrear, &c. 

No partial transfer or transfer by way of mortgage or 
upon trust of any authority will be entertained, nor any transfer 
of any authority upon which any dues of the Crown are in 
arrear, or in respect to which the conditions or requirements of 
this Act have not been complied with. 

Amalpamatiom of Leases. 

Application for amalgamation—Schedule C. 

Any person desirous of amalgamating adjoining mineral 
selections shall apply to the Secretary of Lands in the form set 
forth in Schedule C hereto. 



2 

Application to be accompanied by certificate that fees have been paid on 
scale in 7th regulation—If refused, money will be returned. 

13. Every such application must be accompanied by a 
certificate stating that the fee for each selection, so proposed to be 
amalgamated according to the scale set forth in the seventh 
(7th) regulation herein, has been paid into the Treasury. 
In case of the refusal of the application, the money so deposited 
will be returned to the applicant. 
On satisfaction, &o., Governor, &c., may issue authority in form in 

Schedule D. - 
Upon being satisfied that such amalgamation will give 

greater facilities for the working of such adjoining mineral 
selections, - and that the terms of the Act under which the 
respective leases have been issued or promised, and the Regu-
lations thereunder and herein have been complied with,—the 
Governor, with the advice of the Executive Council, may 
authorize the amalgamation applied for; and applicant may be 
apprised thereof in the form set forth in Schedule D hereto. 
Amalgamated selections cousidered one lot for purposes of expenditure 

required by section 22, sub-section 3, of principal Act. 
When such amalgamation shall have been authorized as 

aforesaid, the selections so amalgamated shall be deemed one 
entire selection, so far as regards the expenditure thereon, 
required by the third (3rd) sub-section of the twenty-second 
(22nd) section of the principal Act and the Regulations there- 
under. 

No application entertained if dues in arresr, &c. 

No application will be entertained with reference to the 
amalgamation of any selections upon which any dues of the 
Crown are in arrear, or in respect to which the conditions or 
requirements of this Act, or the Regulations thereunder, have 
not been complied with. 

Governor, &c., may require statutory declaration. 

The Governor, with the advice of the Executive Council, 
may require any such applicant to make a statutory declaration, 
verifying the facts stated in the applications hereunder. 
Mineral leases deliverable only at Lands Office—Partial repeal of 78th 

regulation under principal Act.—Shedule H. 
So much of regulation No. 78 under the principal Act, 

as requires that leases from the Crown of mineral land shall be 
delivered at the Registrar General's Office, is hereby repealed. 
Such leases will hereafter be delivered at the Department of 
Lands, on production by the lessees or their agents of a 
certificate from the Colonial Treasurer that the fee of lOs. 6d. 
thereon has been paid into the Treasury. - 

SCHEDULE A. 

No. 1. 

Application for authority to select land for Mining pslrposes 
other than Gold Mining, under the "Crown Lands Occupation 
Act Amendment Act of 1873." 

(Address) 
(Date) 

Sir, 
I have the honor to enclose an authority still unsatisfied, 

issued to on the to select acres, 
portions of mineral land, which by endorsement thereon has 
been duly transferred to me, and to request that you will convey 
to me separate letters of authority to select in lieu thereof 

portions of like areas, together with the forms to be 
used in making the selections. 
I make this application under the provisions of the Crown 

Lands Occupation Act Amendment Act and the Regulations 
thereunder. - 

I have the honor to be, 
Sir, 

Your most obedient Servant, 

SCHEDULE A. 

No. 2. 

Ant horify to select land for Mining pwrposes other than Gold 
Mining, under the "Crown Lands Occupation Act of 1861." 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 187 

Sir, 
In compliance with the request contained in your appli- 

cation of the I am instructed by the Secretary 
for Lands to convey to you authority to select acres 
from any available Crown Lands, for the purpose of working 

subject, of course, to all prior claims and 
to all the conditions of the "Crown Lands Occupation Act of 
1861," and the Regulations founded thereon. 

2. This authority will be in force until the day of 
and if no unobjectionable selection be reported 

to this Department, prior to that date, it will be considered 
obsolete, and the first year's rent already paid will be forfeited. 

- I have the honor to be, 
Sir, 

Your most obedient servant,  

To be endorsed on heal- of authority. 

I, the within-named do hereby transfer 
all my right and interest in the within authority, to 

of his executors and administrators, 
for the sum of £ and hereby request that this transfer 
may be registered in the office of the Secretary for Lands. 

As witness our hands this day of 187 

(Signed) Transferror. 

In my presence,— 

J.P., or Commissioner for Affidavits. 

(Signed) Transferre. 

In my presence,— 

or Commissioner for Affidavits. 

I certify that the fees, specified in the 7th regulation under 
the "Crown Lands Occupation Act Amendment Act of 1873," 
have been paid hereon. 

The Treasury, 
(Date) 

Treasurer. 

The transfer must be duly stamped, and the Certificate obtained from 
the Treasury, before being presented for acceptance at the Department of 
Lands. 
Stamp duty—for every £100 of consideration money or any part thereof, 
lOs.; when the consideration is nominal, £1. 
The following are the fees payable at the Treasury on the transfer of 
unsatisfied authorities to select 
For coal-5s. for each selection of SO acres, or portion thereof. 
For minerals other than coal—Os. for each selection of 20 acres. 

SCHEDULE A. 

No.3. 

.Z%7otification of selection of land for Mining purposes other 
than Gold Mining, under the " Crown Lands Occupation 
Act Amendment Act of 1873." 

(Place) 
(Date) 

Sir, 

I have the honor to report to you that, in pursuance of the 
authority conveyed to in the letter of the Under Secretary 
for Lands, dated and 
transferred to by endorsement thereon dated 
I have selected the portion of Crown Lands hereunder 
described, for the purpose of working viz. 
acres, county of parish of situated 

boundedt 

I have the honor to be, 
Sir, 

Your most obedient seriant, 

The Honorable the Minister for Lands, Sydney. 

* State the particular mineral. 
f Here insert a full and precise description of the land. 

SCHEDULE B. 

Form of Transfer of one of several selections of mineral lands 
included in the swine authority, under" Crown Lands Occu-
pation Act Amendment Act of 1873." 

IN consideration of the sum of £ I 
do hereby transfer and assign to all my right 

to select acres from any available Crown Lands for the 
purpose of working - being selection No. 
of the land included in the authority conveyed to me in the 
letter of the Under Secretary for Lands, dated the 
day of 187 ; andl 
hereby request that this transfer may be registered in the office 
of the Secretary for Lands accordingly. 

As witness our hands, this day of 187 

Transferror. 
Signed in my presence— 

or Commissioner for Affidavits. 

Transferrec. 
Signed in my presendo— 

or Commissioner for Affidavits. 
The transfer must be duly stamped, and the Certificate obtained from 
the Treasury, before being presented for acceptance at the Department of 
Lands. 
Stamp duty—for every £100 at consideration money or any part thereof, 
lOs.; when the consideration is nominal, £1. 
The following are the fees payable at the Treasury on the transfer of 
unsatisfied authorities to select 
For coal—Os. for each selection of 80 acres, or portion thereof. 
For minerals other than coal-5e. for each selection of 20 acres. 



1 41 

SOIrEDULR C. 

Application to amalgamate adjoining mineral lot:, under" Crown 
Lands Occupation Act Amendment Act of 1873." 

(Address) 
(Date) 

Sir, 
I have the honor to apply, under the provisions of the 

"Crown Lands Occupation Act Amendment Act of 1873," for 
the amalgamation of my several adjoining mineral selections, 
enumerated in the schedule hereunder, and to request they may 
hereafter be considered and dealt with as one entire lot, in 
terms of the 15th of the Additional Regulations under the 
"Crown Lands Occupation Act of 1861." 
1 append a certificate from the Colonial Treasurer, showing 
that I have paid the amalgamation fees and the rents now due 
on the selections referred to; and I have otherwise complied 
with all the requirements of the Crown Lands Occupation Act 
and the Regulations. 

Area.Situation. Date of 
Selection. 

Annual 
Rent. No. ol Lease. 

I have the honor to be, - 
Sir, 

Your most obedient servant, 

I certify that has paid the amalgamation fees on 
this application, required by the 13th regulation under the 
"Crown Lands Occupation Act Amendment Act of 1873." 
I further certify that all rents now due on the selections 
herein specified have been paid. 

Colonial Treasurer. 
The Treaáury, Sydney. 

Amalgamation Fee:. 

For coal-5s. for each selection of 80 acres or portion thereof. 
For minerals other than coal-59. for each selection of 20 acres. 

SCmEDULE D. 

I'Totiflcatioss of authority to amalgamate adjoining mineral lots, 
under " Crown Lands Occupation Act Amendment Act of 
1s73." 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 187 

Sir, 
In reference to the request made in your letter of the 

I am directed by the Secretary for Lands to inform you that 
His Excellency the Governor, with the advice of the Executive 
Council, has been pleased to approve of the several mineral 
selections, enumerated in the schedule appended to your letter, 
being amalgamated, in terms of the 3rd section of the " Crown 
Lands Occupation Act Amendment Act of 1873." 

I have the honor to be, 
Sir, 

Your most obedient servant, 

Under Secretary. 

SCREDULaE. 

Treasurer': Certificate of Fees paid. 

I certify that has paid into the Colonial Treasury 
the sum of £ being the amount of fees payable on 
delivery of his mineral leases, Nos.. as required by the 
18th of the Additional Regulations under the "Crown Lands 
Occupation Act of 1861." I further certify that all rents due 
thereon have been paid. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-187. 
[3d.] 

-t 
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1873. 

[LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(LEASEHOLDERS OF, IN DISTRICT OF PATRICK'S PLAINS.) 

Ordered by tile Legislative Assembly to be printed, 25 September, 1873. 

RETURN to an Order, made by. the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 
South Wales, dated 11 February, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of 
this House,— 

A Return showing the names of all Persons who are now Leaseholders. 
of Crown Lands in the District of Patrick's Plains, stating the localities 
and areas of land held by each, and the term for which each lease extends, 

"as well as the amount of rent paid for the current year by each Lease-. 
"holder. 

A Return of the names of all Persons who, having been Leaseholders 
of Crown Lands within the last two years in the District of Patrick's. 

"Plains, have terminated their leases, or have not paid the current year's. 
"rent, stating also the localities and areas for which such leases were held. 
"respectively, and the dates at which they severally expired." 

(Mr. W. C. Browne.) 

93— 
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CROWN LANDS. 

No. 1. 
A RETUBN showing the names of all Persons who are now Leaseholders of Crown Lands in the District 

of Patrick's Plains. 

AUCTION LEASES—ANNUAL LEASES. 

2ames. County. Place. Date of tale. Area. Rent. 

a. r.p. £s,d. 
Durham .......... Ravensworth ... 24 April, 1867 ... 640 0 0 2 0  0 

A. Bowman ........................... ,, ,, 26 Mar., 1866 ... 750 0 0 2 6 20 
G. Brooker ........................... ,, 24 April, 1867 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ,, ... 640 0  0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 640 0  0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

- ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

B. Carey ... ........................... ,, 27 Feb., 1863 ... 840 0 0 6 I' 3 
J. Clendenning ........................ ,, 26 Mar., 1866 ... Soo 0 0 2 10 0 

,, ,, ,, ... 60 0  0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 2,000 0 0 3 2 6 

,, 29 Sept., 1868 ... 640 0 0 2 0  0 

John Alford ............................. 
... 

,, i6 May, 1850 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 

,, ,, ,,- ... 640 0  0 2 0 0 
,,  ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

.............................. 
... 

,, ,, ,, ... 
Nov., 20 1866 ... 6.o 

640 
0 0 0 2 

2 
0 0 0 0 ,, Dyrring 0 

F. M'Dougal ........................... ,, Darlington 26 Mar., x866 ... 800 0 0 2 10 0 

Josiah Hamilton ........................ 
John Lethbridge ........................ 

Edward Peters ........................ ,, z6 Nov., 1868 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0- 
Northumberland 

............. 

Yore ................ 20 Nov., 1866 ... - 850 0 0 3 16 7 

Lethbriclge, Bros......................... 
Thoe. Martin ........................... 

17 June, 1851 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
... ... 

,, ,, 29 June, 1854 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
R. A. lRodd ............................. 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
W. Russell ............................. Durham ....... ... 

,, 

... 

Liddell .............. 

i6 May, 2849 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, 

Gotha .............. 

,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, 13 May, 1852 ... 640 0 0 - 2 0 0 ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

Col. Wilkinson ........................ ,, 

Sedgefield ...........
Biersehell ........... 

24 April, 1867 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

Dyrring .............. 
Tangorin ........... 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, 6 Nov., i868 ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

J. White ..... .............................. ..... 

,, ......... ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, 

Stanhope .......... 

25 April, 2870 ... 750 0 0 2 7 0 
Thos. Balls ........................... ,, 26 Mar., 1866 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
E. Vickery .............................. 

... 

,, 24 Feb., 1865 ... 64o 0 0 2 0 0 

Geo. P. Bowman ........................ 

Geo. Hanmer ........................ ,, 

Howick ............. 

26 Mar., i866 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

Ed. Wall ................................. 

,, 9 Jan., 2872 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
John M'Kewin ........................ ,, 

... 

Carrow .............. 

Tangorin ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, 

Mirannie .......... 

. ,, ... 2,200 0 0 3 5 0 ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, 

Stanhope .......... 
Foy ................ 

,, . ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 
Wm. Durham, Junr .................. Northumberland 

... 
Tangovin .......... 

Milbrodale 24 Jan., 1872 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

Francis Wilkinson ................. .... ... Liebeg .............. 

,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

... 
Liebeg ................. 

,,  ... 640 0 0 9 2 0 Wm. Durham .. .......................,, 
Parnell ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 lRegd. Blailand ...................... ... 800 0. 0 2 10 0 

Richard Carter......................... 

... 6o 0 0 2 0 0 
Hunter .............

,, 

. 

,, . ,, 60 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 800 0 0 2 20 0 

700 0 0 2 3 10 ,, ... 800 0 0 2 10 0 
,, ,, 

Warkworth 
800 0 0 2 20 

2 
0 
6 Eliza M'Gowan ..................... ,, ,, ... 1,000 0 0 3 ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

" ................. 

Stanhope ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
Wm. Kieley ........................... ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 o o 
John Graham ........................ ,, 

.. 

Whybrow ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
Hunter ............ ,, ,, ... 960 0 0 3 0 0 

F. Schiel ............................... Durham .......... 
.. .. 

Tangorin ,, ... 640 0 0•  2 0 0 E. Parnell ............................... 
Jas. Arthur ............................. Durham .......... ... 

Total ... 42,290 0 0 143 27 6 

LARGE 
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LARGE PRE—EMPTIVE LEASES—ANNUAL LEASES. 

Namer. County. Place. Gazette Notice. Area. Rent, 

John Alford ........................... Ravensworth ...... 8 Feb., 1871 ... 
a. r. p. 

x,o6o 0 0 
£ s. d. 

3 6 4 
,, ,, ... 

27 July, i868 ... 
640 0 0 

640 0 0 

2 0 0 

2 0 0 
,, Mirannie  . . .  640 0 0 2 0 0 

James Arthur .......................... 

,,  . . .  640 0 0 2 0 0 
,,   . . .  640 0 0 2 0 0 

-  • . .  640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, Glendon  ... 

.. 

60 0 •0 2 0 0 

G-lendon .......... 

... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

..Durham ........ ... 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
St. Julian  . . .  60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,,  . . .  640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, Tangorin 

.. 

 . . .  640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, 

,,  
Mirannie ..........6 

... 
Aug., 1868 

60 0 0 

640 0 0 

2 0 0 

2 0 0 ... 
. 640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 

. 

Jan., 1849 ... 

60 0 0 2 0 0 

John Boyce ............................ 

George Bowman Ravensworth 
... i,o8o 0 0 3 7 6 

,, ...... . I r,18o 0 0 3 14 0 ...................... 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

B. Bigge and . Paigrave R 
.. 

29 Jan., 1849 ... 
640 0 0 
640 0 0 

2 0 0 
2 0 0 

... I ,o6o 0 0 3 6 4 

... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 840 0 0 2 II 8 

Dyrring ............. 

... 1,164 0 0 3 12 8 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, .. 640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
. 60 0 0 2 0 0 
,, 640 0 0 2 0 0 

960 0 0 3 0 0 
960 0 0 3 0 0 
960 0 0 3 0 0 
640 0 0 2 0 0 
640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, i,i8o 0 0 3 14 0 
,, 670 0 0  2 2 0 

1,155 0 0 3 12 4 

Northumberland 
,, 

x July, x868 
I,160 0 0 
640 0 0 

3 12 8 
2 0 0 

640 0 o 2 0 0 

Reginald Blaxiand ................... Vere ................. 

,,  
17 Feb., 1863 

60 0 0 
640 0 0 

2 0 0 
2 0 0 Edward Drake ........................ 

Durham ........... 
8 Sept., 1863 960 0 0 3 0 0 

William Nowland .......... ............... 
... 
Northumberland 

Auckland ........... 

xx Aug., 1865 60 0 0 3 0 0 
John Kenehan ......................... 

Durham ..... . ... 

Broughton ........ 
Wittingham .......
Broughton ......... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, 640 0 0 2 0 0 

.. ..ix May, 1850 

,, 640 0 0 2 0 0 

R. Lethbridge ....................... .. 

J. Lethbridge ... ..................... ,, 
,, 

8 Feb., x851 ... 
640 0 0 
640 0 0 

2 0 0 
2 0 0 

Lethbridge Bros. ..................... 

. 

,, 

Shenstone ............
,, 

Dyrring ............ 
,, ... 

Oct., 1857 ... 
640 o o 
1,100 0 0 

2 0 0 
3 9 0 ..9 

... 640 0 o 2 0 0 

... 640 0 o 2 0 0 

. .  

,,   ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
... 

. I Jan., 1849 ... 

640 0 0 2 0 0 
... 640 0 o 2 0 0 

" ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

William Russell. ...... .. ............. ... ,, Liddell ............ 
... 640 0 o 

640 0 0 
2 0 0 
2 0 0 

,, ... 640 o o 2 0 0 
. 

,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
.., 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ... i,i8o 0 0 3 14 0 

,, ,, ... 640 0 o 2 0 0 
,, ... 640 0 0 

12 0 0 
,, ... 640 o o 2 0 0 

... 64o 0 0 2 0 0 

... 1,000 0 0 3 2 8 
,, ... 640 o o 2 0 0 

Herachell 
,, ... 
,, ... 

640 0 0 
640 0 0. 

2 0 0 
2 0 0 

,, ... 640 0 o 2 0 0 
,, ... 800 0 o 2 20 0 
,, .. 1,021 0 0 3 4 0 ,,  ......... ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 920 0 0 2 27 8 
', ... 740 0 0 2 6 4 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ... 60 0 . 0 2 0 0 

... 640  0 0  2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 640 0 0 - 2 0 0 
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LARGE PRE-EMPTIVE LEASES, &c.—continued. 

Names. County. P1ac. 

1 

GzteNotiee Area. Rent. 

Herschel .......... xi Jan., 1849.... 
a. 
640 0 

r.p. 
0 2 

£.d. 
0 0 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
Durham ........... 

,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
-  ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... Soo 0 0 2 10 0 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ... 64o 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 
... 640 0 0 2 0 6 

,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 60 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

... 64o 0 0 2 0 0 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 
,, .... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

William Russell ...................... 

,, ,, 

... 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
............ ,, ,, ... 6o 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

Foy .................. 

,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

Lethbridge, Bros. .................. 
,. ............ 

Dar]ington 
,, 

17 Mar., 1870 
... 
... 

640 
640 

0 
0 
0 
0 

2 

2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

... 

,,  

... 

xx Jan., 1849 
... 
... 

64o 
640 

0 
0 
0 
0 

2 

2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 

,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

William Ru.ssell ...................... 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

Coorangoola ....... 

... i,x8o 0 0 3 54 0 
,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, .. 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,,- ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, . ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, .. 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 6o 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0- 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 6o 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ,.. 60 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0.0 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 640 0 o 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, - ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

20 May, 186 
... 64o 

640 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2 

2 
0 
0 
0 
0 

James White ........................ ,, 

,, 
,,- . 57 Mar., 1857 

23 Aug., x8o 

.., 

... 

... 
640 
640 

0 
0 
0 
0 

2 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 

, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, 
,, 

. 

,..............- 
,............. 

,, 
14 Feb., 1854 

... 

... 
60 
640 

0 
0 
0 
0 

2 
2 

0 
0 
0 
0 
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LARGE PRE-EMPTIVE LEASES, &c.—oontin'uecl. 

Names. Couuty. Place. azette rotice. Area. Bent. 

a. r.p. £s.d. 
James White ........................ Durham ............ . 12 April, a866 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
William Waddell, junr. ............ ,, Dyrring ............ IS May, 1869 ... 770 0 0 2 8 2 
George Brooker ..................... ,, 

Savoy ............. 

ax Sept., 1868 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, .,. 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, 

. 

,, ... 640 0 0 . 2 0 0 

,, 

Mirannie ..........

Glendon ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, ,, ,, ... 960 0 0 3 0 0 
,, ,, ... 960 0 0 3 0 0 

,, ........... 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
Hunter ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0  0 

,. ............ ,, ,, ... 700 0 0 2 3 9 
Hunter ............. 

,, 
ax Sept., a86 

... 

.. 
750 
640 

0 
0 
0 
0 

2 6 
2 0 

xi 
0 

,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,...............
Durham............. 

,, ,, 

.. 

,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,,  ... 6o 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ,, - x86r ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, - 1857 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, - x8o ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 64o 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, 

,............. 
Glendon ........... 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 
,, Savoy 1849 ... x,x8o 0 0 3 14 0 

Henry Rourke .......................... 

,, 

.. 

.. 

,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

George Brooker ...................... 

,, ,, ,, 
17 Mar., 1870 

... 

... 
640 
750 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2 0 
2 6 
0 
xi 

John Edward Noble ............... Durham ............ 12 Aug., 1870 ... 66o 0 0 2 I 4 Andrew Loder ........................ Northumberland Ovingham 21 June, 1869 ... 960 0 0 3 0 0 Lethbridge, Bros ...................... 

Hunter ............. 

29 June, 1866 ... 750 0 0 2 6 10 
,, ,, 

. 

7 Dec., 1866 ... 1,050 0 0 8 
,, 7 Dec" 1869 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

Alexander Bowman.................... 

J. B. Christian ........................ 

Durham............. 

Leamington ........
Coorangoola ........ 
Coorangoola ....... 

14 June, 1872 ... 900 0 0 2 16 4 

................... 

,, ... 900 0 0 2 16 4 
Northumberland 

.. 

Harrowby ......... i6 July, 1872 ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, 

Leamington .......

Dalton ,, ... 700 0 0 2 3 10 

William Nowland ..................... 

,, o Sept., 1872 .... 870 0 0 2 14 4 Wollombi .......... 
,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

Reginald Blaxiand .................... 
James Lynch ........................... 
Reuben Butler ........................... 
John Oobcroft ........................... 
Thomas Drinan ..................... 

Hunter ............. 

Durham ............ 

. 

,, 
26 Mar., 1872 

... 

... 
640 
640 
0 
0 
0 
0 
. 2 0 
2 0 
0 
0 ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 

..

. 

.. 

.. 

..,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 
Charles Parndll......................... Northumberland 

Auckland ........... 

......... i8 Oct., 1872 
... 
... 

640 
640 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2 0 
2 0 
0 
0 Parnell ............. 

. ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ... ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ... 

Tangoun .......... . 

,, ... 64o 0 0 2 0 0 
... 

,............... 
,................. 

,, ... 750 0 0 2 6 ix ,, ... ,, ... 1,000 0 0 3 2 6 
21 Nor., 1872 ... 690 0 0 2 3 2 ,, 

,................. 
,................. 

,, ... 68o 0 0 2 2 6 
Jacob Ritter............................ 
George Loder ......................... 
Thomas Dinan ......................... 

Durham.............. 

,, 

,................. Foy ................ 
Liebeg .............. 
Tangoun ,, 

... 

... 
1,210 
640 
0 
0 
0 
0 3 15 

2 0 
8 
0 ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ,, ,, ... 640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ,, ,, ... 60 0 0 2 0 0 

John Moore ............................ . Mirannie ,, ... 1,304 00 3 9 0 
164,624 0 0 511 19 8 

*2 12 8 
Total area, 164,624 acres. 

514 12 4 Annual rent, £514 125. 4d. Total ......... £ 
* Omitted—page I. 

UNDEFINED LEASES. 

Names. - County. Place. GazetteNotice. Area. 
1 

Durham.....  ... .... Broughton 31 Oct., 1862 ... 300 
a.r.p. 
0 0 I 

£s.cI. 
0 0 J. Alton ...................... ........ 

Thomas Balls ......................... ,, Foy ................ 
. 

I Feb., 1866 ... 420 0 0 I 6 
Francis Balls ........................ 
Thomas Burnes 

,, 
. 

,, ,, ... 
,, ... 

120 
120 
0 
0 
0 
0 

I 0 
0 
0 
0 ,, Savoy Aug., x865 ... 340 0 0 I I 4 ,, 31 Oct., 1862 ... 300 0 0 1 0 0 

...................... 
Ann Cordwell ......................... 

,, 
................II 

27 Jan., 1863 ... 300 0 0 1 0 0 Wm. Ounneen .........................
Michael Down ......................... ,, 

Broughton ....... 
Vane ................
Coorangoola ,, ... 333 0 0 1 0 10 
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UNDEFINED LEASES—coatjsn,ied. 

Names. County. Place. Date of 
Gazette Notice. Area. Rent. 

Henry Eagle ........................... Broughton 31 Oct., 1862 
a. 
300 

r.p. 
0 0 

£ 
I 
s.d. 
0  0 

Wm. Frazer ........................... 
Durham ......... . 

Dyrring ............ ...z Feb., 1866 120 0 0 £ 0 0 
John Grainger ........................ 24 July, 1866 300 0 0 I 0 0 ........... 

Northumberland. 10 Mar., 1866 240 0 0 I 0  0 
Durham .......... 

. .  

Broughton 24 Nov., 1863 630 0 0 I 19 4 

Eliz. Hely ............................. 

Thos. Xermode ........................ 

. .  

27 Jan,, 2863 240 0  0 I 0 0 

Robert Hynes ......................... 

Henry Kilian ........................ 31 Dec., 1867 300 0 0 I 0  0 
Conrad Moss... ........................ 12 April, 1866 400 0 0 I 5 0 

. .  

. .  

10 Mar., 2863 240 0 0 I 0 0 Daniel M'Dermott ...................orthumberland. 
Francis M'Manus .................. Durham ............ 

. .  

Gatha .............. 

24 Nov., 1863 220 0 0 I 0  0 
John Ed. Noble ................. .... ,, 

. 

Vere ................. 

,, ' i Feb., 1866 300 0  0 I 0 0 

,, 8 Feb., 1864 120 0 0 I 0  0 

,, 

Coorangoola ....... 

Liebeg ............ .7 Mar., 186 384 0 0 I 4 0 

Foy ................ 
Liebeg .............. 

,, 1 2 Apl., 1866 400 0  0 I 5 0 
,, 

Yore ................. 
Coorangoola ....... 

Mirannie ........... 

30 July, 1868 

.. 

120 0  0 I 0  0 

........... 

,, Savby ............... 

.. 

Dec., 1868 120 0 0 I 0 0 
,, 

. .  

Broughton 6 July, 1868 600 0 0 I 17 6 

Thos. Power .......................... 
Simon Richards, junior .............. 

John Hagan ............................. 
Thos. Hassali, junior ................. 

......... ,, 

Tangorin .......... 

31 Dec., 5867 

. 7 

600 0 0 I 27 6 
,, 

Narwood .......... 
,, 30 June, 1870 120 0 0 I 0 0 

Robert Wood .......................... 

,, 3 Feb., 5870 ... 120 0 0 I 0 0 

Michael Cunneen ........... 
Patrick Reynolds ................... .... 

,, Darlington 3 Mar., 2870 ... 120 0 0 I 0 0 Edward Haywaid .................... 
,, 30 July, 1868 ... 120 0 0 I 0 0 
,, 31 Dec., 2867 ... 240 0 0 I 0 0 

Joseph Strumey ..................... 24 July, 1866 ... 150 0 0 I 0 0 

J. H. Hagan .......................... 
John Wilkinson ...................... 

Tangorin ........... 

,, 32 Dec., 1867 ... 220 0 0 I 0 0 
Summers Robinson .................. ,, 

Liebeg ............. 

Marwood ......... 21 June, 1869 ... 300 0 0 1 0 0 
Geo. Cuttendon ............ ......... ..... 

A. A. Campbell ..................... 

....,, 

28 Api., 1870 ... 300 0 0 I 0 0 
Jas. E. Davys ........................ ,, 

.... 

Gotha ............. 

i6 Mar., 1869 ... 220 0 0 I 0 0 
Geo. Brooker ............ ............. 

... 

... 
Dyrring .......... 

. 

32 Jan., 1866 ... 550 0 0 I 0 0 
Edward Pitt .......................... Northumberland. 

... 
Herseheil ........... 
Gotha ............. 

-  1870 .. 276 0 0 I 0 0 
Durham ............ 

Vere .................. 
Liddeli .............. 24 Oat., 2870 ... 120 0 0 I 0 0 

,, ........... 

.. 
,, 26 Oct., 1870 ... 300 0 0 I 0 0 

,, Savoy ............... 2 Dec., 1869 ... 240 0 0 I 0 0 

Thos. Mettle ................. . ...... ,, 
,, ... 

3 Api., 1871 ... 
375 
120 

0 
0 
0 
0 

I 
i • 
3 
0 
5 
0 

Wm. and Eliza Ruseil ............ .. 

,, 26 Mar., 2867 ... 400 0 0 I 5 0 
Lethbridge Bros. ..................... ,, 

Liddell .............. 
Vere ................ 
Coorangoola ,, ... 500. 0 0 I II 3 

Francis White .......................... 

D. M'Nulty ............................. 
. .  

,, 
,, 

,, 
Broughton 

.. 

,, ... 
22 Jan., 1872 ... 

480 
300 

0 
0 
0 
0 

I 
I 
10 
0 
0 
0 

Jacob Ritter .................... ....... 

. .  

,, 9 Feb., 1872 ... 450 0 0 I 8 2 
J. C. Cordwell .......................... 

Northumberland. 31 May, 1872 ... 270 0 0 I 0 0 Jonas Johnson .......................... 
B. Brosi .............................. 

. .  

Durham ............ 

Foy .................. 
Vere ................ 

6 Sept., 1872 ... 390 0 0 i. 4 6 
Henry Kilion .........................,, 

. 
.  

Foy ......... 
,,  ... 250 0 0 I 0 0 

R. E. Hobden .......................... 

. 

Leamington ,, ... 350 0 0. I 2 0 
J. Hassall .............................. Durham ............ 3 Dec., 1872 ... 300 0 0 I 0 0 

,, Stanhope ,, ... 120 0 0 I 0 0 
. 
Hunter ............. 

,, 

. Savoy ............. 

Sedgefield ,, 240 0 0 I 0 0 
C. Wall ................................ 
G. H. Campbell ....................... 

TOTAa .......... i,008 0 0 61 

No. 2. 

A RETURN of the names of all Persons who, having been Leaseholders of Crown Lands within the last 

two years in the District of Patrick's Plains, have terminated their leases, or have not paid the current 
year's rent. 

AUCTION LEASES. 

Names. County. Place. Date of Sale. Area. Rent. Date of 

a.r.p. Le d. 
Northumberland. May, 1850 640 0 0 2 0 0 31 Dec., 1872. 
,, ,, 27 Feb., 1851 640 0 0 2 0 0 31 Dec., 1871. 

Thomas Hassall ......... .Durham ............ ............ 20 Jan., 1864 11150 0 0 3 12 0 32 Dec., 1872. 
John Lethbridge .......... .. ,, ........ 

Herscheil .......i6 

.Savoy 
May, 1850 640 0 0 2 0 0 31 Dec., 2872. 

,, 
Tangorin .......i6 
,, 

. 

,, 60 0 0 2 0 0 11 
,, Dyrring 20 Nov., 1866 640 0 0 2 0 0 32 Dec., 1872. Thos. Martin .............. 

.  

.
Northumberland 27 Feb., 1851 1,050 0 0 3 15 0 L. C. L. M'Donald ........ 

Wm. Redman ............ H .unter ............. 24 July, 1868 640 0 0 2 0 0 31 Dec., 1871. 

John Cobcroft .............. 

Patrick Reynolds Durham ............ 
.  
.Marwood ........ 22 Dec., 1865 900 0 0. 2 16 4 

Geo. P. Bowman 26 Nov., 1868 1,100 0 0 3 8 - 
,, ,, 1,100 0 0 3 8 8 31 Dec., 1872. 

Thos. Drinan ............ 

Carrow ..........

Tangorin 9 Jan., 1872 640 0 0 2 0 0 
640 0 0 2 0 0 

..,, 

640 0 0 2 0 0 
640 0 0 2 0 0 

John M'Kowan• 640 0 0 2 0 0 
Wm. Durham ............ Milbrodale ... 24 Jan., 1872 800 0 0 4 14 0 
Regd. Biaxland .......... 

N.orthumberland, 
Parnell ,, 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, 640 0 0 2 0 0 

,, 60 0 0 2 0 0 

Hunter .............

,, ,, ,, 640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, ,, 640 0 0 2 0 0 ......... 

Total ....... 16,340 0 0' 53 14 8 
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LARGE PRE-EMPTIVE LEASES. 

Name. County. Place. Area. Rent. Date of Gazette. Date of Expiration. 

a. r.p. £s.d. 
Ravensworth... 864 0 0 2 14 I 17 Mar., 1870 31 Dec., 1872. 

,, Broughton ... 960 0 0 3 0 0 8 Sept., 1863 ,, 
R.Hobden .................. Leamington ... 960 0 0 3 0 0 II Jan:, 1849 31 Dec., 1871. 

,, 640 0 0 2 0 
John Noble ..... .......... 

Durham ........... 

Durham ......... Coorangoola 11400 0 0 4 7 8 9 Sept., 1862 11 

Hunter .............

Northumberland Warkworth 700 0 0 2 3 9 7 April, 1868 31 Dec., 1872. 
,,  640 0 0 2 0 0 

Edwd. Alford ............. 

Sedgefield 640 0 0 2 0 0 12 Aug., 1870 11 

R. Barber .................... 

Lethbridge Bros... ........ 

. 

Coorangoola 500 0 0 I II 3 7 Dec., 1866 31 Dec., 1871. 

. 

480 0 0 I 10 0 ,, ... 

Durham .......... 

Northumberland 

. 

400 0 0 I 5 0 26 Mar., 1867 

Wm. Ramsay ............. 

Wm. Russell ............... Durham ............ 

.. 

.Ravensworth 640 0 0 2 0 0 9 Oct., 1871 31 Dec., 1872. E. Vicker.y ............... 640 o 0 2 0 0 9 Jan,, 1871 

W. M'Alpine, senr........ 

D. M'Nulty ................. 

640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, 

. 

640 0 0 2 0 0 
,, 640 0 0 2 0 0 

640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 

,, 60 0 0 2 0 0 
640 0 0 2 0 0 

Wm. Russell ............... 

Vere .............. 

Ravensworth 640 0 0 2 0 0 
Lethbridge Bros. ......... 

Foy .............. 

Dyrring ......... 640 0 0 2 0 0 16 June, 1871 
,, 640 0 0 2 0 0 

... 

640 0 0 2 0 0  ,, Gazetted since 
R. Blaxiand................ 

... 

Northumberland Harrowly 640 0 0 2 0 0 i6 July, 1872 

. .  

640 0 0 2 0 0 ,, ... taken up and 
Jas. Lynch ................. ,, Dalton 700 0 0 2 3 10 ,, ... paid for. 

,,' ,, 700 0 0 2 3 10 

,, 700 0 0 2 3 10 ,, J 
Total .................. .19,244 0 0 60 3 3 

UNDEFINED LEASES. 

Names. County. Place. Area. Rent. Date of Expiration. 

a. r.p. £s.d. 
Wm. Andrews ......................... Broughton xo 0 0 I 0 0 Dec., 1872. 
Jas. Andrews ........................ ,.. ......... ,, - . ic 0 0 I 0 o Dec., 1871. 
Jas. Allen ................... ........... Hunter ............ 540 0 0 I 13 9 Dec.,. 1872. Joseph Butler ............ ............ Northumberland. 150 0 0 1 0 0 

.. 

300 0 0 I 0 0 Henry Dries ............................

Thos.Kermode 

. . 
,, 300 0 0 1 0 0 

Dec., 
Andrew Dries ......................... 

,, 
Ooorangoola 
,, 

150 0 0 , .300 0 0 I- 0 0 
I 0 0 

1871. 
Dec., 1872. 

.......................... 

John Hassett ......................... 120 0 0 i o Dec., 1871. 
Conrad Moss ........................... ,, Liebeg & Foy 220 0 0 1 0 0 ,, 

Chas. Knight ......................... 

,, ,, 300 0 0 I 0 0 Dec., 1872. 
. 
,, Broughton 150 0 0 I 0 0 11 

Christn. Nelson ...................... 
Thos. O'Brien ......................... 

,, Foy & Liebeg 150 0 0 I 0 0 Dec., 1871. W. Schnierer ......................... 
D. G. Shearer ............ ..... ........ ,, Broughton 300 0 0 I 0 0 
John Williams, junr. ........ ....... . Shenstone 150 0 0 I 0 0 
John Williams, senr. ............... 

Durham ........... 

150 0 0 I 0 0 
Wm. Waddell ........................ ,, 

... 

120 0 0 I 0 0 
Eben. Vickery ........................ 

Durham ........... 

... 

90 0 0 I 0 0 Dec., 1872. 

Auburn .............. 

300 0 0 I 0 0 
James Suttor ........................ ,, Coôrangoola 300 0 0 I 0 0 

. .  

240 0 0 I 0 0 
,, 240 0 0 I 0 0 Dec., 1871. 
Northumberland Orringham 120 0 0 I 0 0 

Francis Parmeter ..................... Wakworth 120 0 0 I 0 0 Dec., 1872. 
Isaac Lancaster ...................... 

,, 
,, 

.. 

Liddell ............... 
,................ 

Dyrring ............... 

,, 
Broughton 

120 0 0 
ISo 0 0 

- I 0 0 
I 0 0 Dec., 1871- 

.......... 

Coorangoola 240 0 0 I 0 0 Dec., 1872. 

William Forster ....................... 

,, Savoy ............... I 0 0 Dec., 1871. 
,, : 

.. 

.. 

.. 

120 0 0 i o Dec., 1872. 

Jas. Andrews .......................... 
Durham ........... 

,, Ravensworth 339 0 0 I I 3 

John Adaway ......................... 
Francis White .......................... 

David Power ...... ..................... ,, 100 0 0 I 0 0 

John A. Wellard ....................... 
Patrick H. Walsh .................... 

,, Marwood 300 0 0 I 0 0 
Northumberland 

Howick .............. 

582 0 0 I 16 5 Wm. S. Snape ......................... 
Ptk. Reynolds, junr. ............... Durham .......... 

.. 

Gotha ............... 

Stanhope 120 0 0 I 0 0 Dec., 1871. 
Summers Robinson .................... 

Thos. E. Burton ..................... . Darlington 8o 0 0 1 0 0 
Peter Gett .............................. 240 0 0 I 0 0 
John Jordan ..... ................ ...... ,, Stanhope 

..240 0 0 

120 0 0 I 0 0 

Broke ............ ......

Sedgefield 120 0 0 I 0 0 
Edward Peters, junr. ............... 

... 

Stanhope 600 0 0 . I 17 6 
Henry Moore ........................ 

... 

540 0 0 I 13 9 LGazetted, but 
John M'Kenzie, junr................... 

Liebeg .............. 

Stanhope 600 0 0 I 17 6 f never paid for. Peter S.latter ........................... 

... 

... ... 
Rouchell 600 0 0 I 17 6 

A. E. Shaddock ........................ 
Peter M'Donald ..................... 

... 
Dyrring.............. 

360 0 0 I 2 6 T. M'Donald ........................... ... Northumberland Warkworth 220 0 0 I 0 b 
Anthony Howard ..................... ..Durham ......... 

Foy ................. 
420 0 0 I 6 4 ) 

Total 

.Howick .............. 
...................... II,121 0 0 49 16 6 

[6d.J 
Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1873. 
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1873. 

LEGISL&TrVE ASSEMELY. 

NE W SOUTh WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(PETITION OF FREE-SELECTORS AT TUMBLETON CREEK, IN REFERENCE TO DUMMY SELECTIONS.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 2 October, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned, Free-selectors, and Farmers of Tumbleton Creek, near 
Young,— 

BESPEOTFULLY SHOWETR :- 

That your Petitioners, whose names are hereunto affixed, most humbly petition your Honorable 
House that justice may be done to them, as they have suffered and are still suffering to a very great 
extent, from the way in which the Land Act is evaded in the district in which they reside, and adjoining 
districts, by the amount of dummy selections which are made around them, - thus preventing men who 
would be bonftde conditional purchasers from taking up land available for farming purposes, and from 
residing on it and improving it—men who would, if it were not for dummy selections, reside on and 
improve the land, and thus assist to populate the country, and to raise food for all local and Colonial 
requirements. 

That by the wholesale way -in which dummy selections are made, not only your Petitioners but a 
very large portion of the people of the country are prevented from availing themselves of the public 
lands of the Country. 

That your Petitioners most humbly pray that the Land Act may be carried out in its integrity, 
and also that all lands taken up by dummy selections may be cancelled, and that the land so cancelled 
may be open for fresh selection. 

19 September, 1873. 

[Here follow 77 Signatures.] 

[3I.] 106— 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(PETITION OF CERTAIN INRABITANTS OF CAMDEN, IN REFERENCE TO DUMMY SELECTORS.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 29 October, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 
The humble Petition of the undersigned Conditional Purchasers, Freeholders, and others, resident 
at Broughton Vale, Wood Hill, and Broger's Creek, in the County of. Camden,— 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SuowETil :- 

That Petitioners are deeply interested in the disposal of the Public Lands of the Colony, and 
they believe that the time has arrived for revising and amending the law regulating the alienation and 
occupation of the Lands of the Crown. 

That Petitioners fully approve of the sysern of conditional purchase before survey, with deferred 
payment. 

That as the privilege of conditional purchase has been fraudulently taken advantage of by fictitious 
purchasers, under practices designated and usually known as "dummyism," Petitioners pray that such 
practices be legally suppressed, and that the law be so framed as to guard the bond fide selector in the 
exercise of his just rights—any attempt to fraudulently violate such rights being made penal, and the 
purchases thereby affected declared void and forfeited to the Crown. 

That Petitioners, having large experience in farming pursuits, are of opinion that the period of 
three years now allowed for improvements on conditional purchases is too limited, causing great hardship 
and inconvenience; they therefbre respectfully pray that the said time be extended to six years, or such 
other period as the discretion of your Honorable House may determine. 

That Petitioners consider the interest now required on balances due for conditional purchases as 
practically oppressive, and pray that said interest be applied in liquidation of such balances, or, as an 
alternative, should your Honorable House approve, Petitioners would beg leave to suggest that interest on 
the balances be altogether abolished, and that on the required improvements being completed and the 
conditions fulfilled according to law, the title-deeds of grant should at once be issued, and all further 
charges should cease; the previous deposit of twenty-five per cent, being accepted as covering the Crown 
cost of survey. Petitioners pray your Honorable House to relieve conditional purchasers now liable to 
payment of interest in such manner as to your wisdom shall be deemed meet. 

That the system of pre-emptive purchase at a low minimum upset price has been practically 
injurious, and Petitioners pray that the law be amended by an advanced minimum upint price per acre on 
all lands to be hereafter so disposed of ;—and inasmuch as enforced residence on conditional purchases has 
given rise to much inconvenience, being thought by many competent judges to be inapplicable to the 
circumstances of the Colony, Petitioners further pray that the serious difficulties connected with such 
compulsory residence may be so dealt with as to secure their amelioration and modification, so as to protect 
the interests of all bond jide conditional purchasers in the event of such residence being either retained 
or dispensed with. 

Petitioners therefore pray your Honorable House to take the premises into favourable consideration, 
and to make such enactment for the future alienation and occupation of the Public Lands of the Colony 
as shall be in accordance with the wants of the people, as duly expressed and presented by Petition to 
your Honorable House. 

And Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

[Here follow 60 Signatures.] 

[3d.] 175— 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W S O UT H W ALES. 

GROWN LANDS. 
(PETITION OF CONDITIONAL PURCHASERS OF THE flUME, RELATIVE TO.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 11 Hovember, 1873. 

To the Members of the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 

The Memorial of the undersigned Electors and Conditional Purchasers of the Hume District,—

HUMBLY SHOwETU :- 

That the progress of settlement has been greatly advanced, and the Colony generally much 
benefited, by the large number of persons who have during the past twelve years taken up land under 
the Robertson Land Act. 

That on one run oialy—Bungowannah—the population has increased from five to 2,000 persons, 
consisting of conditional purchasers and their families. 

That it is to the interest of the Colony that colonists of so useful a character should by all legitimate 
means be encouraged. 

That a great impetus would be given to free-selection by allowing the interest now charged on the 
unpaid balance of conditional purchases to be applied in liquidation of the said balance. 
- That the present system does not sufficiently provide for the completion of the purchase within any 

definite period, but it disposes the conditional purchaser to rest satisfied with a tenure which does not 
possess the full advantage which freehold tenure alone can give, and thus weakens the guarantee that the 
land will be improved up to the full means of the owner, as lie is in the position of a tenant whose holding 
is liable to be forfeited upon failure of any of the annual payments for interest, while by repeatedly 
continuing these payments he is not progressing one step nearer the acquirement of the fee simple or the 
completion of his purchase. 

That by adopting the principle of paying off the balance by annual instalments the conditional 
purchasers would have a definite period in view when his contract with the State would be completed. 

That in order to distribute equal justice to all conditional purchasers, the proposed amendment 
should be made retrospective, and that all payments hitherto made as interest under the present Act be 
applied and credited towards the reduction of the principal due to the Government upon the respective 
conditional purchase for which such interest has been paid. 

That the system of preventing minors from disposing of or transferring conditional purchases has 
not been found to work well. 

That many of your Petitioners have been obliged (in order to acquire a homestead for grazing 
purposes) to select land for their children, but in a few years found it expedient, owing to the adjoining 
lands being taken up by other persons, to dispose of their holdings and remove further back, but they are 
unable to transfer the purchase which they have made for their children, and the heads of families are 
thus deprived of their natural authority in connection with the disposal of property paid for and improved 
by their money and labour. 

That the progress of settlement is greatly impeded by the apparent indiscriminate sale of Crown 
Land by auction, which lands are, acquired at the upset price by capitalists, who thereby monopolize the 
public estate to the serious and irretrievable injury of the Colony. 

That such lands are surveyed and put up to auction on the application invariably of the lessee of the 
run on which they situated, and generally include the whole of the main creek and river and main road 
frontages, which picked lands, becoming the property of one individual, greatly reduces the value of the 
back lands, and proves the most effectual barrier to the spread of settlement and population, without 
which it is impossible for the Colony to make progress. 

That the land offered by auction in thinly populated districts is practically purchased without com-
petition, and it would be conducive to the spread of settlement if the auction system was discontinued in 
such districts until at least one-half of the land within any run was conditionally purchased and improved, 
when the remainder (which would probably be in detached positions) might be offered by auction, and a 
healthy competition insured. Otherwise, that the upset price be increased to £2 per acre. 
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That although it might at first appear that the auction purchaser in paying £1 per acre was giving 
as much for the land as the conditional purchasers, yet as the latter has to lay out also Li per acre in 
improvements he actually pays twice as much per acre as the former. 

That great inconvenience is experienced by the working of the regulation which prevents any 
person from taking up as a conditional purchase any two portions of land between which a road passes. 

That in many places where the land is surveyed it is impossible to obtain the full extent allowed 
by the Act, owing to such regulations. 

That a conditional purchaser can now hold two portions of land separated by a road, if such was 
selected before being surveyed, but is not allowed to select land thus separated if previously surveyed, 
which two regulations appear incompatible with each other. 

That all portions should be.  considered to join, if another selection cannot be taken up so as to 
entirely separate such portions of land. 

That considerable injury has been done to bond jide settlers, anxious to cultivate the land, by unfair 
competition from capitalists who baye purchased Volunteer Land Certificates. 

That great and unnecessary delay is experienced in issuing pre-emptive leases by the Lands Depart-
ment, which delay occasions considerable loss to your Petitioners, and also to the annual revenue. 

That the regulation which prevents such leases being situated upon a different run to the purchase 
in virtue of which the lease is granted, is contrary to the spirit of the present Act, and on many occasions 
prevents a bond fide conditional purchaser from obtaining a lease (pie-emptive), although sufficient Crown 
Lands are adjoining. 

That your Memorialists feel satisfied with reference to the grass-right privilege, that to grant leases 
for a fixed period would be injurious to the interest of your Memorialists and the Colony generally. 

Your Petitionerstherefore humbly pray that your Honorable House, taking into consideration the 
abovementioned circumstances, will be pleased to effect such alterations and amendments in the present 
Land Act as will meet the requirements of the case. 

And your Petitioners would respectfully suggest,— 
That the present annual payment of 5 per cent. interest, now charged on the unpaid balance 

of conditional purchases, or such other sum paid yearly as your Honorable House may 
direct, be received and accepted as regular instalments of the principal. That such amend-
ment may be made retrospective. 

That all persons eligible to hold a conditional purchase may be empowered to dispose of the 
same. 

That the sale of Crown Lands by auction be discontinued, except town and suburban lots, 
or the upset price increased to two pounds per acre. 

That the restriction be removed which prevents one person' from selecting on each side of a 
road. 

That the transferees of Volunteer Land Certificates be subject to the same conditions of 
residence and improvement as ordinary conditional purchasers. 

That a purchase, and the pre-emptive lease in virtue of such purchase, need not necessarily,  
be upon the same runs, and that greater expedition be exercised in issuing those leases. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c., &c. 

[Here follow 696 &gxaIures ] 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-187*. 
[3d.) 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(FORFEITED CONDITIONAL PURCHASES.) 

Ordered by the Leqslative Assembly to be pri'ited, 16 .Tanuary, 1874. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 
South Wales, on 30th October, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of 
this House,— 
"(1.) A. Return showing the names of all parties who have taken up 
"Conditional Purchases since the 1st January, 1872, to the present date, 
"and which have been declared forfeited by the Secretary for Lands, the 
"number of acres conditionally purchased, the district in which situated, 
"and the amount of deposit forfeited in each case. 
cc (2.) The number of similar cases undisposed of in the Lands Office, 
"giving the same information as asked for in section No. 1." 

(]lfr. Dan,qar.) 

SUMMARY. 

istrict. Number of 
Selections. Area. Amount of 

Deposit forfeited. 

2 
a. 
140 

r. 
2 
p. 
0 

B 
35 

S. 
2 
d. 
6 Albury ..........................................................................

Bathurst ..................................................................... ... . 1  50 0 0 12 10 0 
9 
. 
2 

360 0 0 90 0 0 
iBombala .................................................................... ... .. 500 0 0 125 0 0 

3 130 0 0 32 10 0 

Bega............................................................................. 

5 407 0 0 101 15 0 
Braidwood....................................................................... 

1 

. .  

40 0 0 10 0 0 
18 1,200 0 0 300 0 0 

Burrowa.......................................................................... 

52 4,538 1 0 1,134 11 3 

Casino............................................................................. 
Cassiis.......................................................................... 

15 600 0 0 150 0 0 
23 930 0 0 232 10 0 

Eden............................................................................8 425 0 0 106 5 0 
560 0 0 140 0 0 

1 40 0 0 10 0 0 
1 

.  

4 

40 0 0 10 0 0 
2 151 0 16 37 15 2 

Hay .............................................................................. 11587 0 0 396 15 0 

Cooam ............................................................................. 

4 339 0 0 84 15 0 
m 6 1,920 0 0 480 0 0 

GlenTunes ......................................................................7 

4 190 0 0 47 10 0 

Goulburn .......................................................................
Gundagai....................................................................... 

Inverell.......................................................................... 

5 1,332 0 0 333 0 0 

Coonabarrabran ................................................................. 

Graonft .......................................................................... 

Moaa .......................................................................... 
Molong .......................................................................... 

7 420 0 0 105 0 0 

Deniliquin ....................................................................... 

Muswellbrook .................................................................. 2 124 0 0 31 0 0 

Mudgee.......................................................................... 

3 200 0 0 50 0 0 

Murrurundj .................................................................... 

88 5,637 3 0 1,409 8 9 
Narrabri.......................................................................... 

3 301 0 0 75 5 0 
3 

. .  

231 3 0 67 18 9 
ilRyistoe .........................................................................1 41 1 0 10 6 3 

Scone............................................................................. 

Queanbeyan .................................................................. 
.  

7 750 0 0 187 10 0 

Tamworth....................................................................... 
Patrick's Plains ................................................................. 

39 2,852 3 0 713 3 9 
680 0 0 170 0 0 

Wagga Wagga ................................................................. 

. .  

2 80 0 0 20 0 0 
.. 8 

3 295 0 0 73 15 0 

Warialda..........................................................................
Wellington....................................................................... 
Young............................................................................ 

1 40 0 0 10 0 0 Tenterfield....................................................................... 
Grand Total ............................................. .370 27,133 1 16 6,783 6 5 

The 2ceturu haying been made up to the 12th December, 183, there are no similar eases on band. 

340— 



MUM 

2 

RETURN showing the names of all parties who have taken up Conditional Purchases since the 1st 
Tanuary, 1872, to the 12th December, 1873, and which have been declared forfeited by the Secretary 
for Lands; the number of acres conditionally purchased, the district in which situated, and the 
amount of deposit forfeited, in each case. 

No. Name. Area. LMstrict. 
Amount 
of 
Depostt. 

Date Date 
of Purchase, of 

Date 

1 
2 

a. r.p. 
100 2 0 
40 00 ,, 

£ s.d. 
25 2 6 
1000 

29 May, 1873 
18 July, 1872 

12 Dec., 1873 
12 £ 140 20 35 26 

1 

Chauncey Charles ................. 
Westerndorf C..................... 

25 July, 1872 12 Dec., 1873 50 00 12 100 
50 0 0 12 10 0 Total .................... 

Aibury ................ 

£ 
40  0 0 

40  0 0 
. .40  0 0 

40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40  0 0 

10 00 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 00 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

Total .................... 
Poole Joseph ....................... 

Collins Patrick.......................
Collins Patrick ..................... 
Bawtree Alfred E.................. 
Bligh Elizabeth .................... 
Bligh MaryJ........................
Brooks Henry ....................... 

Went Henry ........................ 

Bathurst ............. 

Bega .................... 19 Sept., 1872 
26 ,, 
1 Aug., 1872 
8  
8  
27 June, 1872 
19 Sept., 1872 
10 Oct., 1872 
27 June, 1872 

29 Aug., 1873 
,, 

12 Dec., 1873 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 

Davis William ....................... 

Wren Henry ....................... 

360 0 0 

. .  

F, . 90 0 0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 

Total .................... 

Ryrie Elizabeth ................... 
Baker William ..................... 
Lewisson Frederick ............... 
M'G-uigan John ................... 
Toms William ......................
Witts Alfred.........................
Witts Henry .........................
Callaghan James G. B...........
Hagger William ................... 
Silk Louisa ......................... 
Silk Caroline ........................ 
Silk Thomas ......................... 

40 0 0 
40 0 0 

.40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
60 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 

Bombala .............. 100 0  
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
15 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
1000 

15 Feb., 1872 
20 June, 1872 
11 April, 1872 
4 ,, 
29 Feb., 1872 
29 ,, 
29 ,, 
2 May, .1872 
30 ,, 
30 ., 
30 ,, 
30 ,, 

7 Jan., 1873 
29 Aug., 1873 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
12 Dec., 1873 
12 
12 
12 
12 

Total .................... £ 

. 

00 0 0 125 0 0 

1 
2 
3 

Woodland Edward ................ 
Rolfe Elizabeth ................... 
M'Crea Frank ...................... 

Braidwoocl 11 Jan., 1872 
7 Mar., 1872 
18 April, 1872 

7 Jan., 1873 
29 Aug., 1873 
12 Dec., 1873 

49 0 0 
40 0 0 
41 00 

12 5 0 
10 0 0 
10 50 

Total ................... 130 0 0 £ 32 10 0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

Murphy Frederick ................ 
Cass Edward, jun. ............... 
Corcoran Ellen ..................... 
Delohery Patrick .................. 
Smith Robert ...................... 

Burrowa ............. 
,, ............. 
,, 

22 Feb., 1872 
29 Aug., 1872 
12 Dec., 1872 
12 Sept., 1872 
31 Nov., 1872 

7 Jan., 1873 
12 Dec., 1873 
12 
12 
12 

40 00 
40 0 0 
47 0 0 
120 0 0 
160 0 0 

10 0 0 
10 0 0 
11 15 0 
30 0 0 
40 00 

Total ................... £ 
. . 

407 0 0 101 15 0 

1 Kennedy Ellen...................... 2 May, 1872 29 Aug., 1873 40 00 10 0 0 £ 4000 

. 
1000 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 

Total ................... 

Brown William ................... 
Byflelci Arthur H.................
Cooper Arthur ......................
Nation John .........................
Noble William ......................
Byfielci Herbert N................. 
Byfield Susan ...................... 
Byfleld Thomas ................... 
Bylield Thomas ................... 
Curry James ...................... 
Dean John ......................... 
Elliott Robert ...................... 
Jessburg Conrade ................ 
Lamb Frederick ...................
Langley George H................. 

Casino ................ 

Cassiis .................
,, 

,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 

,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 

30 May, 1872 
2 ,, 
4 April, 1872 
25 Jan., 1872 
25 July, 1872 
18 ,, 
17 Oct., 1872 
1. ,, 
17  
26 Sept., 1872 
17 Oct., 1872 
11 July, 1872 
30 May, 1872 
10 Oct., 1872 
28 Mar., 1872 
28 ,, 
28 ,, 
14 ,, 

29 Aug., 1873. 
29 
29 
29 
29 
12 Dec., 1873. 
12 ,, 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 
12 

50 0 0 
40 0 0 
120 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
70 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
80 0 0 
40 0 0 
40 0 0 
50 0 0 
50 0 0 
50 0 0 
50 0 0 
320 0 0 

12 10 0 
10 0 0 
30 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
17 10 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
20 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
12 10 0 
12 10 0 
12 10 0 
12 10 0 
80 0 0 

Langley George H................. 
Langley George H................. 

Total .................. 1,200 0 0 £ 300 0 0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 

Leard Frederick ................... 

Blyton Charles U.................. 
Caidwell David ................... 
Caldwell David ................... 
Gorman Martha ....................
Gorman Mary Ann ............... 
Gorman Thomas .................... 
Harris Daniel ....................... 
Harris John ..........................
Harris William J.................. 
Rolfe Elizabeth ................... 
Agnew James ....................... 

Cooma ................. 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 
,, 

8 Feb., 1872 
2 May, 1872 
3 April, 1873 
25 April, 1872 
25 ,, 
25 ,, 
25 ,, 
25 ,, 
25 ,, 
25 ,, 
25 ,, 

29 Aug., 1873. 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
29 
12 Dec., 1873. 

40 0 0 
120 0 0 
200 0 0 

..50 0 0 

50 0 0 
40 0 0 

..50 0 0 

40 0 0 
40 0 0 
120 0 0 
320 0 0 

10 0 0 
30 0 0 
50 0 0 
12 10 0 
12 10 0 
12 10 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
30 0 0 
80 0 0 
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No. Name. Area. Thstrict. 
Amount 
of 

Deposit, 
D t 

of Purchase, of Porfeiture. 

12 
a.r.p 
0 0 

£ 
10 
s.d. 
0 0 8 Feb., 1872 12 Dec., 1873. 

13 ........ 320 0 0 80 0 0 i 23 May, 1872 12 
14 40 0 0 

Cooma ................ 

10 0 0 8 Feb., 1872 12 
15 

Barrett Henry J....................40 
Barry William .............. 

Chapman Henry, sen ............. 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
16 

Broclie William ................... 

Chapman Henry, jun ............. 
. 

80 0 0 20 0 0 16  12 
17 Clark George ...................... 

. 
40 0 0 10 0 0 23  12 

18 40 0 0 10 0 0 23 ,, 12 
19 
Cullen Daniel ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 8 Feb., 1872 12 
20 Eustus Jesse ........................ 0 0 10 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
21 200 0 0 50 0 0 16 ,, 12 
22 

Dwyer Frank ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 27 June, 1872 12 
23 

Freebody Joseph ................... 
.40 

0 0 10 0 0 25 April, 1872 12 
24 

Freebody Joseph .................... 
Harris Sarah ......................40 

40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 25  12 
25 
Harris Jane .......................... 
Harris Elizabeth .................... 40 

. 
58 
0 0 ,, 10 0 0 25 ,, 12  

26 Jarbis George ....................... 0 0 39 11 3 6 June, 1872 12 
27 40 0 0 10 0 0 1 Aug., 1872 12 
28 Kiss Martha E. .................. 0 0 12 10 0 6 June, 1872 12 
29 Litchfield Alice ...................60 

.  
00 
0 0 15 0 0 23 May, 1872 12 

30 

Jarbis George ....................... 

Litchfield Alice .................. 0 0 25 0 0 11 July, 1872 12 
31 

.50 

160 0 0 40 0 0 11 ,, 12 
32 320 0 0 80 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
33 40 0 0 10 0 0 9 ,, 12 
34 O'Mara Ann ........................ 40 0 0 10 0 0 26 Sept., 1872 12 
35 320 0 0 80 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
36 40 0 0 10 0 0 25 April, 1872 12 
37 

M'Donald Thomas ................. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 23 May, 1872 12 
38 40 

.. 

0 0 10 0 0 21 Mar., 1872 12 
39 

Rolfe Phoeby ....................... 
Rowe Edward ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 23 May, 1872 12 
40 
Sears Edith E........................ 
Sears George, jun. ............... 40 0 0 10 0 0 14 Mar., 1872 12 

41 320 
. .  

0 0 80 0 0 9 May, 1872 12 
42 Silk Owen ........................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 23 ,, . 12 
43 

Peters Tobias ....................... 

Silk Owen ........................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 23  12 
44 200 

.. 

0 0 50 0 0 15 Aug., 1872 12 
45 40 

. .  

.. 

0 0 10 0 0 15 ,, 12 
46 

Litchfield Alice .................... 
M'Donald Hugh .................... 

Sherin William .................... 

Stewart William .................... 
Suitor Samuel .................... 40 0 0 ..  

10 0 0 30 Jan., 1873 12 
47 Suitor William ..................... 0 0 10 0 0 30 ,, 12 
48 

Stewart William .....................

Wayland John..................... 
.  
00 0 0 25 0 0 9 May, 1872 12 

49 

Ryrit Ida E........................ 

40 0 0 10 0 0 6 June, 1872 12 
50 

.40 

40 

.. 

0 0 10 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
51 

Welch William .................... 
Whittaker John .................... 
Nolan Denis, jun. ............... ..4000 ,, 10 00 4 Jan., 1872 12 

Total .................... 4,538 1 0 £ 1,134 11 3 
1 Ooonabarabran 10 0 0 29 Feb., 1872 7 Jan., 1873 40 0 0 
2 
3 

40 
40 
0 
0 
0 
0 

10 
10 
0 
0 
0 
0 
11 July, 1872 
11  

29 Aug., 1873 
29 

4 

Kennedy Hugh ................... 
Cook William ...................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 11  29 
5 

Hole Andrew H.................... 
Hole Andrew H.................... 
Hole Samuel ........................ 40 0 0 10 0 0 11  29 

6 M'Lennan James .................. .. 40 0 0 10 0 0 1 Aug., 1872 29 
7 40 0 0 10 0 0 22 ,, 12 Dec., 1873 
8 40 0 0 10 0 0 11 July, 1872 12 
9 40 0 0 10 0 0 24 Oct., 1872 12 
10 

Dean William E.................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 27 Mar., 1873 12 
11 

Robertson Robert ................ 

40 0 0 10 0 0 26 Dec., 1872 12 
12 

Hole George A.................... 

Watson Daniel ......................
Leonard Thomas ................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 18 April, 1872 29 Aug., 1873 

13 
14 

Book David .........................
Bride B............................. 

40 
40 
0 
0 
0 
0 

10 
10 
0 
0 
0 
0 
11 July, 1872 
16 Jan., 1873 

12 Dec., 1873 
12 

15 40 00 10 0 0 16  12 

£ 150 0 0 600 0 0 

1 Deniliquin ............ 22 Aug., 1872 12 Dec., 1873 80 0 0 20 0 0 
2 40 0 0 ' 10 0 0 20 Feb., 1873 12 
3 

Robertson William ................ 

320 0 0 80 0 0 3 Oct., 1872 12 
4 320 0 0 80 0 0 3 ,, 12 
5 40 0 0 10 0 0 20 Feb., 1873 12 
6 Hennessy Catherine 40 0 0 10 0 0 19 Dec., 1872 12 
7 40 0 0 10 0 0 19  12 
8 50 0 0 12 10 0 19  12 

Bride - ............................ 

£ 930 0 0 232 10 0 
1 

Total .................... 

Hennessy Clara ................... 

14 Mar., 1872 12 Dec., 1873 40 0 0 1000 
2 

Bacon Mary ......................... 

Hennessy - ......................... 
40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 7 ,, 12 

3 

Bass James ......................... 
Bowen Sarah ...................... 

Gibbons Joseph ................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 13 June, 1872 12 
4 

Bowen Emily J.................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 18 April, 1872 12 
5 100 0 0 25 0 0 25 ,, 12 
6 

Total ................... 

85 0 0 

Eden .................... 

21 

..10 

5 0 21 Mar., 1872 12 
7 

Campbell Daniel ................... 

Farrell David ..................... 
Powers Edward ................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 28 Nov., 1872 12 
8 

Oovington Charles ................ 

40 0 0 1000 1 Aug., 1872 12 

lRabortson Charles, jun...........
Thelan Francis...................... 

£ 425 0 0 106 5 0 
1 

Thelan Francis...................... 

Glen Innes 18 Jan., 1872 29 Aug., 1873 40 0 0 00 
2 

Whilby William ................... 
Total .................... 

40 0 0 ,, 0 0 6 June, 1872 29 
3 

Boyle James.......................... 

40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 9 May, 1872 29 4 
Gordon Ernest A. P............... 

40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 9 ,, 29 
5 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 18 Jan., 1872 29 
6 

Gross Francis ....................... 
320 0 0 ,, 80 0 0 8 Aug., 1872 12 Dec., 1873 

7 

Gross George ....................... 
Graham Henry .................... 
Cameron John ....................... 

40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 11 July, 1872 12 Wilkins William .................... 
Total ................... 2 560 0 0 140 0 0  



No. Name. Area. District. 
Am 
Of  
ount 

Deposit. 
Date 

of Purchase, 
Date 

of Forfeiture. 

1 
a.r.p. 
40 0 0 

£s.d. 
10 0 0 30 May, 1872 12 Dec., 1873 Goulburn .............. 

£ 4000 1000 

1 

Bassingthwaighte S............... 
Total .................... 

Bushell Martha .................. 3 Oct., 1872 12 Dec., 1873 4000 1000 

Total .................... 
Gundagai ............... 

40 0 0 

. .  

£1000 

1 
2 

17 April, 1873 
31 Oct., 1872 

12 Dec., 1873 
12 

80 0 0 
71016 

20 0 0 
17 15 2 

Collett Joseph ....................... Grafton ................. 
,.................. 

£ 151 0 16 37 152 

1 Johnston Frederick ............... 13 June, 1872 29 Aug., 1873 10 0 0 
2 
3 
4 

Johnston Frederick ............... 
Johnston Frederick............... 
Johnston Frederick ............... 

0 0 
0 0 

. 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 
10 0 0 

13  
13 ,, 
13 ,, 

29 
29 
29 

S Johnston Frederick ............... 0 0 10 0 0 13 ,, 29 
6 0 0 20 0 0 20 June, 1872 29 
7 

O'Brien Cornelius ................. 

240 0 0 60 0 0 12 Sept., 1872 29 
8 

Total ..................... 
..4000 
..40 0 0 

0 0 

Hay .................... 

10 0 0 13 June, 1872 12 Dec., 1873 
9 40 0 0 

,..................... 

10 0 0 13 June, 1872 12 
10 

..40 

320 0 0 

,..................... 
,..................... 
..................... 

. 80 0 0 12 Sept., 1872 12 
11 

Palmer Thomas ....................80 
..40 

42 0 0 

,..................... 
,..................... 

10 10 0 22 Feb., 1872 12 
12 

Palmer Thomas .................... 
Flynn Thomas .......................40 

210 0 0 

,..................... 
, ..................... 

52 10 0 30 May, 1872 12 
13 
14 

Pearson J. H.........................
Simpson Elizabeth .................
Simpson Thomas W............... 

..40 

320 0 0 
9500 

, ..................... 
.....................

,..................... 
....................

,..................... 
80 0 0 
23150 

30 ,, 
27 June, 1872 

12 
29 Aug., 1873 

Flynn Thomas ........................ 
Palmer James ....................... 

Athursuch John ..................... 
Total .................... £ 1,587 0 0 396 15 0 

1 12 Sept., 1872 12 Dec., 1873 4000 10 0 0 
2 40 0 0 10 0 0 8 Feb., 1872 12 
3 98 0 0 24 10 0 11 July, 1872 12 4 

Longden William .................. 
Perkins James ........................ 
Stewart George ..................... 

161 0 0 40 50 19 Sept., 1872 12 Stewart George .................... ,.................. 
.................... 

£ 339 0 0 84 15 0 
1 

Inverell ................ 

20 Feb., 1873 12 Dec., 1873 320 0 0 80 0 0 
2 320 0 0 

.................... 

80 0 0 20  12 
3 Joachim Selina ..................... 320 0 0 80 0 0 20  12 
4 

Joachim George ...................
Joachim John ...................... 

320 0 0 

Moama ................. 
,.................. 

80 0 0 20  12 
5 
Joachim Sophia ................... 
Joachim William .................. 320 0 0 ,................. 

........ 
80 0 0 20 ,, 12 

6 

Total .................... 

Joachim Annie ..................... 320 0 0 80 0 0 20  12 

£ 

.  

.  

1,920 0 0 480 0 0 
1 18 Jan., 1872 7 Jan., 1873 4000 1000 
2 50 0 0 12 10 0 1 Aug., 1872 29 Aug., 1873 
3 

Gallagher Kate...................... 
Balfe Michael ...................... 

50 0 0 12 10 0 22 Feb., 1872 12 Dec., 1873 
4 
Oaldwell George ................... 
Caldwell William................... 

........ 
50 0 0 ........ 12  10 0 22  

Total ................... £ 190 0 0 47 10 0 
1 7 Mar., 1872 29 Aug., 1873 80 0 0 20 0 0 
2 

.. 

292 0 0 

,................. 
........ 

73 0 0 22 Aug., 1872 29 
3 

Total ................... 

Bayly Ellen ......................... 
320 0 0 80 0 0 22 ,, 29 

4 

Bayly Nicholas......................
Cadell Thomas ...................... 

320 0 0 

Molong ................ 

80 0 0 21 Mar., 1872 29 
5 
Hollings Marion ...................
Liely James ......................... 320 00 

,................. 

......... 

80 00 22 Aug., 1872 29 

Mudgee ................ 

£ 1,332 0 0 333 0 0 
1 

,................. 
,................. 

Murrurundi 2 May, 1872 29 Aug., 1873. 10000 2500 
2 60 0 0 

,.................. 

15 0 0 15 Feb., 1872 29 
3 

Total ................... 

Lawrence George I................. 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 15 ,, 29 
4 

Bramble William...................

Sevil Mary A....................... 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 27 June, 1872 12 Dec., 1873. 
5 

Hicks George ...................... 

Sterritt George W................. 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 21 Mar., 1872 12 
6 White Florence ................... 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 25 July, 1872 12 
7 Fogarty Timothy................... 10000 25 00 28 Mar., 1872 29 Aug., 1873. 

£ 420 0 0 105 0 0 
1 White Francis J' ................... Muswellbrook 21 0 0 17 Oct., 1872 12 Dec., 1873. 84 0 0 
2 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 14. Mar., 1872 29 Aug., 1873. 

Total ................... 

£ 124 0 0 

.  

31 0 0 
1 

Peberdy Arthur H. J.............. 

28 Mar., 1872 29 Aug., 1873. 40 0 0 10 0 0 
2 

Total ................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 '28 ,, 29 ,, 
3 Olancey John ...................... 120 0 0 

Narrabri .............. 
,, 30 0 0 10 July, 1873 12 Dec., 1873. 

Hearn James ...................... 
M'Donald John ................... 

Total ................... £ 50 0 0 200 0 0 
1 Tamworth ............ 14 Mar., 1872 7 Jan., 1873. 80 0 0 20 0 0 
2 320 0 0 ,, 80 0 0 11 Jan., 1872 7 ,, 
3 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 6 June, 1872 29 Aug., 1872. 
4 

Highleman Frank .................. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 

. 

25 April, 1872 29 
5 

Scott James .......................... 
Bayly Arthur ....................... 

40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 23 May, 1872 29 
6 

Berry John .......................... 
.Browne Thomas .................... 
Bushell Thomas ................... 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 18 April, 1812 29 ,, 



o. Name. Area. District, 
Amount 
of 
Deposit. 

Date 
of Purchase, 

Date 
of Forfeiture. 

a. r.p £ s.d. 
7 0 0 Tamworth 10 0 0 18 April, 1872 29 Aug., 1873. 
8 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 25 Jan., 1872 29 
9 40 

. 
00 

0 0 10 0 0 25 ,, 29 
10 

Clift Ida ............................. 
40 0 0 10 0 0 25 ,, 29 

11 

Bushell Thomas ...................40 
Clift Ida ............................. 

Clift Ida ............................. 
Hooper Henry ..................... . 0 0 ,, 25 0 0 18 April, 1872 29 

12 Hudson IBeresford ................ 160 0 0 40 0 0 18 ,, 29 
13 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 25 Jan., 1872 29 
14 

Johnston Samuel ................... 
King John ......................... 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 23 May, 1872 29 

15 0 0 12 10 0 25 April, 1872 29 
16 80 0 0 ,, 20 0 0 6 June, 1872 29 
17 Lawson Nelson ..................... 0 0 ,, 20 0 0 6  29 
18 0 0 20 0 0 6 ,, 29 
19 Lawson Sophia ................... . 80 

. 
0 0 20 0 0 6 ,, 29 

20 M'Laughlin Edward 40 0 0 10 0 0 8 Feb., 1872 29 
21 M'Laughlin Edward 40 0 0 10 0 0 8 ,, 29 , 
22 M'Laughlin Edward 40 0 0 10 0 0 1 Aug., 1872 29 
23 

Lambe Ernest ......................50 
Lawson Andrew ..................... 

Martin Thomas .................. 0 0 80 0 0 2 May, 1872 29 
24 

Lawson Samuel C.................80 

40 

.80 

0 0 10 0 0 11 April, 1872 29 
25 

Mathers Henry ................... 
.320 

40 0 0 10 0 0 2 May, 1872 29 
26 Nichols Mary ...................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 25 April, 1872 29 
27 Allsop John, jun ................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 25 ,, 29 
28 

Miller George ...................... 

40 0 • 0 10 0 0 1 Aug., 1872 12 Dec., 1873. 
29 

Bagg Charles F.................... 
40 0 0 10 0 0 1 ,, 12 

30 
Bayly Arthur ...................... 
Callaghan John ................... 

. 
40 0 0 10 0 0 4 July, 1872 12 

31 Callaghan Michael ................ 40 0 0 10 0 0 4 ,, 12 
32 40 0 0 10 0 0 4 ,, 12 
33 40 0 0 10 0 0 15 Aug., 1872 12 
34 Coward George ..................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 4 July, 1872 12 
35 

Callaghan Patrick ................ 

40 0 0 10 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
36 

Cameron Anne ................... 

40 

. 
0 0 10 0 0 16 ,, 12 

37 

Dowd John ......................... 
Eastwood David ................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 16 ,, 12 
38 60 0 0 15 0 0 16 ,, 12 
39 40 0 0 10 0 0 2 ,, 12 
40 60 0 0 15 0 0 2 ,, 12 
41 Faulkner Alexander 40 0 0 10 0 0 6 June, 1872 12 
42 Faulkner Alexasider 40 0 0 10 0 0 22 Aug., 1872 12 
43 

Eastwood Mabel .....................

Freeman Thomas .................. 60 0 0 15 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
44 60 0 0 15 0 0 2 ,, 12 
45 

Eastwood David ..................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 8 Aug., 1872 12 
46 

Eastwood David .....................
Eastwood Lily ........................ 

40 0 0 10 0 0 29 Feb., 1872 12 
47 40 0 0 10 0 0 29 ,, 12 
48 40 0 0 10 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
49 

Freeman William .................. 
Gaines James ........................ 

... 

60 0 0 15 0 0 16 ,, 12 
50 

Gordon Lily ........................... 
Gordon William ..................... 

Harden Theodore .................. 40 0 0 10 0 0 13 June, 1872 12 
51 

Harden Arthur L..................
Harden Henry S..................... 

Harden Theodore .................. 40 0 0 10 0 0 16 May; 1872 12 
52 40 0 0 10 0 0 16  12 
53 60 0 0 15 0 0 13 June, 1872 12 
54 

Harden Walter Scott .............. 
100 0 0 25 0 0 11 April, 1872 12 

55 

Harden Theodore ................. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 4 July, 1872 12 
56 0 0 10 0 0 1 Aug., 1872 12 
57 

Higgins Edward ....................
Hole James L.......................40 
Holding Samuel .................. 

.  
21 

. .  

. .  

3 0 30 8 9 23 Jan., 1873 12 
58 195 3 0 48.18 9 28 Nov., 1872 12 
59 208 1 0 52 1 3 28 ,, 12 
60 80 0 0 20 0 0 9 Jan., 1873 12 
61 80 0 0 20 0 0 6 June, 1872 12 
62 

Lamb Mark .......................... 
Lawson Charles .................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
63 

M'Cumstie C........................ 
40 0 0 10 0 0 29 Feb., 1872 12 

64 320 0 0 80 0 0 11 April, 1872 12 
65 Nicholls James ............... ..... .40 0 0 10 0 0 8 Feb., 1872 12 
66 40 0 0 10 0 0 4 July, 1872 12 
67 40 0 0 10 0 0 4  12 
68 

Nicholls Rebecca .................... 

0 0 10 0 0 4 ,, 12 
69 

M'Cumstie W........................ 

Nicholls Rebecca ....................
Nicholls Rebecca ...................40 .  

60 

0 0 10 0 0 9 May, 1872 12 
70 
71 Perrett Emma ..................... 

0 
0 
0 
0 

15 
40 
0 
0 
0 
0 
19 Sept., 1872 
19  

12 
12 

72 

Henry Patrick ....................... 

O'Rourke James N.................40 

100 0 0 25 0 0 19  12 
73 

Johnston Ernest .................... 

Perrett Emma ......................60 

60 0 0 15 0 0 16 May, 1872 12 
74 

Johnston Herbert ................. 

.. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 16 ,, 12 
75 40 0 0 10 0 0 29 Feb., 1872 12 
76 

M'Kechnie Wiffiam............ ..... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 26 Sept., 1872 12 
77 40 0 0 10 0 0 3 Oct., 1872 12 
78 40 0 0 10 0 0 3 ,, 12 
79 40 0 0 10 0 0 3  12 
80 

.. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 3  12 
81 

Perrett Emma .......................
Simpson John ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 3 ,, 12 
82 

Simpson Thomas .................... 
Tipple William .................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 3  12 
83 

Trip Joseph ..........................
White Archibald .................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 3  12 
84 

White Arthur ....................... 
White Ernest ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 3 12 
85 

White Charles ....................... 
White Albert ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 3  12 
86 

White Francis J..................... 
White Henry ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 3 ,, 12 
87 

White James ....................... 
White Reginald .................... 

Taafe Daniel ........................ 42 0 0 10 10 0 18 April, 1872 29 Aug., 1873. 
88 

White Victor ....................... 
Taggert John ....................... 40 .. 0 0 10 0 0 28 Mar., 1872 29 

Total .................... 9 5,637 3 0 1409 8 9 



No. Name. Area. District, 
Amoun t 
of Date Date 
Deposit, of Purchase, of Forfeiture. 

1 
a. 
141 

r. 
0 
p 
0 

£ 
35 
a. 
5 
d. 
0 5 June, 1873 12 Dec., 1873. 

2 
Little William ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 21 Mar., 1872 7 Jan., 18!3. 
3 

Spratt Thomas A.................. 
White Ernest ....................... 120 00 

Scone ................ 
, 30 0 0 6 Mar., 1873 12 Dec., 1873. 

Total .................... £ 301 0 0 75 5 0 

1 Patrick's Plains ... 4 April, 1872 12 Dec., 1873 50 0 0 12 10 0 
2 

Burke John ........................... .  
40 

3 0  ... 10 8 9 24 Oct., 1872 12 ,, 
3 

White Arthur ......................41 
Playford William .................. 00  ... 35 0 0 9 May, 1872 12 ,, 

231 

. .  

3 0 £57189 

1 

Total .................... 
21 Nov., 1872 12 Dec., 1873 41 10 1063 Keech Sarah .......................... 

Total .................... 
Byistone .............. 

£ 41 1 0 10 6 3 

1 25 April, 1872 12 Dec., 1873 40 0 0 10 0 0 
2 Chinnery John, junior 40 0 0 

Queanbeyan ........... 
10 0 0 ,, 12 

3 

Chinnery James ................... 
40 0 0 10 0 0 9 May, 1872 12 

4 40 0 0 10. 0 0 9  12 
5 

Higgins William ....................
Higgins William .................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 9 ,, 12 
6 

Higgins William ..................... 
40 0 0 10 0 0 30 Jan., 1873 12 

7 M'Namarra Ellen, junior 40 0 0 10 0 0 15 Feb., 1872 12 
8 

Morton William .................... 
M'Namarra Michael, junior 100 0 0 25 0 0 22 ,, 12 

9 M'Namarra Patrick ............... . 5 0 0 0 12 10 0 23 Jan., 1873 12 
10 40 0 0 10 0 0 9 May, 1872 12 
11 

Powell Nathaniel S.................. 
40 0 0 10 0 0 9 ,, 12 

12 40 0 0 10 0 0 9 ,, . 12 
13 40 0 0 10 0 0 6 June, 1872 12 
14 

Powell Nathaniel S.................. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 10 April, 1873 12 
15 

Powell Nathaniel! ................. 
Ryan Edward ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 9 May, 1872 12 
16 

Ryan Edward ....................... 
40 0 0 10 0 0 9 ,, 12 

17 40 0 0 10 0 0 9 ,, 12 

Shaw James ..........................
Shaw James ..........................
Shaw James .......................... 

Total .................... £ 750 0 0 187 10 0 

1 Pope Samuel ........................ Wagga Wagga 31 Oct., 1872 29 Aug., 1873 8230 20 139 
2 40 

. 
0 0 10 0 0 12 Sept., 1872 12 Dec., 1873 

3 
Anderson Edward ................. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 12 ,, 12 
4 40 0 0 10 0 0 29 Aug., 1872 12 
5 

Busby James ....................... 
Carringtou Walter ................. 
Clancey John ...................... 200 0 0 50 0 0 7 Mar., 1872 12 

6 Duffin William ..................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 20 June, 1872 12 
7 Duffin William ..................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 20 ,, 12 
8 Duffin William ..................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 10 April, 1873 12 
9 

. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 19 June, 1873 12 10 Duffin William ......... ............ 

.. 

40 
.. 

0 0 10 0 0 19 ,, 12 11 
Duffin William ......................

Duffin William ..................... 40 ... 0 0 10 0 0 19 ,, 12 
12 Duffin William ..................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 19 ,, 12 
13 Duffin William ..................... 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 20 June, 1872 12 14 

... 
40 0 0 10 0 0 12 Sept., 1872 12 

15 40 0 0 10 0 0 15 Aug., 1872 12 
16 40 0 0 10 0 0 27 Mar., 1873 12 
17 

Elkington John .................... 
Hemphill James .................... 

50 0 Q ,, 12 10 0 1 May, 1872 12 
18 

Hemphill James .................... 
40 0 0 10 0 0 27 Mar., 1873 12 

19 40 0 0 
......... 

10 0 0 27 ,, 12 
20 

Hemphill James ..................... 

Howell David ....................... 100 0 0 25 0 0 12 Sept., 1872 12 
21 

Hemphill James ..................... 
Hemphill James ..................... 

100 0 0 25 0 0 29 Aug., 1872 12 
22 40 0 0 10 0 0 17 Oct., 1872 12 
23 40 0 0 10 0 0 17 ,, 12 
24 

Logan John ..........................
Montgomery Mary .................. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 .17 ,, 12 
25 

Montgomery Mary ..................
Montgomery Mary .................. 

40 0 0 10 0 0 17 ,, 12 
26 40 0 0 10 0 0 11 July, 1872 12 
27 

Montgomery Mary .................. 
200 0 0 50 0 0 5 Dec., 1872 12 

28 

M'Intyre Mary .................... 
M'Intyre Mary ................... 
Nash Charles ........................ 40 0 0 10 0 0 11 July, 1872 12 

29 320 0 0 80 0 0 23 Jan., 1873 12 
30 40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 8 Aug., 1872 12 
31 

O'Mara Patrick ................... 
Reidy John .......................... 40 0 0 10 0 0 12 Sept., 1872 12 

32 

Oxley Joseph B..................... 
320 0 0 80 0 0 21 Nov., 1872 12 

33 
Ryan James S....................... 100 0 0 25 0 0 12 Sept., 1872 12 

34 
Smith Dngald ...................... 
Sproule Fanny ..................... .. 40 0 0 10 0 0 5 Dec., 1872 12 

35 140 0 0 ,, 35 0 0 23 Jan., 1873 12 
36 Thompson Alfred .................. 80 0 0 ,, 20 0 0 11 July, 1872 12 
37 40 0 0 10 0 0 12 Sept., 1872 12 
38 

Sproule Fanny ....................... 

40 0 0 10 0 0 12 ,, 12 
39 

Sabe Thomas ...................... 
Lindo Alfred ....................... 

.. 

80 0 0 20 0 0 13 Mar., 1873 12 Morrison James .................... 
Total .................... £ 2,852 3 0 713 3 9 

1 Warialda ............. 11 July, 1872 29 Aug., 1873. 40 0 0 10 0 0 
2 40 0 0 10 0 0 11 ,, 29 11 
3 

Single Henry E..................... 100 0 0 ,, 25 0 0 29 Aug., 1872 12 Dec., 1873. 
4 

Single Henry B..................... 

100 0 0 25 0 0 29  12 
5 - 100 0 0 ,, 25 0 0 29 ,, 12 
6 

Cullen Arthur J..................... 
Cullen Frank B..................... 

100 0 0 25 0 0 29  12 
7 

Cullen Henry L..................... 

100 0 0 25 0 0 29  12 
8 

Cullen Herbert W.................. 
Cullen Ralph ....................... 
Cullen Thomas ..................... 100 0 0 ,, 25 0 0 29 ,, 12 

Total ................... £ 
.. 

680 0 0 170 0 0 
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No, Name. Area. District. 
Amount
of 

Desit. 

Date  

of Purchase, 
nt 

of Porfeiture. 

1 

a. v.p 
40 0 0 

£ s.d. 
10 0 0 25 April, 1872 29 Aug., 1873. 

2 
Hart Charles ...................... 

40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 14 Mar., 1872 29 Hart Charles ...................... 

Total ................... 

Wellington .......... 

£ 8000 2000 

1 Young ................. 5 Sept., 1872 12 Dec., 1873. 200 0 0 50 0 0 
2 55 0 0 ,, 13 15 0 22 Feb., 1872 12 
3 

Kesmemore Patrick.................
Norton John .................. ..... ... 

40 0 0 ,, 10 0 0 6 Mar., 1873 12 

£ 295 0 0 73 15 0 

1 

Norton John.......................... 

Total .................... 

Teuterfielcl 29Peb., 1872 12 Ded., 1873. 40 0 0 10 0 0 Guennup Alfred .................... 

Total ................... £ 4000 1000 

[6d.] I  

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(PROCLAMATIONS, &c., RESPECTING GRANTS TO INHABITANTS OF SYDNEY.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 29 January, 1874. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 

South Wales, dated 25 November, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of 

this House,— 
Remarks. 

111. A copy of the Order or Proclamation issued by L. Mac-

"quarie, Esq., and dated October 6th, 1810, setting forth the 

"boundaries of the 'Market Place,' 'Hyde Park,' 'Mac- Herewith 

"quarie Place,' 'Market Wharf,' and the names arid descrip-

"tions of the various Streets, &c., in the Town of Sydney, 

"as described in plan ... ... ... ... 

Copies of any Grants that may have been made by L. 

"Macquarie, Esq., to any person or persons in trust for the 

"use of the inhabitants of Sydney, of the 'Market Place,' Nil 

Hyde Park,' 'Macquarie Place,' 'Sydney Common,' 

Market Wharf,' or other portions of land set apart for the 

"use or recreation of the inhabitants of Sydney 

A copy of the Proclamation made by L. Macquarie, Esq., 

and dated October 5th, 1811, setting forth the boundaries 

of the Sydney Common, and promising a grant of the same,1 Herewith. 

to be held. 'in trust for the benefit of the present and all 

"'succeeding inhabitants of Sydney'" ... 

(JJ1'. JkTacintosh.) 

362— 



CROWN LANDS. 

GOVERNMENT PUBLIC NoTICE. 
Head Quarters, Sydney, 

5 October, 1811. 
His Excellency the Governor, anxious for the accommodation of the inhabitants of Sydney, and in pur-
suance of the intention signified in his General Orders of the 6th of October last, gives this public notice, 
that he has assigned and caused to be marked out and measured a large Common in the immediate vicinity 
of Sydney, containing 1,000 acres, for the common pasturage of the cattle belonging to the inhabitants of 
Sydney. The public are to take notice that the said commonage is described by the Acting Surveyor in 
the following terms :-" Bounded on the west side by 28 chains of Surry Hill Farm and a south line of 96 
chains; on the south side by an east line of 97 chains; on the east side by a north line to the road leading 
from Sydney to the South Head; and on tho north side by that road." For the purpose, however, of 
making said description and boundaries more clearly understood and known, the limits of said commonage 
will be further marked by four posts with suitable labels, which will be erected on the most conspicuous 
angles or parts thereof. This land being thus assigned for the use of the public, no excuse can be made 
for persons in future turning their cattle at large to seek food where it may be most easily found, without 
considering whether they may not trespass on private property and do material injury to the gardens and 
enclosures of other persons; and the public are therefore cautioned not to permit any horses, horned 
cattle, sheep, goats or pigs, to stray in future, either upon the grounds called Hyde Park, or on any private 
property belonging to other persons, as all cattle which may be thus found trespassing are to be taken up 
and put into the common pound of Sydney, until all damage incurred by them shall be fully discharged. 
His Excellency thus communicates to the public that he will make a regular grant of said common lands 
to the Judge Advocate and Magistrate of Sydney for the time being, in trust for the benefit of the present 
and of all succeeding inhabitants of Sydney. 

By command of His Excellency the Governor, 
J. T. CAMPBELL, 

Secretary. 

GOVERNMENT AND GENERAL ORDERS. 

Government House, Sydney, 
Saturday, 6 October, 1810. 

His Excellency the Governor being extremely desiious to do everything in his power that can in the least 
degree contribute to the ornament and regularity of the towil  of Sydney, as well as to the convenience, 
accommodation, and safety of the inhabitants thereof, has already, in prosecution of these views, divided 
the town into five separate districts, and has given directions for the erecting immediately a proper watch-
house in each district, for the protection of the inhabitants from night robberies, and for the more 
effectually securing the peace and tranquillity of the town, and apprehending all disorderly and ill-disposed 
persons committing nightly depredations. In further prosecution of these views, His Excellency also 
intends to establish a well-regulated and strict system of police in the town, as soon as the watch-houses 
are completely finished. 

As a necessary preparatory step to the proposed arrangements, His Excellency deems it expedient 
to give regular and.permanent names to all the streets and ways leading through the town, and to order 
posts and finger-boards, with the names of the streets painted on them, to be erected in conspicuous parts 
of the different streets where they cross each other, as well as at their respective terminations. These 
posts and finger-boards are accordingly to be immediately put up, and the streets are henceforth to be 
known and called only by the new names given them. 

The principal street in the town and leading through the middle of it, from Dawes' Point to the 
place near the brickfields, where it is intended to erect the first toll-bar, being upwards of a mile in length, 
and hitherto known alternately by the names of High-street, Spring Row, and Sergeant-major's Row, is 
now named " George-street," in honor of our revered and gracious Sovereign. 

The open space of ground or area whereon the church of St. Phillip now stands, and which is 
hereafter intended to be formed into a handsome square (the street hitherto known by the name of 
Church-street, forming the west side thereof), has been named "Charlotte-square," in honor of Her 
Majesty, by which name only it is henceforth to be denominated. 

It being intended to remove all those old buildings and enclosures now on that space of ground 
which is bounded by the Government Domain on the east,—by the Judge Advocate's, Secretary's, Chap-
lain's, and Coiimissary's houses on the south,--by the spring of water and stream on the west,—and by the 
houses of Mr. Lord, Mr. Thompson, and Mr. Reiby, on the north,—and to throw the same into an open 
area, the said area or space of ground has been named "Macquarie-place," and it is henceforth to be so 
denominated. 

The present market-place being very badly and inconveniently situated, it is His Excellency's 
intention to remove the market very soon to a more commodious and centrical situation for the inhabitants 
of the town in general. The place thus intended to remove the market to is that piece of open ground 
(part of which was lately used by Messrs. Blaxland as a stockyard, &c.), bounded by George-street on the 
east, York-street on the west, Market-street on the north, and the Burying-ground on the south; and is 
henceforth to be called " Market- square." 

For the further accommodation and convenience of the inhabitants in general, and particularly of 
those persons bringing corn or other grain, goods or other merchandise, in vessels or boats from the 
Hawkesbury, &c., to the market, it is intended to erect a wharf immediately at Cockle Bay, contiguous to 
the new market-place, and from thence there will be a good road or street made to communicate directly 
with the said market-square, and which, when completed, is to be called "Market Wharf." 

The 



The whole of the open ground yet unoccupied in the vicinity of the town of Sydney, hitherto known 
and alternately called by the names of "The Common," "Exercising ground," "Cricket-ground," and 
"Bacecourse," bounded by the Government Domain on the north, the town of Sydney on the west, the 
brickfields on the south, and Mr. Palmer's premises on the east, being intended in future for the recreation 
and amusement of the inhabitants of the town, and as a field of exercise for the troops, the Governor has 
thought proper to name the ground thus described "Hyde Park," by which name it is henceforth to be 
called and denominated. 

The Governor being desirous to prevent any encroachments from being made on the park by brick-
makers, and the Acting Surveyor having been directed to mark out for this purpose a boundary-line 
dividing Hyde Park from the brickfields, and which line of demarcation runs from the rear of Mr. 
Wilshire's lease, across to Mr. Palmer's premises, His Excellency commands and directs that none of 
those persons who obtained permission to make bricks shall in future, on any pretence whatever, presume 
to cut up any ground for that purpose beyond the line fixed upon as the boundary for the brickfields. 
Any person transgressing this order will be deprived, of the indulgence of making bricks in future, and 
be prosecuted besides according to law for such trespass. 

In further view to the accommodation and convenience of the inhabitants of the town of Sydney, 
particularly of those who have horses or other cattle that they may wish to have grazing for within a short 
distance, it is His Excellency's intention to have a large common marked out immediately, within as short 
a distance of the town as circumstances will admit, and which will be publicly notified as soon as the 
ground is measured and marked out. 

The following plan, containing the names and description of the new streets of the town of Sydney, 
is now published for general information. 

LACHLAN MACQUARIE. 
By Command of His Excellency,— 

J. T. CAMPBELL, 

Sec. 

Pa.aw of the New and Old Names of Streets, &c., in the Town of Sydney, with explanations and references. 

New Names of Streets. Old Names of Streets. Explanations and references. 

1. George-street ... (High-street, Spring 
- Row,or Sergeant- 

(Extends from Dawes' Point in a southerly direction through the middle of 
the town, to the extremity thereof, and to where the toll-bar is intended to 
be erected, near the brickfields. 

2. Prince-street ...... 
(Major's Row ............... 
..Windmill Row ............ [Extending from Charlotte-square and the Government stone windmill, in a northerly direction towards Dawes' Point. 

3. York-street Barrack-street ............ ç Extends from the Barracks in a southerly direction to the burying-ground, parallel with George-street. 

4. Clarence-street ... Middle Soldiers' Row . . - (Next street west of York-street, and running parallel with it north and south. . 

Back Soldiers' Row ........ (Westernmost street of the Military District, next to and running parallel 1. with Clarence-street. 

.. 

6. Cumberland-et.... No name .............. . ... (Extends from Charlotte-square in a northerly direction towards Dawes' Point, next to, and running parallel with Prince-street on the east. 

.. 

5. Kent-street ....... 

7. Sussex-street ------ (A new street to be formed immediately next to Kent-street on the west, and 
1. running parallel with it north and south. 

.. 

8. Cambridge-street. 

No name .................... - 

(Extending from Charlotte-square in a northerly direction towards Dawes' 
1 Point, next to, and running parallel with Cumberland-street on the east. 

No name -------------------- 

(Extends from Hunter-street in a southerly direction to Hyde Park, parallel 
with, and next to George-street, on the east. 

Castlereagh-street 

Pitt's Row .................... 
from Hunter-street southerly to Hyde Park, parallel with, and 

f next to Pitt-street, on the east. 

Philip-street ...... 
Chapel Row ................Extends 

Back Row East ......... ..(Extending from the Government Domain southerly to Hyde Park, parallel 
with, and next to Castlereagh-street on the east. 

9. Pitt-street ----------- 

Hunter-street .:. Bell-street ------------------ - Extending from George-street in an easterly, direction across the Spring 
f 
and Tanks, to Hyde Park. 

King-street ------ No name .................... (Extending from George-street in an easterly direction by Atkin's Lease, 
. through Pitt-street, &c. to Hyde Park. 

Bligh-street ...... ..Bell Row -------------------- (Extending from the north end of Castlereagh-street in a northerly direc-
tion towards the Government Domain. 

Macquarie-street. No name ------------------ [The easternmost street in the town, and extending in a southerly direction 
from the Government Domain to Hyde Park. 

O'Connell-street.. South-street --------------- 

.. 

-- 

Extending from the north end of Pitt-street in a northerly direction 
f towards the Government Domain. 

Bent-street 

-- 

[Extending from Spring Row in an easterly direction to the fountain, and 
( thence to the north end of Phillip-street. 

Market-street ... 
No name ........ ............ 
No name ------------------ [Extending from Cqckle Bay in an easterly direction, by Market-square - 

and through George-street, &c., &c., to Hyde Park. 

Park-street No name.................. 

-- 

(Extending from George-street in an easterly direction to Hyde Park, by,  
' the south end of Pitt-street. 

Bridge-street ...... 
- .................. 

[Extending in a westerly direction from Macquarie-place across the Spring 

-

1 to George-street. 

Spring Row ------ 
Bridge-8treet ........ ......... - 

-No name ------------------- [Extending from the Tanks and Hunter-street on the east side of the 
( Spring to Macquaiie-place. 

His Excellency,— 
CAMPBELL, 

By Command f 
JORN TROM 

Secretary. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Priuter.-1874. 

(3d.] 

LACHLAN MACQUARIE. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(JOACHIM'S CONDITIONAL PURCHASES.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 5 May, 1874. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly, dated 

24 February, 1874, That there be laid upon the Table of this House,— 

Copies of all Correspondence and Minutes in reference to the Conditional 

"Purchases of Annie, George, John, Selina, Sophia, and William Joachim,. 

"gazetted as forfeited on the 12th December last." 

(.Mr. Hay.) 

SCHEDULE. 
NO. 

PAGB. 

1. M. Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.L.A., to Minister for Lands, requesting, on behalf of the Honorable John O'Shanassy, that 
enquiry be made with regard to certain conditional purchases taken up at Moama, by William Joachim for his 

... 
family. 2 April, 1873 ..................................................................................................................... 

2. Under Secretary for Lands to Land Agent, Moama, requesting him to report on selections in question. 3 April, 
3 

1873 ................ ............ ........................................................................................ 
3. Same to M. Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.L.A., in reply to No. 1. 3 April, 1873 ...................................................... 

3. 
3 

4. Land Agent, Moama, to Under Secretary for Lands, reporting in reply to No. 2, with minute thereon. 9 April, 

5. Under Secretary for Lands to Al. Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.L.A., in reference to No. 3. 28 April, 1873..................... 
6. Same to Mr. W. Joachim, informing him that the Minister for Lands has decided that selections of Selina, John, 

4 

Thomas, and George Joachim, should be forfeited. 30 April, 1873 ......................................................... 
7. Surveyor General to Licensed Surveyor Finley, instructing him to the 

4 
measure conditional purchases of Joachim 

family. 2 May, 1873 .................................................................................................................... 
S. Mr. W. Joachim to Minister for Lands, in reply to No. 6. 7 May, 1873 ...... ................................................ 5 
9. W. Clarke, Esq., to Minister for Lands, enclosing declaration of Mr. W. Joachim. 19 May, 1873 ..................... 5 10. Messrs. M'Oarthy & Robertson to Minister for Lands, enclosing certificate of residence, signed by Mr. Joachim's 

neighbours, with minutes thereon. 3 July, 1873 ................................................................................ 6 
11. Mr. Licensed Surveyor Finley to Surveyor General, reporting on Henry Bristow Joachim's conditional purchase, 

transmitting plan, with application enclosed. 8 July, 1873 .................................................................. 6 
12. Same to same, reporting on James Joachim's conditional purchase, transmitting plan, with application enclosed. 

8 July, 1873 .............................................................. ................................................. 

13. Same to same, reporting on George Joachim's conditional purchase, transmitting plan, with application enclosed. 
8 July, 1873 .................................................................................................................... 

7 

14. Same to same, reporting on William Joachim's, junr., conditional purchase, transmitting plan, with application 
enclosed. 8 July, 1873 ............................................................................................................ 

7 

15. Same to same, reporting on Annie Joachim's conditional purchase, transmitting plan, with application enclosed— 
8 

minutesthereon. 8 July, 1873 ....................................................................................... .................. 8 
16. Same to same, reporting on Sophia Joachim's conditional purchase, transmitting plan, with application enclosed-.. 

minutesthereon. 8 July, 1873 ......................................................................................................... 9 
17. Same to same, reporting on Selina Joachim's conditional purchase, transmitting plan, with application enclosed— 

minutesthereon. 8 July, 1873 ....................................................... .................................................. 10 . 
18. Same to same, reporting on John Thomas Joachim's conditional purchase, timnsmitting plan, with application 

enclosed. 8 July, 1873 
....... ......... ...................................................................................... .   .................. 

Same to same, with reference to No,. 11 to 18 inclusive, with enclosure and tracing. 8 July, 1873 ..................... 
Under Secretary for Lands to Messrs. M'Carthy & Robertson, in to No. 10. 

10 
11 

reply 21 July, 1873........................ 11 
562—A 
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NO. PAGE. 

21. Messrs. M'Carthy & Robertson to Minister for Lands, in reply to above. 21 July, 1873 ................................. 11 
22. Under Secretary for Lands to M. Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.L.A., with reference to No. 5. 31 July, 1873 ................... 13 
23. Same to Messrs. M'Carthy & Robertson, in reply to No. 21. 31 July, 1873 ........... ........................................ 13 
24. M. Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.L.A., to Minister for Lands, in reply to No. 22, with three enclosures—minutes thereon. 

21 August, 1873 ... ............................................................................. . .......... ................................. 13 
25. Messrs. M'Carthy & Robertson to Minister for Lands, in reply to No. 23. 28 August, 1873 .............................. 14 
26. Messrs. Ellis and Makinson to Under Secretary for Lands, requesting to be furnished with a copy of letter to 

Mr. William Joachim. 12 September, 1873 ....................................................................................... 14 
27. Under Secretary for Lands to Messrs. Ellis & Makinson, in reply to above, forwarding copy of letter applied for. 

13 September, 1873... ............................................................................................ 14 

28. Same to Messrs. M'Carthy & Robertson, in reference to No. 23. 30 September, 1873 ....................................... 14 

29. Same to Al. Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.L.A., in reply to No. 24. 30 September, 1873 ................................... ......... 15 
30. Messrs. M'Carthy, & Robertson to Under Secretary for Lands, applying for copies of certain declarations 4 

October, 1873 .............................................................................................................................. 15 
31. Same to same, relative to above. 7 October, 1873 ............................ ............................................. .... ...... 15 
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CROWN LANDS. 

No. 1. 
M. FITZPATRICK, ESQ., M.L.A., to THE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

- 100, Pitt-street, Sydney, 
2 April, 1873. 

SIR, 
Three or four days ago I had an interview with you touching a remarkable case of free-selection 

brought under your notice by the Honorable John O'Shanassy, and in deference to the suggestion thrown 
out by yourself on that occasion, I now state the case in writing, in the confident expectation that the 
Government will take some steps to vindicate the law. On the 20th February last, at Moama', William 
Joachim, sen., paid £640 as the deposit on no less than eight half sections of land, as follows :— 

Henry Bristow Joachim, minor ... ... ... 320 acres. 
James Joachim, minor ... .. ... ... ... ... 320 
George Joachim, self ... ... ... .. 320 
William Joachim, Jun., minor .. .. ... ... 320 
Annie Joachim, minor ... .. ... ... ... .. 320 
Sophia Joachim, minor ... ... .. ... .. 320 
Selina Joachim, minor ... ... ... ... ... 320 
John Thomas Joachim self ... ... ... ... 320 

It will be seen that no less than six of these are professedly taken up in the names of minors who 
are, I understand, his children, and it is worthy of remark that he has taken up no land in his own name. 
Now the whole of these persons are at present residing under a tent on one of the selections. 

It is thus seen that no less than 2,560 acres of Crown Lands have been selected practically by one 
man, contrary to the clear intention of the law, and that in the case of seven out of the eight selections the 
nominal selectors have not resided (and are not yet residing) on their selections, as required by the 16th 
clause of the Alienation Act. I say little here of the hardship to the lessee of the run to be thus unlawfully 
deprived of the opportunity so long sought by him of bidding for these lands at auction, but you, sir, 
cannot overlook the loss to the Public IRevenue which will be sustained if this prostitution of Land law 
is sanctioned. I trust therefore that you will see fit at once to institute the proper inquiry into the facts 
now alleged, and that in a case of so unusal a character you will not permit to be turned aside from the 
inquiry by any of those forms or delays of office which so frequently prove fatal to the cause of truth in 
cases of this kind. 

It will be esteemed an especial favour if I can learn, before Mr. O'Shanassy leaves Sydney, to what 
officer you will refer, or what course you will see fit to adopt. 

I may be excused for mentioning that the Land Agent at Moiima, who is also the Police Magistrate, 
resides only twelve or fourteen miles from the locality in question, whilst, I believe, there is not any sur-
veyor there. 

I have, &e., 
MICHL. FITZPATRICK. 

The Land Agent at Moama to report upon these cases immediately.—J.S.F. 

No. 2. 
THE UEu SECRETARY ron LANDS to THE LAND AGENT, MOAMA. 

Department of Lands, 

SIR, 
Sydney, 3 April, 1873. 

1t having been represented by Mr. Michael Fitzpatrick, M.L.A., on behalf of the Honorable Henry B. .Toachim, 
John O'Shanassy, that the persons named in the margin, on whose behalf conditional puFchases were made James Joachim, 

George Joachim, 
by William Joachim, at Moama, on 20th February last, are at present all residing under a tent on one of Whim. Joachim, 

Annie Joachim, the selections, and that therefore in the case of seven out of the eight purchases the selectors have not Sophia Joachim, 
resided on their selections, as required by the 16th clause of the 'Crown Lands Alienation Act of 1861 - Sehina Joachim, 

John P. Joachim— I am directed by the Secretary for Lands to request that you will furnish an immediate report upon these in acres each. 
cases. 

I have, &c., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 3. 
UNDER SECRETARY FOE LANDS to M. FITZPATRICK, ESQ., M.L.A. 

Department of Lands, 

SIR, 
Sydney, 3 April, 1873. 

With reference to your letter of 2nd instant, requesting, on behalf of the Honorable John No. 1. 
O'Shanassy, that inquiry may be made with regard to certain conditional purchases taken up at Moama by Henry B. Joachiai 

James Joachim, William Joachim for the persons named in the margin, who, you allege, are at present all residing under a George Joachim, 
tent on one of the selections, and therefore in the case of seven out of the eight purchases the selectors William Joachim,

Annie Joachim, 
have not resided upon their selections, as required by the 16th clause of the Crown Lands Alienation Sophia Joachim, 

Sehina Joachim, Act,—I am directed by the Secretary for Lands to inform you, that the Land Agent at Moama has been J. T. .Toachim— 
requested to furnish an immediate report upon these cases. 320 acres each.' 

I have, &c., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 4. 
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No. 4. 
THE LAN]) AGENT, MOAMA, to TILE "UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

Court House, Moama, 
9 April, 1873. 

Sin, 
No. 2. 

In obedience to your instructions of 3rd instant, I visited the conditional purchases of the 
Ily. B. .Toachim, persons named in the margin and now beg to report on the subject of their residence thereon. 
James Joachim, 
George Joachim, The area applied for by the Joachim family being unsurveyed, renders it difficult for me to describe 
Willm. Joachim, 
Annie Joachim, the exact localities to which I am about to refer. 
sophia roachim, I find that all the selectors are minors, and that it is the intention of their father to erect houses at 
Selina Joachim, the junction of such selections as may suit for a compliance with the residence condition when surveyed-
-320 acres each, that is to say, he intends placing three or more children under one roof. 

At a place about 5 chains square, represented to me as being situated at the junction of William, 
James, and H. B. Joachim's land, met all the selectors with their father and mother. 

On this land are erected two tents, portion of dwelling-house, and bark kitchen; apparently the 
whole family reside at this place. 

There are no houses or tents on the selections of Selina, John, Thomas, or George, but Mr. Joachim, 
their father, informed me that a covered dray, which he pointed out, was used for the purpose of conveying 
the last named selectors to their lands at night. 

I have, &c., 
G. MAUNSELL, L.A. 

P.S.—I beg to enclose a voucher for horse-hire, the distance travelled being 25 miles.—G.M. 

In the taking up of these eight selections it does appear to me to be a gross attempt to defeat the 
Land law in its meaning, spirit, and intention. The selections were made on the 20th February last and 
forty-two days subsequent thereto. It is reported that the selectors (except in two cases) are not bonfide 
residents; therefore six out of the eight appears to be liable to forfeiture, and the selections upon which 
the tents are erected, and on which the parties reside, may stand—Joachims' to show cause why the 
selections should not be forfeited.—.T.S.F., 2014/73. 

No. 5. 
TILE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to M. FirzPATRIci, ESQ., M.L.A. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 28 April, 1873. 

No. 3. Adverting to my letter of 3rd instant, in which you wre apprised that your communication of 
H.B.Joachim, 2nd instant, respecting the selections made by the persons named in the margin at Moama, on 20th 
J .Toachim, February last, had been referred for the report of the local Land Agent, I am now directed to inform you, 
G. Joachim* 
W.Joachimljun, that the Land Agent has reported that he visited the selections alluded to, and ascertained that all the 
' Soachim 

i'S. selectors were apparently residing in two tents at the junction of William, James, and Henry B. Joachim's 
S. Joachim purchases. and that there were no houses or tents on the selections of Selina John Thomas or George 
J. T. Joachim— T - 
320 acres each. ' oacinm. 

2. I am therefore to state that the Secretary for Lands has decided that the portions selected by 
the three last-named persons shall be at once forfeited, and at least four of the others after a definite 
report shall have been received from the local surveyor as to their position. 

I have, &c., 
W. BLACKMAN, 
(For the Under Secretary.) 

No. 6. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to MR. W. JOACHIM. 

Department of Lands, 

Sin, 
Sydney, 30 April, 1873. 

It having been represented by Mr. Michael Fitzpatrick, on behalf of the Honorable John 
O'Shanassy, that the conditions of the Crown Lands Alienation Act had not been fulfilled with regard 
to the conditional purchases made by you in the names of your children, Henry B. Joachim, James 
Joachim, George Joachim, William Joachim, junior, Annie Joachim, Sophia Joachim, Selina Joachim, and 
John T. Joachim, at Moama, on 20th February last,—I am directed to inform you, that the local Land 
Agent was referred to on the subject, and that officer now reporfs that he visited the selections alluded to, 
and ascertained that all the selectors were residing in two tents, at the junction of the portions purchased 
by William, James, and Henry B. Joachim, and that there were no houses or tents on the selections of 
Selina, John, Thomas, or George Joachim. 

2. I am therefore to state, that the Secretary for Lands has decided that the three last-mentioned 
selections shall at once be forfeited, and that as each selection must have a separate and independent 
residence, junction residences not being allowed, at least four of the other selections will be forfeited after 
a definite report shall have been received from the local surveyor as to their position. 

I have, &c., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

SIR, 

No. 7. 
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No. 7. 
THE SURVEYOR GENERAL to Mn. LICENSED SURvEYoR FINLEY. 

Surveyor General's Office, 
Sydney, 2 May, 1873. 

Form F., Memorandum of Instructions. To be returned with reply. 
Mn. LICENSED SuRvEYoR FINLEY is requested to carry out the measurements of the conditional pur-
chases noted in the margin, at his earliest convenience, if unobjectionable. 

Care should be taken to adhere strictly to the form of measurement provided under the Regulations, 
and no modification should be made merely for the purpose of embracing any particular improvements, or 
of making boundaries cut through such improvements. 

The plans should clearly represent (as required by paragraphs 54 and 113 of Surveyors' Instruc-
tions) all improvements on the ground at time of survey, and the reports should enter fully into the 
occupation by residence of the several conditional purchases. 

The Hon. the Minister for Lands, on representations made to him, and on the report of the Land 
Agent, has directed the forfeiture of some of the conditional purchases referred to, and the forfeiture of 
others may ensue; but nevertheless the measurements of all should be carried out. 

ROBT. D. FITZGERALD, 
(For the Surveyor General.) 

C.P. 73-2,742 
2,743 
2,744 
2,745 
2,746 
2,747 
2,748 
2,749 

No. 8. 
MR. W. JoAcnni to THE SECRETARY FOB LDs. 

Sin, 
Moama, 7 May, 1873. 

Referring to your letter, dated 30th ultimo, forfeiting my children's selections, I am prepared No. 6. 
to prove that they have complied in every respect with the requirements of the Act, and are now living 
on their several allotments. I have, therefore, the honor to request that you will delay gazetting the 
forfeiture for a few days to enable me to obtain and forward to you declarations to that effect. 

I have, &c., 
WILLIAM JOACHIM. 

No. 9. 
W. CLARRE, EsQ., to THE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

181, Pitt-street, Sydney, 

Sin, 
19 May, 1873. 

Mr. William Joachim, of Moama, has forwarded to me the Under Secretary for Lands' letter No. 6. 
to-him, under date 30th ultimo, which letter informs Mr. Joachim that certain conditional selections made 
by him and other members of his family had become forfeited by non-compliance with the residence clause 
of the Act, and also that for the same cause other selections by other members of the family would suffer 
the same fate. 

Acting now as Mr. Joachim's agent in the matter, I enclose you herein his declaration that all the 
selectors mentioned had complied with the IRegulatioiis, and also a certificate from workmen who have been 
in the employ of the said selectors to the same effect. - 

It appears from the correspondence that exceptionally urgent instructions were issued by the 
Government to the local Land Agent to watch this family, and it also appears that on the visit of that 
officer to the selections he found all the selectors tllereo'n., all willing and ready to commence with the 
requisite improvements, and I am at a loss to know what more cOuld be required of them. 

As regards the question of junction residences, mentioned in the Under Secretary's letter to Mr. 
Joachim, I will not allude at any length here, except to say that such have been allowed in numerous cases,, 
as I am prepared to prove, and therefore should the Joachim family be shown to have been residing in this 
manner, I only ask that they receive the same treatment at the hands of the Government that other 
selectors have. 

Under these circumstances, I respectfully request that the forfeitures already decided on be not 
gazetted, nor any action adverse to the Joachims be taken with regard to the other selections, without 
that thorough investigation that the case demands. 

I have, &c., 
WILLIAM CLARKE. 

[Enclosure to No. 9.] 
REFERRING to your letter of the 30th ultimo, and my, reply of the 7th instant, I, William Joachim, of Moama, do solemnly No. 6. 
and sincerely declare that the undermentioned selectors— - No. 8. 

James Joachin, Annie Joachim, 
Henry B. Joachim, Sophia Joachim, 
George Joachim, Selina Joachim, 
Wm. Joachim, junr., John T. Joachim, 

have each resided on their respective selections since the 19th March last, and have material on the ground to proceed with 
the required improvements as soon as the lots are surveyed; and I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the 
same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of the Act 9 Victoria No. 9. 

WILLIAM JOACHIM. 
Made and subscribed before me, at Moama, this 10th day of May, 1873,— 

Gzo. MAUZeSELL, P.M. 

Wn, 
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WE, the undersigned, have been in the employment of the selectors named above since the beginning of March last, and d 
hereby certify that they have resided on their respective selections, as stated in the above declaration. 

HENRY FILGATE. 
JOHN POWER. 

his 
0 ARTHUR x PENNY. 

Signed before me, 12th May, 1873,— . mark' 
J. W. M'Luaur, J.P. CHARLES DWYER. 

No. 10. 
MESSRS. M'CARTRY & ROBERTSON to THE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

Pitt-street North, Sydney, 
3 July, 1873. 

SIR, 0 

In reference to the conditional purchases of H. B. Joachim, James Joachim, George •Joachim, 
William Joachim, junior, Annie Joachim, Sophia Joachim, Selina Joachim, and John T. Joachim, made at 

No. 6. Moama on the 20th February last, and to your letter of the 30th April last to Mr. William Joachim, 
we beg to transmit to you the enclosed certificate of residents, Signed by ten of Mr. William Joachim's 
neighbours, and to state that four of the gentlemen signing are personally known to us, and are highly 
respectable men; and we beg to inform you, that we have received instructions to obtain an injunction to 
restrain Mn O'Shanassy from trespassing on the conditional purchases in question; and we beg therefore 
to request that, pending the decision of the Supreme Court, you will stay further proceedings in the matter 
of the threatened forfeiture of the selections. 

We have, &c., 
M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON. 

I do not think that I should be justified in staying the proceedings in the usual course in this matter. 
I am not aware in what way a decision of the Supreme Court will affect the merits of this case, as it 
appears to me to be a case between the Crown and a selector.—J.S.F., 11/7/73. 

Forfeited list is now being prepared, and I think it is time that the special report called for by 
direction of the Minister was received from Mr. L.-S. Finley.—W.W.S., 15/7/73. 

Plans and applications have been received in all these cases of the Joachims from Mr. L. S. Finley.— 
(Written by Mr. Wiseman.) 21/7/73. 

The surveyor's reports are now submitted for the information of the Secretary for Land s.—W,B., 
21/7/73. 0 

It will be seen that the surveyor reports residence in each case, and also improvements. The 
reports apply of course to date of survey.—W.W.S., 24 July. 

Inform Mr. Fitzpatrick of surveyor's reports, &c.—J.S.F., 24/7/73. 

[Enclosure to .2'Th. 10.] 
Moama, 10 May, 1873. 

WE, the undersigned, having repeatedly visited the land selected by Mr. Joachim's family on the Moira Run, can state, from 
our personal knowledge, that the eight members of Mr. Joachim's family, who selected the land, have resided thereon since the 
19th March last, and that the materials for the erection of permanent dwellings are on the ground. 

EDWIN HUGIIES, 
Manager, Moama Meat Preserving Company. 

ARCHIBALD M'LAURIN. 
J. L. JUBIN. 
J. W. M'LAURIN, J.P. 
JAMES S. KELLY. 
MICHAEL WELDAN. 
GUY DORWARD. 
DUNCAN SINCLAIR. 
DONkLD SINCLAIR. 
C. M'KEOWN. 

The persons signing this document have not stated the date of their visit to the land selected by Joachim's family. I 
infer that they visited on the day of the date of this document, and I find that it bears even date with Joachim's declaration 
of the 10th May, and that the 19th March above-mentioned is the date stated by Joachim; and I also find that the certificate 
was signed before Mr. M'Laurin, J.P., one of the psrsons signing the above. In all probability they were all on the land on 
the 10th of May, but that does not prove residence within one month of selection, namely, on the 20th February.—J.S.F. 

No. 11. 
MB. LICENSED SURVEYOR FINLEY to THE Suxy-RY0R GENERAL. 

Deniiquin S July, 1873. 

SIB, 
5Appendix A I have the honor to transmit you a plan* and report of Henry Bristow Joachim's 320-acre 

conditional purchase, parish of Bama, county Cadell, applied for under the 13th clause of the " Crown 
Lands Alienation Act of 1861," 

Henry Bristow Joachim—an infant of about twelve months of age—was resident at the time of 
survey. His mother, I believe, lives with him. The residence is a canvas tent, erected on a frame, with 
chimney attached, and it is of the value of about £8. 

The country consists of open plain and box and oak forest. There is a road 1 chain wide left 
between this portion and the railway reserve. 

I have, &c., 
0 F. G. FINLEY, L:S. 

[Enclosure 
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[Enclosure B to Ni. 11.] 
[Alienation Act, section 13.] 

C. P., No. 73-2,742. Land Agent's No., 1 of 1873. 
APPLICATION for the conditional purchase, without competition, of 320 acres unimproved Crown Land, under section 13 of 

the Lands Alienation Act of 1861. 

Receiteci by me, with a deposit of £80, this 20th day of February, 1873, at 1 o'clock. 
G-EO. MATJNSELL, 

Agent for Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. 

Moama, 20 February, 1873. 
Sir, 

I am desirous of purchasing, without competition, under the 13th section of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 
1861," the portion of unimproved Crown land hereunder described, containing 320 acres; and I herewith tender the sum of £80, 
being a deposit at the rate of five shillings (5s.) per acre on the area for which I apply, and on which it is any intention to reside•  

I am, &c., 
HENRY BRISTOW JOACHIM (a minor.) 

To the Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. Per his Agent, WILLIAM JOACHIM, Echuca. 
Descriptiois :- 

County of Cadell, parish of Moira, or unnamed, 320 acres: Commencing at a point opposite and west of the south-
west angle of allotment 58, parish Moira, and only divided therefrom by the reserve for railway line ; thence north-easterly 
along the reserve for said railway-line 60 chains; thence west about 60 chains 50 links; thence south about 57 chains; and 
thence east about 47 chains to the point of commencement. 

No. 12. 
MR. LICENSED SURVEYOR FINLEY to THE SuRVEYoR GENERAL. 

Deniliquin, 8 July, 1873. 
SIR, 

I have-the honor to transmit to you a plan*  and report of James Joachim's 320-acre conditional 5Appendix B. 
purchase, parish of Bama, county Cadell, applied for under the 13th clause of the " Crown Lands Alienation 
Act of 1861." 

James Joachim (a minor) resides on the land. The improvements are—a dwelling-hut of two rooms, 
worth £40, the materials used being sawn timber, with zinc roof; a garden, securely fenced and planted 
with trees, vines, &c., worth40; and a tank and dam, worth £10; total value of improvements, £90. 
There is also a wire fence crossing the portion which was erected by the lessee of the run, worth £50 per 
mile, not included in the above amount. 

The land consists of open plain and box and oak forest country. 
I have, &c., 

F. G. FINLEY, 
Licensed Surveyor. 

[Enclosure B to No. 12.] 
[Alienation Act, section 13.] 

C.P., No. 73-2,743. Land Agent's No., 2 of 1873. 
APPLICATION for the conditional purchase, without competition, of 320 acres unimproved Crown Land, under section 13 of the 

Lands Alienation Act of 1861. 
Received by me, with a deposit of £80, this 20th day of February, 1873, at 1 o'clock. 

GEO. MAUNSELL, 
Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. 

Sir, 
Moama, 20 February, 1873. 

I am desirous of purchasing, without competition, under the 13th section of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 
1861," the portion of unimproved Crown Land hereunder described, containing 320 acres; and I herewith tender the sum of 
£80, being a deposit at the rate of five shillings (5s.) per acre on the area for which I apply, and on which it is my intention to 
reside. 

I am, &c., 
JAMES JOACHIM, 

To the Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. Per his Agent, WILLIAM JOACHIM, Moama. 
Decriptioa :- 

County of Cadell, parish of Moira, or unnamed, 320 acres : Commencing at the north-east angle of the block applied for 
by H. B. Joachim; thence north-easterly 60 chains along the reserve for railway-line ;. thence west about 60 chains 50 links; 
thence south about 57 chains; and thence east along the northern boundary of block applied for by H. B. Joachim, about 47 
chains to the point of commencement. 

No. 13. 
MR. LICENSED SuREyoR FINLEY to THE SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

SIR, 
Deniliquin, 8 .July, 1873. 

purchase, in 
1861. 

I have the honor to transmit you a plan and report of George Joachim's 320-acre conditional 5Appendix C. 
the parish of Bama, county of Cadell, applied for under the 13th clause of the Land Act of 

George Joachim, at the time of survey, was residing with his brot:er, Henry Bristow Joachim, on 
the suppdsition that it (the residence) was on the boundary-line dividing the two selections. He is on 
this date residing on this portion, as shown on the plan. It appears from the statement of the father of 
the applicant that he (the applicant) has resided in several different spots on the land, in consequence of 
not knowing where the boundaries would be. The house in which he is at present residing is of the value 
of £22; it is the only improvement. 

I have, &c., 
F. G. FINLEY, 

Licensed Surveyor. 
[Enclosure 



[Enclosure B to No. 13.] 
[Alienation Act, section 13.] 

C.P., No. 73-2,744. Land Agent's No., 3 of 1873. 
APPLICATION for the conditional purchase, without competition, of 320 acres unimproved Crown Land, under. section 13 of the 

Lands Alienation Act of 1861. 
Received by me, with a deposit of £80, this 20th day of February, 1873, at 1 o'clock. 

G-EO MAUNSELL, 
Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. 

Sir, 
Moama, 20 February, 1873. 

I am desirous of purchasing, without competition, under the 13th section of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 
1861," the portion of unimproved Crown Land hereunder described, containing 320 acres; and I herewith tender the sum of 
£80, being a deposit at the rate of five shillings (5s.) per acre on the area for which I apply, and on which it is my intention to 
reside. 

I am, &c, 
To the Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. GEORGE JOACHIM. 

Dercriplion 

County of Cadell, parish of Moama, 320 acres: Commencing at the south-west angle of block applied for by Henry 
Bristow Joachim; thence north about 57 chains; thence west about 56 chains; thence south about 57 chains; and thence 
east about 57 chains to point of commencement. 

Forfeited—Gazette, 12 Dec., 1873, p.  3472. 

No. 14. 
Mn. LICENSED SURVEYOR FINLEY to THE SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

Deniiquin, 8 July, 1873. 
SIR, 

' Appendix D, I have the honor to transmit you a plan* and report of William Joachim's, junr., 320 acres 
C.P., parish of Bama, county Cadell, applied for under the 13th clause of the Land Act of 1861. 

William Joachim (a minor) resides on the land. The improvements consists of a but of the value 
of £20, and about 5 acres of cultivation to the value of £15. 

The land consists of open plain and box forest. The soil on the plain is of excellent quality. 

I have, &c., 
F. G. FINLEY, 

Licensed Surveyor. 

[.Enclosure B to No. 14.] 
. [Alienation Act, section 13.] 

C.P., No. 73-2,745. Land Agent's No., 4 of 1873. 
APPLICATION for the conditional purchase, without competition, of 320 acres unimproved Crown Land, under section 13 of 

the Lands Alienation Act of 1861. 
Received by me, with a deposit of £80, this 20th day of February, 1873, at 1 o'clock. 

GEO. MAUNSELL, 
Agent for Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. 

Sir, 
Moama, 20 February, 1873. 

I am desirous of purchasing, without competition, under the 13th section of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 
1861," the portion of unimproved Crown Land hereunder described, containing 320 acres; and I herewith tender the sum of £80, 
being a deposit at the rate of five shillings (5s.) per acre on the area for which I apply, and on which it is my intention to 
reside. 

I am, &c., 
WILLIAM JOACHIM, Juu., 

To the Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. Agent for Wiaaixn JOACHIM, Moama. 
Description 

County of Cadell, parish of Moama, 320 acres: Commencing at the north-east angle of the block applied for by,  George 
Joachim; thence north-easterly along the reserve for railway-line, 60 chains; thence west about 60 chains 50 links; thence 
south about 57 chains; and thence east along the northern boundary of the block applied by about 47 chains to the com-
mencing point. 

Forfeited—Gazette, 12 Dec., 1873. 

No. 15. 
Mn. LICENSED SURVEYOR FINLEY to THE SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

Deniliquin, 8 July, 1873. 
Sin, 

* Appendix E. I have the honor to transmit you a plan and report of Annie Joachim's 320 acres conditional 
purchase, in the parish of Bama, county Cadell, applied for under the 13th clause of the Land Act of 1861. 

Annie Joachim was residing in a tent with galvanized iron roof at the time of survey and as shown 
on plan. The tent was erected there on the supposition that it was on the land applied for, but owing to 
the form of measurement it was on Selina Joachim's 320 acres adjoining. Before the survey was com-
pleted the residence was removed, and the applicant is now residing on her land. The applicant appears 
to be a bond fide resident. The value of the tent is £6. Land composed of open plain and soil of good 
quality. 

I have, &c., 
F. G. FINLEY, 

Licensed Surveyor. 

[Enclosure 
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[Enclosure B to No. 15.] 
[Alienation Act, section 13.] 

C. P., No. 73-2,746. Land Agent's No., 5 of 1873. 
APPLIcATIoN for the conditional purchase, without competition, of 320 acres unimproved Crown Land, under section 13 of 

the Lands Alienation Act of 1861.  
Received by me, with a deposit of £80, this 20th day of February, 1873, at 1 o'clock. 

GEORGE MAUNSELL, 
Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. 

Moama, 20 February, 1873. 
Sir, 

I am desirous of purchasing, without competition, under the 13th section of the "Crow-n Lands Alienation Act of 
1861," the portion of unimproved Crown Land hereunder described, containing 320 acres ; and I herewith tender the sum of 
£80, being a deposit at the rate of five shillings (5s.) per acre on the area for which I apply, and on which it is my intention 
to reside. 

I am, &c., - 
ANNIE JOACHIM, Spinster and Minor, 

To the Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. Per Agent, WILLIAar JOACBIM, Moama. 

Description 

County of Cadell, parish of Moama, 320 acres: Commencing at the north-east angle of the block applied for by James 
Joachim ; thence north-easterly along the reserve for railway-line, 60 chains; thence west about 60 chains 50 links; thence 
south about 57 chains; and thence east along northern boundary of block applied for by about 47 chains to point 
of commencement. 

Forfeited—Gazette, 12 Dec., 1873, p.  3472. 

IRETURNED to Land Agent to know whether applicant is a spinster or widow? This information is always 
required.—W.B. (for the Under Secretary.)—B.C., Lands, 29/3/73.—To be returned. 

A spinster and a minor.—GEO. MA1JNSELL, L.A.., Moama, 10/41 73. 

No. 16. - 
Mn. LICENSED SURVEYOR FINLEY to THE SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

Sin, 
Deniliquin, 8 July, 1873. 

I have the honor to transmit you a plane and report of Sophia Joachim's 320-acre conditional * Appendix F. 
purchase, in the parish of Bama, county Cadell, applied for under the 13th clause of the "Crown Lands 
Alienation Act of 1861." 

Sophia Joachim was residing in a hut near the west boundary, and just off this portion. It would 
appear that the applicant was ignorant of the exact position that the boundaries would be laid out in. 
She appears to be a bondfide resident, and since the survey was commenced has removed her residence to 
a tent within this portion. The only improvement is the tent in question—worth about £2 lOs. Her hut, - 
which is partly on Selina Joachim's and partly on J. T. Joachim's conditional purchases, is worth £20. 
The land is all open plain, and soil of fair quality. 

- I have, &c., 
F. G. FINLEY, L.S. 

[Enclosure B to No. 16.] 
- 

- [Alienation Act, section 13.] 
OP., No. 73-2,747. Land Agent's No,, 6 of 1873. 

APPLICATION for the conditional purchase, without competition, of 320 acres unimproved Crown Land, under section 13 of the 
Lands Alienation Act of 1861. - 

Received by me, with a deposit of £80, this 20th day of February, 1873, at 1 o'clock. 

GEORGE MAUNSELL, 
Agent for Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. 

Sir, 
Moama, 20 February, 1873. 

I am desirous of purchasing, without competition, under the 13th section of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 
1861," the portion of unimproved Crown Land hereunder described, containing 320 acres; and I herewith tender the sum of 
£80, being a deposit at the rate of five shillings (5s.) per acre on the area for which I apply, and on which it is my intention 
to reside. 

- I am, &c., 
SOPHIA JOOHIM, 

To the Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. Per Agent, WILLIAM JOACHrM, Moama. 

Description :- - 

County of Cadell, parish of , 320 acres: Commencing at the south-west angle of the block applied for by 
Annie Joachim; thence north about 57 chains; thence west about 56 chains ; thence south about 57 chains; and thence east 
about 56 chains to commencing point. 

Forfeited— Gazette 12 Dec., 1873, p.  3472. - 

Returned to Land Agent to know whether applicant is a spinster or widow ?—W.B. (for the 
Under Secretary.) B.C., Lands, 29/3/73.—To be returned. 

Spinst&r and a minor.—G. MAUNSELL, L.A., 10/4/73. 

562—B - No. 17. 
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No. 17. 
ME. LICENSED SURVEYOR FINLEY to THE SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

Deniiquin, 8 July, 1873. 
SIR, 

5Appendix G. I have the honor to transmit you a plan*  and report of Selina Joachim's 320-acre conditional 
purchase, parish of Bama, county of Cadell, applied for under the 13th clause of the Land Act of 1861. 

Al 5 
Selina Joachim resides on the land and appears to .be a bon4 fide resident. The improvement; 

cu1v, consist of a hut, tent, and part of another (Sophia Joachim's residence) hut, of the total value of £38. 
value £15. The tent in question was Annie Joachim's residence and is now removed from off this portion. There is 

also a wire fence crossing this portion, worth £50 per mile, erected by the lessee of the run, and which is 
not included in the above estimate. Th form of measurement appears to be the best that could be 
adopted. I could not extend the portion farther to the west owing to an improvement purchase of John 
O'Shannassy's. The land is composed of open plain and soil of good quality. 

I have, &c., 
F. G. FINLEY, 

Licensed Surveyor. 

[Ecloswre B to No. 17.] 
[Alienation Act, section 13.] 

C.P., No. 73-2,748. Land Agent's No., 7 of 1873. 

APrLICATI0s for the conditional purchase, without competition, of 320 acres unimproved Crown Land, under section 13 of 
the Lands Alienation Act of 1861. 

Received by mc, with a deposit of £80, this 20th day of February, 1873, at 10 o'clock. 
6-lEO. MATJNSELL, 

Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. 

Moama, 20 February, 1873. 
Sir, 

I am desirous of purchasing, without competition, under the 21st section of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 
1861," the portion of unimproved Crown Land hereunder described, containing 320 acres; and I herewith tender the sum of £80, 
being a deposit at the rate of five shillings (59.) per acre on the area for which I apply, and on which it is my intention to 
reside. 

I am, &c., 
SELINA JOACHIM, 

To the Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. per Agent, WILLIAM JOACHIM, Moama. 

Description:— 

County of Cadell, parish of , 320 acres: Commencing at the south-west angle of block applied for by Annie 
Joachim; thence north about 57 chains; thence west about 56 chains; thence south about 57 chains; and thence east about 
56 chains to the commencing point. 

Forfeited—Gazette 12 Dec., 1873, p.  3472. 

Returned to Land Agent to know whether applicant is a spinster or a widow ?—W.B. (for Under 
Secretary.) B.C., Lands, 20/3/73. To be returned. 

A spinster and a minor.—GEO. MAUNSELL, L.A., Moama, 14/3/73. 

No. 18. 
MR. LICENSED SURVEYOR FINLEY to TUE SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

Deniliquin, 8 July, 1873. 

'SAppendix H. SIB,I have the honor to transmit you a plau* and report of John Thos. Joachim's 320-acre 
conditional purchase, parish of Bama, county Cadell, applied for under the .13th clause of the Land Act 
of 1861. 

John Thomas Joachim was residing on the land in a covered-in,  dray, of the value of £15. There is 
also a portion of Sophia Joachim's hut on this land (worth £10), as shown on plan. 

The former measurement adopted in this case is the best for future subdivision. 
I have, &c., 

F. G. FINLEY, 
Licensed Surveyor. 

[Encloswre B to No. 18.] 
[Alienation Act, section 13.] 

C.P., No. 73-2,749. Land Agent's No., 8 of 1873. 

APPLICATIOE for the conditional purchase, without competition, of 320 acres unimproved Crown Land, under section 13 of the 
Lands Alienation Act of 1861. 

Received by me, with a deposit of £80, this twentieth day of February, 1873, at 10 o'clock. 
GEO. MADNSELL, 

Agent for Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. 

Moama, 20 February, 1873. 

Sir, 
I am desirous of purchasing, without competition, under the 13th section of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 

1861," the portion of unimproved Crown land hereunder described, containing 320 acres; and I herewith tender the sum of 
£80, being a deposit at the rate of five shillings (5s.) per acre on the area for which I apply, and on which it is my intention to 
reside. 

I am, 
JOHN THOMAS JOACHIM, 

To the Agent for the Sale of Crown Lands at Moama. Per Agent for WIaLLks JOACHIM, Moama. 
Description 
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.Decription :— 

County of Cadell, 320 acres: Commencing at the south-west angle of the block applied for by Selina Joachim; thence 
north about 59 chains; thence west about 56 chains; thence south about 57 chains; and thence east about 56 chains to the 
point of commencement. 

Forfeited—Gazette, 12 Dec., 1873, p.  3472. 

No. 19. 
Mu. LICNSED SURVEYOR FINLEY to Trns SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

Deniliquin, S July, 1873. 
Sm, 

I have the honor to state that I have this day, under separate cover, transmitted plans and See Nos. 11 to 18 
reports of eight conditional purchases in the parish of Baxiaa, county of Cadell, made by William Joachim, 

inclusive. 

at Moama, as agent for his children. 
I have endeavoured to show clearly therein the different residences of the several applicants. 
They all appear to be bon.tlfide residents, as far as occupation goes, in their dwellings, as shown on 

the plans. Having been in the neighbourhood for some time past I watched them closely. 
I also beg to forward you some correspondence between Mr. District Surveyor Wood and myself, 

relative to these conditional purchases. 
I have, as nearly as possible, surveyed the lands in strict accordance with the Regulations. 

I have, &c., 
F. G. FINLEY, 

Licensed Surveyor. 

[Ezclosure to .N. 19.] 
Mr. Licensed Surveyor Finley to Mr. District Surveyor Wood. 

Sir, 
Deniliquin, 25 March, 1873. 

I have the honor to state that a Mr. Joachim, agent for eight of his children, has taken up eight 320-acre condi- 
tional purchases in the parish of Bama, county Cadell, and he has applied to me for some information as to how his land will be 
measured, to enable him to go on with some dwellings. I have given him a sketch similar to the enclosed tracing,a showing how 5ippenthx I. 
they will be surveyed, subject to your approval of the design. 

Will you be kind enough to express your decision on the matter P I may add that the applicant is very anxious about 
the matter, as he apprehends strong opposition from the owner of the run where he has selected. 

I have, &c., 
F. G. FINLEY, 

Licensed Surveyor. 

To Mr. Licensed Surveyor Finley,— 

INSTEAD of having four steps in the west boundary it will be better for the future subdivision of the adjoining vacant lands to 
mark the back boundary as shown in pencil. . 

Leave a road 1 chain wide along the railway-line in every survey you may have to make. The railway reserve is 3 
chains wide. Centre line marked approved. 

J. H. WOOD. 

No. 20. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to MESSRS. M'Ciupny & ROBERTSON. 

Department of *Lands, 
- Sydney, 21 July, 1873. 

GENTLEMEN, 
With reference to your letter of 3rd instant, stating that you, have received instructions to No. 10. 

obtain an injunction to restrain Mr. O'Shauassy from trespassing upon the conditional purchases made by 
H. B. Joachim, James Joachim, George Joachim, William Joachim, junior, Annie Joachim, Sophia Joachim, 
Selina Joachim, and John T. Joachim at Moama, on 20th February last, and requesting that, pending the 
decision of the Supreme Court, proceedings may be stayed in the matter of the threatened forfeiture of 
the selections,—I am directed to inform you, that the Secretary for Lands does not think that he should 
be justified in staying the proceedings, in the usual course, in this matter, and that he is not aware in what 
way a decision of the Supreme Court will affect the merits of this case, asit appears to him to be a case 
between the Crown and a selector. 

I have, &c., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 21. 
MESSRS. M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON to ThE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

Pitt-street, North, 

Sm, 
21 July, 1873. 

We beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of to-day, concerning the legal proceedings No. 20. 
about to be. commenced by the Joachims against Mr. O'Shanassy, the lessee of the Moira Run, and we beg 
to explain that the question the Supreme Court will have to decide will be precisely the question at issue 
between the Joachims and the Crown, viz. —whether these conditional purchasers have complied with the 
terms and conditions of the 13th clause of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 1861.". 

The inconvenience that would arise from your anticipating the decision of the 'Supreme Court 
would perhaps be this, that you might decide, from the conflicting and necessarily imperfect evidence before 
you, that the conditions of the said clause had not been complied with, and a jury might decide that they-
had, and moreover no power can prevent the case from ultimately being decided by a jury, should the 
Joachims determine notwithstanding any decision you may arrive at to maintain their legal rights, 'for 
assuming, for the sake of argument, that you should declare the selection cancelled, the Crown will then 

have 
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have either to reject the selectors by a writ of intrusion, or sell the land and leave the Crown grantee to bring 
ejectment; and should the selectors succeed in showing that they have complied with the Act, their Parlia-
mentary title to the land will be declared to be paramount to any grant the Crown may have issued, and 
compensation would have to be given to the Crown grantee. 

We have, &c., 
M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON. 

No. 22. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to M. FITZPATRICK, IE5Q., M.L.A. 

Dpartment of Lands, 
Sydney, 31 July, 1873. 

SIR, 

No. S. With reference to my letter of 28th April last, in which you were apprised, as agent of the 
Honorable John O'Shanassy, that, under a report received from the Crown Lands Agent, the portions of 
land selected by Selina, John Thomas, and George Joachim, at Moama, on 20th February last, would be 
declared forfeited, and at least four of the selections made at that place on the same day by Henry 
B. Joachim, James Joachim, William Joachim, Annie Joachim, and Sophia Joachim, after a definite report 
should have been received from the local surveyor as to their position,—I am directed to inform you, that 
Mr. Licensed Surveyor Finley has reported that all the inlectors alluded to are residing upon their con-
ditional purchases. George Joachim, at the time of survey, Mr. Finley states, was residing with his 
brother, Henry B. Joachim, on the supposition that the residence was on the boundary-line dividing the 
two selections, and has since removed on to the portion selected by him. The selectors, Sophia and Annie 
Joachim, in ignorance of the exact position in which the boundaries would be laid out, were residing 
outside of their conditional purchases, and afterwards removed on to them. 

2. I am therefore to apprise you, that the Secretary for Lands cannot enforce the forfeiture of the 
purchases without further investigation, and he desires to afford Mr. O'Shanassy the opportunity at the 
same time of making any further representation that he may think necessary. 

I have, &c., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 23. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to MESSRS. M'CAETHY & ROBERTSON. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 31 July, 1873. 

GENTLEMEN, 

No. 21. 
With reference to your letter of 21st instant, on the subject of your request, that, pending 

the result of the legal proceedings about to be taken by the Joachims against the Honorable John 
O'Shanassy, the forfeiture of their conditional purchases at Moama might be stayed, I am directed to 
inform you that Mr. Licensed Surveyor Finley has reported that all the conditional purchasers in this case 
are residing upon their selections. 

George Joachim, at the time of the survey, Mr. Finley states, was residing with his brother, Henry 
B. Joachim, on the supposition that the residence was on the boundary-line dividing the two selections, 
and has removed on to the portion selected by him. 

The selectors, Sophia and Annie Joachim, in ignorance of the exact position in which the boundaries 
would be laid out, were residing outside of their conditional purchases, and afterwards removed on to 
them. 

2. I am therefore to state that Mr. O'Shanassy has been apprised, through his agent, Michael 
Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.L.A., that the Secretary for Lands cannot enforce the forfeiture of the purchases 
without further investigation, and Nr. O'Shanassy has at the same time been afforded the opportunity of 
making any further representation that he may think necessary. 

I have, &e., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 24. 
M. FITZPATRICK, ESQ., M.L.A., to THE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

100, Pitt-street, Sydney, 
21 August, 1873. 

SIR, 
No, sa. Your letter of 31st July, which reached me on the 4th August, informed me that the various 

members of the Joachim family, in whose names selections were on 20th February taken up on the 
Moira Run, were reported to be then resident, and invited the lessee of the run (the Honorable John 
O'Shanassy) to offer further evidence in support of the allegation that they were non-resident. That 
letter unintentionally raised a false issue. I asserted in my letter to you of the 2nd April that the persons 
(chiefly minors) whose names had been used in the affair were not resident, and had never resided, 
although they were required by law to reside within one month from the date of selection, and you 
reply that towards the end of July they are reported to be resident. I cannot see what this has to 
do with the case, even if it were the fact that they were lawfully residing in July, which Mr. O'Shanassy 
denies, more especially as your own officer, the Land Agent at Moama, had previously informed you, 
unequivocally, that the parties were not residing. The case is, as you yourself characterized it, a bare- 

No. 5 faced attempt to defeat the law. When you first promised, under date 28th April, that these selections 
should be cancelled, you had abundant evidence before you that the parties were not complying with 
the law, and nothing that has occurred since, or can occur hereafter, can alter that fact. 

No. 22. In deference, however, to your wishes as implied, if not expressed, in your last letter, I now transmit 
to you three statutory declarations by George Milledge, Henry Palmer, and Maurice P. Fitzgerald, Esq., 
the latter being the overseer of Moira Station. The 
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The first of these persons declares that he daily shepherded sheep over the land in question, to the 
extent of 5,000 acres, from 27th February to 23rd March, inclusive, and that during all that period no 
person resided on the land, nor was any improvement whatever made. 

Henry Palmer makes the like declaration, covering the period from 19th February to 18th April, 
dnring which no person resided, and no improvements were effected, save that on 19th March Joachim 
erected two tents. - 

Mr. Fitzgerald declares that he visited the land thirteen times during the period from 20th Feb-
ruary to 6th April, and saw neither residents nor improvements, save the tents already alluded to. Can 
testimoily be more conclusive than this? I now ask you, on Mr. O'Shanassy's behalf, in the spirit of the 
law, to give effect to the letter of the law. 

The attempt made by one man to select 2,560 acres is a gross violation of the spirit of the law, 
and was fully acknowledged by your first decision, and I am at a loss to see what there is in the case to 
affect that first decision. 

Permit me to remind you that the reference to the surveyor was not for his report as to whether 
Joachim and his family resided, nor for his opinion as to what constituted residence; it was merely to fix 
the position of and to identify the one lot out of the eight on which it was admitted that the family, 
or some members of it, resided; and nothing which the surveyor may have reported, and nothing which 
the entire family can now do, can or ought to affect the decision given by you in the first instance on the 
report of the Land Agent of the district. 

I await with some interest an intimation of your final decision in this very remarkable case—a case 
which I venture to say has seldom, if ever, been equalled in its flagrant violation of the spirit of the law. 

I have, &e., 
MICHL. FITZPATRICK. 

MINUTE ANIJ DECISION ON No. 24. 

Submitted. 
This case has been under the Minister's special consideration. 
The enclosed declarations go to prove that with the exception of two tents, erected within the 

month upon certain of the selections, there was no occupation as required by the Act. 
The question seems to depend upon the obligations to reside within a month. 

A.O.M., 
25 August, 1873. 

Two selections allowed, and six to be forfeited.—J.S.F., 15/9/73. 
The question for decision is—Did the Joachims, eight in number (all infants), occupy and reside 

upon the land conditionally purchased by them, within one month of such purchase, in accordance with 
the sixteenth (16th) section of the Crown Lands AlienationAct? I find that two of the conditional 
purchasers, viz., James Joachim and Henry B. Joachim, did occupy their selections respectively, within 
the time prescribed by law, and that the other six (6) selectors did not occupy and reside on their res-
pective selections within the time prescribed by ,law, and the regulations thereunder, namely, within one 
month after the time of purchase. I am therefore of opinion that the selections of John T., Sophia, 
Selina, Annie, William, and George Joachim should respectively be forfeited. There is one feature in this 
case worthy of notice. That is, that Joachim, the father of the eight (8) selectors (he, himself not 
selecting), has made a declaration in proof of residence on their behalf. I very much doubt whether a 
declaration of this kind should be allowed, but as I am satisfied with the proofs of residence in two (2) of 
the above selections, and as it does not affect the-merits of this case it need not be considered now. 

J.S.F., 15/9/73. 

[Enclosure A to No. 24.] 

I, G-zoiiov MILLEDGE, of Moira, do solemnly declare, that during the period from 27th February to 23rd March inclusive, I daily 
shepherded sheep on land situated west of railway-line on the Moira run adjoining, and west of lots 69, 86, 89, and part of 65, 
parish of Bama and county Cadell; and I declare further, that the area over which I shepherded the above-named sheep 
exceeded 5,000 acres, and that during the above-mentioned period no person or persons resided on said land; that no improve-
ments or erections of any sort whatever were made on said land during the above-mentioned period; that during the said 
period no one directed me to remove the sheep of which I had charge, or prevented me from depasturing them on said land. 

I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same tobe true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act 
made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "Ass Act for the more effectual abolition of 
oaths and affirmations, taken and made in various departments of the Government of New South Wales, and to substitute 
declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra.judicial oaths and affidavits." 

GEO. MILLEDGE. 
Taken and declared at Moama, this 11th day of August, 1873, before me,— 

J. W. M'Luionv, J.P. 

[Enclosure B to 2o. 24.] 
I, HENRY PALMER, of Moira, do solemnly and sincerely declare, 'that during the period ftom 19th February to 18th April 

d, w last past, I daily shepherded sheep on land situated west of the railway-line, on the Moira Run, anest of and adjoining 
lots 58 and 65, county of Cadell and parish of Bama; the land on which I depastured the sheep exceeds 5,000 acres in 
extent. 

I declare further, that on the 19th March last one Joachim erected two tents on said land, about 60 chains west of 
railway-line, and about 60 chains north of the northern boundary of water -reserve No. 90; the said tents were erected 
within 100 yards of each other. - 

I declare further, that during the aforesaid period, namely, from 19th February to 18th April, no person or persons 
resided on, occupied, or erected any improvements whatever, with the exception of the two tents referred to, and that no one 
directed me to remove the sheep of which I had charge, or prevented me from depasturing them on said land. 

I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act 
made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "An Act for the more effectual abolition of 
oaths and affirmations taken and made in various departments of the Government of New South Wales, and to substitute 
declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and qffldavits." - 

HENRY PALMER. 
Taken and declared at Moama, this 14th day of August, 1873, before me,— 

F. W. M'LtuEIN, J.P. 
-  [Enclosure- 
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[Enclosnre C to No. 24.] 

I, Muisroz P. FITZGRBALD, of Moira Station, superintendent, do solemnly and sincerely declare, that during the period frdm 20th 
February to 6th of April last past, I visited on thirteen different days the land situated west of and adjoining lots 89, 86, 69, 65, 
and 58, county of Cadell, parish of Bama; the said land is identical with the portions recently surveyed by Mr. Finley for the 
Joachim family; that during the said period no improvements of any kind were erected on said land, with the exception of 
two tents, which were erected at a spot about 60 chains west of lot 58, and about 60 chains north of the water reserve No. 90. 
I further declare that no one resided on the said land during the said period, except the occupants of the two tents above 
mentioned. 

The two tents are situated within about 60 yards of each other. 
I further declare that during the said period, that no one prevented me depasturing the sheep on said land. 
I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the samwto be true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act 

made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "An Act for the more effectual abolition of 
oaths and affirmations ta/ecu and made in varioes departnsents of the Government of New South Wales, and to substitnte 
declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra.juclicial oaths and affidavits." 

MAURICE P. FITZGERALD. 
Taken and declared at Moama, this 14th day of August, 1873, before me,- 

5. W. M'Luiera, J.P. 

No. 25. 
Mnssns. M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON to TUE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

Pitt-street North, 
Sydney, 28 August, 1873. 

No. 23. In reference to your letter of 31st ultimo, we beg to inform you that His Honor Mr. Justice 
Hargrave has granted injunctions restraining Mr. J. O'Shanassy from trespassing with his sheep upon the 
selections of J. T. Joachim, Selina Joachim, and Sophia Joachim, and we have therefore to request that 
you will withhold your decision in these cases, pending the decision of the Supreme Court in October 
next. 

Mr. Joachim has desired us to state that upon the trial of the above cases he will be prepared to 
swear that he and his family are bosui fide settlers, and not, as he understands has been represented to you, 
the dummies of Mr. Fisher or any person. 

We have, &c., 
M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON. 

No. 26. 
MESSRS. ELLIS & MAKIN50N to TUE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

89, Elizabeth-street, 

Sin, 
Sydney, 12 September, 1873. 

On behalf of the Hon. John O'Shannassy, lessee of Moira Run, we have the honor to request 
See No. 6. that you will allow us to have a copy of a letter from you to Wm. Joachim, dated 30th April last, respecting 

certain free selections on Moira Run, disputed by our client. 
The reason of this application is that in certain proceedings taken by the Joachim selectors in the 

Supreme Court, the facts stated in the said letter are ignored, and we wish, on behalf of our client, to 
show that the said letter was written to the said W. Joachim. 

We have, &c., 
ELLIS & MA.KINSON. 

I was directed by the Secretary for Lands to have a copy of the letter in question prepared, which 
should now be forwarded.—W.B., 13/9/73. 

No.. 27. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to MESSRS. ELLIS & MAXINS0N. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 13 September, 1873. 

GENTLEMEN, 
No. 26. In accordance with the request contained in your letter of 12th instant, on behalf of the Hon- 

orable John O'Shanassy, I am directed to transmit to you herewith a copy of a letter addressed from this 
See No. 6. department to Mr. William Joachim, on 30th April last, respecting certain selections on the Moira Run, 

disputed by Mr. O'Shanassy. 
I have, &c., 

W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 28. 
TUE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to MESSRS. M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 30 September, 1873. 

GENTLEMEN, 
No. 23. With reference to my letter of 31sf July last, in which you were informed, that (for the reasons 

therein set forth) the Honorable John O'Shanassy had been apprised that the forfeiture of the selections 
made by various members of the Joachim family, on the Moira Run, on the 20th February last, could 

not 
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not be enforced without further investigation,—I am now directed to inform you that Mr. O'Shanassy, 
through his agent, Michael Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.L.A., has furnished three statutory declarations in support 
of his allegation, that the conditional purchasers have not resided, as required by the Crown Lands 
Alienation Act. 

I am to state that the Secretary for Lands finds that two of the conditional purchasers in this 
case, namely, James Joachim and Henry B. Joachim, occupied their respective selections within the time 
prescribed by law, namely, within one month after date of purchase, and that the other six selectors did 
not so occupy and reside upon their respective selections. 

I am therefore to apprise you that it has been decided that the selections made by John T., 
Sophia, Selina, Annie, William, and George Joachim, respectively, shall be declared forfeited. 

I have, &c., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 29. 
TUE UNDFIL SECRETARY FOR LANDS to M. FITZPATRICK, ESQ., M.L.A. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 30 September, 1873. 

Six, 
With reference to your letter of the 21st ultimo, on behalf of the Honorable John O'Shanassy, No. 2A. 

forwarding three statutory declarations in support of his allegation, that the requirements of the law with 
regard to the selections made in the names of the different members of the Joachim family on the 
Moira Run, on the 20th February last, have not been complied with, I am directed to inform you that 
the Secretary for Lands finds that two of the conditional purchasers, namely, James Joachim and Henry 
B. Joachim, occupied their respective selections within the time prescribed by law, namely, within one 
month after date of purchase, and that the other six selectors did not so occupy and reside upon their 
respective selections. 

2. I am therefore to state that it has been decided that the selections made by John T,, Sophia, 
Selina, Annie, William, and George Joachim, respectively, shall be declared forfeited. 

I have, &c., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 30. 
MESSES. M'CkRTHY & RonmersoN to Tux UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANns. 

Pitt-street North, 

Six, 
Sydney, 4 October, 1873. 

In reference to your letter of the 30th ult., informing us that Mr. O'Shanassy, through his No. 28. 
agent, Michael Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.L.A., had furnished three statutory declarations in support of his 
allegation that the conditional purchasers (the Joachims) have not resided as required by the Crown 
Lands Alienation Act, and that the Secretary for Lands had decided that the selections made by John P., 
Sophia, Selina, Annie, William, and George Joachim should be forfeited, we have the honor to request 
that we may be furnished with copies of the three statutory declarations in question. 

We have, &c., 
M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON. 

No. 31. 
MESSES. M'Cinrrrr & ROBERTSON to TUE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDs. 

Pitt-street North, 

"The Joachim's Selections." 
Sydney, 7 October, 1873. 

Six, 
We would be very much obliged by your furnishing us with copies of the declarations referred 

to in your letter of the 30th ultimo, and for which we wrote on the 4th inst. No 28. 

We are, &c., No. 30. 
 

M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON. 

No. 32. 
THE HONORABLE J. O'SIIANASSY to Tux SURVEYoR GENERAL. 

Sydney, 11 October, 1873. 
Srg, 

I beg that six half sections of land, parish of Caloola, county Cadell, opposite portions 58, 65, 
and 69, portions purchased by me at auction selection, be put up to auction with other surveyed por-
tions on Moira Run, now in course of being -charted. 

I am, &c., 
JOHN O'SHANASSY. 

u'J 
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D. S. General,— 
This application refers to some portions conditionally purchased. 

Should it not be ascertained from the Lands Department how many of the conditional purchases 
are declared forfeited before the portions can be sent to auction sale? 

How is the sale to be arranged, whether a reasonable time between the date of sale and date of 
forfeiture should intervene? 

The portions are not yet charted, the plans being still in portfolio, awaiting action on the papers, 
which I cannot at present obtain. 

T.H.L., 13 Oct., 1873. 
'Till the applications are duly noted "forfeited" the portions should not be sent to auction.—

R.D.F., 15th Oct., 1873. 
The selections are included in forfeited list now submitted for signatur,—W.B., 22 Oct., 1873. 

No. 33. 

Mrssus. M'CAIiTIIY & ROBERTSON to ThE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

Sydney, 13 November, 1873. 
Sin, 

No. 28. In reference to your letter of the 30th September last, informing us that it had been decided 
that the selections made by John T., Sophia, Selina, Annie, William, and George Joachim respectively, 
should be declared forfeited, and our Mr. Robertson's and Mr. Joachim's subsequent interview with you 
on the 6th of October, when you consented to re-open the above cases for the reception of further proof 
of conformity with the Alienation Act, by the respective conditional purchasers,—we beg now to forward 

See A. you, herewith, in regard to John T. Joachim's selection, a statutory declaration, dated the 23rd of October 
last, by the said John Thomas Joachim, showing that he entered upon possession of his selection on the 
20th March last, and that he has continuously resided there ever since; and also a declaration by his 

See B. father, Mr. William Joachim, to the same effect; and also a declaration from Henry Filgate to the same 
See C. effect; and, in reference to Sophia Joachim's selection, we beg to forward a statutory declaration 
See D. 

. by the said Sophia Joachim, showing that she entered upon possession of her selection on the 
20th day of March last, and has continuously resided there since. And we also forward statutory 

See E, F, G. declarations to the same effect from her father, William Joachim, Henry Filgate, and John Thomas 
See ii. Joachim; and in regard to Selina Joachim's selection, we beg to forward a statutory declaration 

from the said Selina Joachim, showing that she took possession of her conditional purchase on the 20th 
day of March last, and that although on the night of that day she slept in a tent which was not upon the 
selection, it was close to and was thought to be upon it until adjustment of the boundary-lines of said 
selection, when it was discovered not to be so, and stating further, that upon this discovery a house worth 
£40 was then erected on said conditional purchase, into which the said Selina Joachim then removed, and 

See i. in which she has continuously resided ever since; and we beg also to forward statutory declaration, made 
SeeJ. by William Joachim, her father, to the same effect; and in regard to Annie Joachim's conditional purchase, 

we beg to forward a statutory declaration, made by William Joachim, her father, showing that the said 
Annie Joachim entered upon her conditional purchase upon the 20th day of March, and slept upon the 
night of that day in a tent, which was intended to have been pitched partly upon the said conditional pur-
chase, but which, on adjustment of the boundary-lines, proved to be a little distance off the selection, and 
that upon this discovery a hut worth £25 was then erected upon said conditional purchase, into which the 
Annie Joachim then removed, and wherein she has resided ever since; and, in regard to William Joachim's 

See K, L. selection, we beg to forward statutory declarations from William Joachim, his father, and Jane Joachim, 
his mother, showing that the said William Joachim, junior, entered upon his selection upon the 20th day 
of March last, and, slept there on the night of that day, and has continuously resided there ever since; and 

See 51. in regard to George Joachim's selection, we beg to forward a declaration from William Joachim, his father, 
showing that he entered upon his said conditional purchase on the 20th day of March last, and that on the 
night of that day he slept in a tent, which was intended to have been pitched partly upon said con-
ditional purchase, but which, upon adjustment of the boundary-lines of said selection, proved to be a little 
distance off the selection, and that upon the discovery a hut worth £25 was then erected upon said 
selection, into which the said George Joachim was then removed, and where he has continuously resided 
ever since. 

We have, &c., 
M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON. 

The facts of the case will be within the Minister's recollection, as stated in former declarations and 
correspondence, now, with his notes thereon, resubmitted.—A.O.M., 26/11/73. 

These conditional purchases are, I may add, in the schedule of conditional purchases recently sent 
on for the approval of the Executive Council.—W.W.S., 3/12/73. 

I approved of the forfeiture of these conditional purchases on the 16th October, and the declara-
tions herewith were received on the 17th November. I have read the declarations, and they appear to me 
to be a reiteration of Joachim's previous statements. These declarations may be true or not true, but 
why were they not put in in the first instance? However the evidence on one side flatly contradicts that on 
the other, and not having had an opportunity of seeing the witnesses face to face I cannot very well judge 
of the truth of their respective declarations, because I could not examine them in reference, thereto. I 
therefore cannot see any valid reason for reversing my former decision. The conditional purchases 
forfeited should not be brought to auction for the present.—J.S.F., 15/12/73. 

Charting Branch.—The plans (eight in number) have now been examined and charted, and the 
necessary notation made, viz., the two cases 73/10,947 and 10,950, as dealt with in Charting Branch, and 
the remaining six cases—being the forfeited selections noted—has not to go to auction.-5 Jan., 1874. 

[Enclosure 
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[Enclosure A to No. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] 

I, JOHN THoMAs JOACHIM, parish of Bama, New South Wales, do hereby solemnly and sincerely declare as follows :—I 
arrived upon my conditional purchase, No. 167, on the Moira Run, in the said parish, on the twentieth day of March, 1873, 
and slept there on the night of that day in a covered cart, and I have since put up a house, at a cost of £40, and I have con-
tinued to reside there as my only place of residence to the present date. And I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously 
believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her 
present Majesty, intituled, "An Act for the more effectual abolition(f) oaths and affirmations taken and made in various 
departments of the Government of New South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of 
voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and affidavits." 

JOHN THOMAS JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, this 

23rd day of October, 1873,— 
JAMES SHAO.EELL, J.P. 

[Enclosure B to .2'To. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] 

I, Wxiaisav JOACHIM, parish of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, stock-dealer, do hereby solemnly and sincerely 
declare as follows :—My son, John T. Joachim, arrived upon his conditional purchase, No. 167, on the Moira Run, in the said 
parish, on the twentieth March, 1873, and slept there on the night of that day in a covered cart, and has since put up a house, 
and has continued to reside there as his only place of residence to the present date. And I make this solemn declaration, con-
scientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the 
reign of Her present Majesty, intituled, "An Act for the more effectual abolition of oaths and affirmations taken and made in 
various departments of the Government of New South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and for the 
suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and affidavits." 

WILLIAM JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, this) 

23rd day of October, 1873,— 5 
JAMES SHACHELL, J.P. 

[Enclosure C to No. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] - 

I, HENRYFILGATE, parish of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, drover, do hereby solemnly and sincerely declare as 
follows :—John Thomas Joachim arrived upon his conditional purchase, No. 167, on the Moira Run, in the said parish, on the 
twentieth day of March, one thousand eight hundred and seventy-three, and slept there on the night of that day in a covered 
cart, and has since put up a house, and has continued as his only place of residence to the present date. And I make this 
solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in 
the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled, "An Act for the more effectual abolition of oaths and affirma-
tions taken and made in various departments of the Government of New South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu 
thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and affidavits." 

HENRY FILGATE. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, this 

22nd day of October, 1873,— 
JAasEs SHACKELL, J.P. 

[Enclosure D to No. 33.1 
[Schedule U.] 

I, SOPITIA JOACHIM, parish of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, spinster, do hereby solemnly and sincerely declare as 
.follows :—I am between twelve and thirteen years of age; I arrived upon my conditional purchase, No. 168, on the Moira Run, 
in the said parish, on 20th March, 1873; and slept there on the night of that day in a tent, and there has since been erected on 
my said conditional purchase a house worth £30, in which I have continued to reside as my only place of residence ever since. 
And I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made 
and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "An Act for the more effectual abolition of oaths 
and affirmations taken and made in various departments of the Government of New South Wales, and to substitute declarations 
in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and affidavits." 

SOPHIA JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, this 

23rd day of October, 1873,— 
JAMES SHACKELL, J.P. 

[Enclosure E to No. 33.1 
[Schedule U.] 

I, WILLIAM JOACHIM, parish of Barns, in the Colony of New South Wales, stock-dealer, do hereby solemnly and sincerely 
declare as follows —My daughter, Sophia Joachim, arrived upon her conditional purchase, No. 168, on the Moira Run, in the 
said parish, on 20th March, 1873, and slept there on the night of that day in a tent, and there has since been erected on said 
conditional purchase a house worth £30, and the said Sophia Joachim has continued to reside there as her only place of 
residence until the present date; and I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by 
virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "An Act 
for the more effectual abolition of oaths and affirmations taken and made in various departments of the Government of New 
South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and 
affidavits." 

WILLIAM JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Ecliuca, 
this 23rd day of October, 1873,— 

JAS. SHACHELL, Jr. 

[Enclosure P to No. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] 

I, HFNRY FIAnATE, parish of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, drover, do hereby solemnly and sincerely declare 
as follows :—Sophia Joachim arrived upon her conditional purchase, N. 168, on the Moira Run, in the said parish, on 20th 
day of March, 1873, and slept there on the night of that day, and there has since been erected on said conditional purchase a 
house worth £30, in which the said Sophia Joachim has continued to reside, as her only place of residence, until date. I 

arrived 
562—C 
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arrived on the said conditional purchases on the 20th March, and erected said tent; and I make this solemn declaia.tion, con-
scientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the 
reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "An Act for the more effectual abolition of oaths and affirmations Irsicen and made in 
various departments of the Government of New South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and .for the 
suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and affidavits." 

HENRY FILGATE. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, 

this 22nd day of October, 1873,— 
JAMES SHACKELL, J.P. 

Enclosure 0 to .No. 33.] 
[Schedule ti] 
I, JonN THOMAS JoidileM, of parish of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, do hereby solemnly and sincerely 
declare as follows —I am between lifteen and sixteen years of age; my sister, Sophia Joachim, arrived upon her conditional 
purchase, No. 168, on the Moira Run, in the said parish, on the 20th day of March, 1873, and slept there on the night of that 
day in a tent, and there has since been erected on said conditional purchase a house worth £30 (thirty pounds), in which the 
said Sophia Joachim has continued to reside as her only place of residence until the present date; and I make this solemn 
declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the 
ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "An Act for the more effectual abolition of oaths and affirmations 
taken and made in various departments of the Government of New South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lien thereof, 
and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and affidavits." 

JOHN THOMAS JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, 

this 23rd day of October, 1873,— 
JAMES SHACKEIL, J.P. 

[Enclosure II to No. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] 
I, SELINA JoAcursi, parish of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, spinster, aged fourteen years, do hereby solemnly 
and sincerely declare as follows —I entered upon my conditional purchase, No. 166, on the Moira Run, in the parish of Bama, 
on 20th March, 1873, and I slept in a tent on the night of that day which was thought to have been pitched partly upon said 
conditional purchase, before the survey; but after the adjustment upon paper of the said conditional purchase by the licensed 
surveyor, it proved that the said tent was about 1 chain away from my said conditional purchase. A house, worth £4.0, was 
then erected on my said conditional purchase, into which I removed, and I was living there when the licensed surveyor 
(Mr. Finley) surveyed my selection, and I have continued to reside there since as my bond fide and only residence, and part of 
said conditional purchase has been sown with wheat ; and I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same 
to be true and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, 
intituled "Ass Act for the more effectual abolition of oaths and affirmations  taken and made in various departments of the 
Government of New South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-
judicial oaths and affidavits." 

SELINA JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, 

this 23rd day of October, 1873,— 
JAMES SHAcLL, J.P. 

[Enclosure I to No. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] 
I, WurAai JOACHIM, parish of Batna, in the Colony of New South Wales, stock-dealer, do hereby solemnly and sincerely 
declare as follows —My daughter, Selina Joachim, entered upon her conditional purchase, No. 166, on the Moira Run, in the 
parish of Bama, on 20th March, 1873, and slept in a tent on the night of that day, which was thought to have been pitched. 
partly on said conditional purchase. Before the survey, but after the adjustment upon paper of the said conditional purchase 
by the licensed surveyor, it proved that the said tent was about 1 chain away from said conditional purchase ; and a house, 
worth £40, was then erected on said conditional purchase; and into the said house the said Selina Joachim removed, and she 
was living there when the survey was made, and has continued to reside there as her only place of residence ever siiace; and 
part of the said land has been sown with wheat; and I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be 
true, and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled 
"An Act for the more effectual abolition of oaths and affirmations taken and made in various departments of the Govern'nsent 
of New South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths 
and affidavits." 

WILLIAM JOACHIM.. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, 

this 23rd day of October, 1873,— ) 
JAMES SEACKELL, J.P. 

[Enclosure J to No. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] 
I, WILLIAM JOACHIM, parish of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, stock-dealer, do hereby solemnly and sincerely 
declare as follows :—My daughter, Annie Joachim, aged ten years, entered upon her conditional purchase, No. 165, on the 
Moira Run, in the said parish, on 20th March, 1873, and slept in a tent on the night of that day, which was intended to have 
been pitched partly upon said conditional purchase; but after the adjustment upon paper of the said conditional purchase by 
the licensed surveyor, it proved that the said tent was about 3 chains from said conditional purchase. A hut, worth about 
£25, was then erected on said conditional purchase; and into the said but the said Annie Joachim then removed, and she was 
living there when Mr. Licensed Surveyor Finley surveyed said conditional purchase, and she has continued to reside there as 
her only place of residence ever since; and I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, 
and by virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled, 
"An Act for the more effectnal abolition of oaths and affirmations taken and made in various departments of the Government 
of New South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths 
and affidavits." 

WILLIAM JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, 

this 23rd day of October, 1873,— 
JAMES SHACLELL, J.P. 

[Enclosure 
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[Esu1osure K to E. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] 
I, WILLIAM JOACHIM, parish of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, stock-dealer, dd hereby solemnly and sincerely 
declare as follows :—My son, William Joachim, junior, a minor, between seven and eight years of age, arrived upon his con-
ditional purchase (No. 163) on the Moira Run, in the said parish, on 19th March, 1873, and slept there that night in a tent; 
and a house and other improvements worth £40 have been erected on said conditional purchase since, and the said William 
Joachim, junior, has continued to reside there as his only place of residence to the present date, and part of the said land has 
been sown with wheat and barley; and I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by 
virtue of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "An Act 
for the more effectual abolition of oaths and affirmations taken and made in various departments of the Government of New 
South Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and 
affidavits." 

WILLIAM JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, 

this 23rd day of October, 1873,— 
JAMES SHACKELL, J.P. 

[Enclosure L to No. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] 
I, JAnz JOACHIM, parish. of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, do hereby solemnly and sincerely declare as 
follows :—My son, William Joachim, junior, a minor, between seven and eight years of age, arrived upon his conditional pur-
chase (No. 163) on the Moira Run, in the said parish, on the 19th March, 1873, and slept there that night in a tent; and a 
house and the improvements worth'40 has been erected since on said conditional purchase, and be, the said William Joachim, 
my son, has continued to reside there as his only place of residence to the present date, and part of the said land has been 
sown with wheat and barley; and I make this solethn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue 
of the provisions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "An Act for 
the more effectual abolition of oaths and affirmations taken and made in various departments of the Government of New South 
Wales, and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and 
affidavits." 

JANE JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, 

this 23rd, day of October, 1873,— 
Jaarxs SHACKELL, J.P. 

[Enclosure M to No. 33.] 
[Schedule U.] 
I, WILLIAM JOACHIM, parish of Bama, in the Colony of New South Wales, stock-dealer, do hereby solemnly and sincerely 
declare as follows —My son, George Joachim, aged six years, entered upon his conditional purchase (No. 162) on the Moira 
Run, in the said parish, on 19th March, 1873, and slept in a tent on the night of that day, which was intended to have been 
pitched partly upon said conditional purchase, but on the adjustment on paper of the said conditional purchase by the licensed 
surveyor, it proved that the said tent was about 20 chains away from said conditional purchase; a hut worth about £25 was 
then erected on said conditional purchase, and into the said hut the said George Joachim then removed, and he was living 
there when Mr. Licensed Surveyor Finley visited the selection, and he has continued to reside there ever since as his bond tide 
place of residence; and I make this solemn declaration, conscientiously believing the same to be true, and by virtue of the pro-
visions of an Act made and passed in the ninth year of the reign of Her present Majesty, intituled "An Act for the more 
effectual abolition of oaths and affirmations taken and made in various departments of the Government of New South Wales, 
and to substitute declarations in lieu thereof, and for the suppression of voluntary and extra-judicial oaths and affidavits." 

WILLIAM JOACHIM. 
Made and signed before me, at Echuca, 

this 23rd day of October, 1873,— 
JAMES SHACKELL, J.P. 

No. 34. 
MESSRS. M'CAETIIY & ROBERTSON to THE SECRETARY .POR LANDs. . 

Pitt-street North, Sydney, 
13 December, 1873.. 

Sin, 
On the 6th of October last you consented to re-open the cases of John T., Sophia, Selina, 

Annie, William, and George Joachim (concerning which you had previously written to us on the 30th of No. 28 
September), for the purpose of receiving further proof of residence by these minors within the period pre- 
scribed by law, and on the 13th ultimo we had the honor to forward to you thirteen statutory declarations See No. 33. 
to that effect. On Thursday last, the 11th instant, our Mr. Robertson understood you to say that you 
had not had time to peruse and consider the said declarations. We were therefore much surprised to find 
in the Gazette, published, on the following morning, the selections of the said rumors gazetted as forfeited. 
We therefore beg respectfully to ask if the forfeiture of these selections has not been gazetted through 
inadvertence. 

We have, &c., 
M'CARTHY & BOBEETSON. 

No. 35. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY you Lazns to MESSRS. M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 23 December, 1873. 

GENTLEMEN, 
With reference to your letter of the 13th ultimo, forwarding statutory declarations from the No. 33.. 

parties named in the margin, in regard to the six conditional purchases made by members of the Joachim 
family, which were declared forfeited in consequence of the requirements of the law as to residence not Selina Joachim. 

Sophia Joachim. having been carried out by them, I am directed to inform you that the Minister for Lands has read these Henry Filgate. 
declarations, but as they appear to him merely reiterations of Joachim's previous statements he cannot A. T. Joachim. 
see any valid reason for reversing his former decision. 

I have, &e., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 36. 
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No. 36. 
MESSRS. M'CARTHY & ROBERTSON to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LAs. 

Pitt-street North, Sydney, 
30 December, 1873. 

Sri?, 
No. 35. Your letter of the 23rd instant was not delivered to us until yesterday. 

We hope we shall be excused for saying that it would have been much more satisfactory to us and to 
our clients if the Honorable the Minister for Lands had perused the thirteen statutory declarations before 
the publication of the forfeitures in the Government Gazette of the 12th instant instead of after that publi-
cation, because this unlucky accident must of necessity have increased the difficulty he would have felt in 
reversing his former decision had he, iipon reading those declarations, have determined so to do. 

We cannot refrain from expressing our surprise at the ground upon which the Honorable the 
Minister for Lands has concluded to disregard these thirteen statutory declarations, viz., that they 
appeared to him merely reiterations of "Joachim's previous statements," for it was upon Mr. Joachim's 
"previous statements" that Mr. Farnell re-opened the. case, expressly in order that Mr. Joachim might 
have the opportunity of affording proofs of the truth of his statement. 

Of necessity Joachim's declarations are reite.rations of his statements, but seven of the declarations 
out of the thirteen were made by others than Joachim. How, then, can they be said to be "reiterations 
of Joachim's previous statements" P Corroborations of Joachim's statements they might be truly called, 
and that is precisely what Mr. Joachim and ourselves were given to understand by the Honorable the 
Minister for Lands were wanted, and the case we understood was re-opened for no other purpose than to 
afford an opportunity for such corroborations to be sent in. 

We protest against the forfeiture of these selections on the ground that the said forfeitures have 
been made on ex parte and false representations to the Minister for Lands in the form of statutory 
declarations by persons whom the Joachims have had no opportunity of cross-examining, and whose state- 
ments have been completely refuted not only by the evidence of the Joachims but by the disinterested 
testimony of magistrates, squatters and the district surveyor; and we beg respectful]y to remind you that 
all we have ever asked the Minister for Lands to do in these cases was to reserve his decision, pending that 
of the Supreme Court, in actions now going on between the Joachims and the Honorable John O'Shanassy, 
in which the question as to the compliance with the Act by these minors was at issue. 

As it is a maxim in our jurisprudence that there is no wrong without a remedy, we believe we shall 
find an efficient remedy for the most grievous wrong the decision of the Honorable the Minister for Lands 
inflicts in these cases, by which not only are the rights of these minors to their land attempted to be 
destroyed, but by which £480 of their money is sought to be absolutely confiscated, besides entailing upon 
them the loss of a still larger sum expended upon their selections. 

We have, &c., 
M'CABTIIY & ROBERTSON. 

No. 37. 
DEcIsIoN OF THE SECRETARY FOR LicDs ON THE CASE. 

TjiE notification of the forfeiture in the Gazette of the 12th December, 1873, did not affect the con-
sideration of the case upon its merits. Lists of forfeitures are periodically published in the Gazette, and 
these selections were included in one of these ordinary lists; therefore there was nothing special in the 
forfeiture of these selections. .Eigbt selections were made on the 20th February, 1873; an inquiry re-
specting them commenced in April, 1873, and on the 15th September, 1873, I decided to forfeit six of 
them. Mr. Thos. Robertson and Mr. Joachim had an interview with me, at which I produced a tracing 
showing the eight selections, when he (Joachim) admitted that two of his children had not occupied or 
resided on their respective selections within the period of one month, as provided by the 16th section of 
the Act and the 28th regulation. This admission was made after he had made his declaration of the 10th 
of May, in behalf and in proof of the residence of his eight (8) children. At this interview I, in answer 
to a question, said I would consider any evidence in proof of their case that they might choose to furnish. 
On the 17th November thirteen (13) declarations were received at the Lands Office, and they were subse-
quently considered by me, together with other evidence and statements. I confess I did not place very much 
reliance on these thirteen declarations, consequently I did not revoke my former decision. Joachim, in a 
declaration made on the 10th May, declared that eight (8) of his children were resident within one month 
from date of selection. On the 23rd October he made six (6) declarations in behalf of six of his children 
respectively (these being for the six selections that were decided to be forfeited on the 15th October, 
residence on the other two having been accepted), so that these 9ix were a reiteration of his declaration of 
the 10th May. Two declarations were made by one Henry Filgate, a person in Joachim's employ, in 
behalf of Selina and .John Thomas Joachim. One was made by John Thomas, in behalf of his sister Selina 
Joachim. One was made by Mrs. Jane Joachim, in behalf of her son William, and John Thomas, Selina, 
and Sophia each declared for themselves; thus, by an interchange, these thirteen declarations have been 
made up. Who could or would believe these declarations in the face of the report of the Land Agent who 
had inspected the selections some forty-two days after selection, and who reported that the selectors were 
residing on two out of the eight selections, and that there was no residence on the other (0) six—and who 
also reported that Joachim had informed him that they intended to reside, but for the present they were 
driven in a covered van over the selections every evening? 

As to the selections having been forfeited on exparte statements, that is not the fact; and as to the 
cross-examination of the declarant, Mr. Robertson must know that a Court is not held at the Lands Office, 
and that witnesses are not examined in person, but that all cases are disposed of by the Minister by 

Fitzgra1d, documentary evidence alone. The statements of the three declarants, and the report of the Land Agent 
Palmer, and in proof of non-residence by the Joachims, has not, in my opinion, been refuted by the persons referred 

to by Mr. Thomas Robertson. 
The squatters mentioned have made a general statement, but they have not stated at what period 

they visited the selections, but they have left it to be inferred that the date of their visit was the 10th 
May. 
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May. The surveyor was instructed to measure on the 2nd May, 1873, and he completed the measurement 
and reported on the 0th July,. one hundred and thirty-nine (139) days after the selections were made; 
therefore the surveyor's report is not evidence as to whether the Joachims had occupied and resided on 
their respective selections within one month from their selecting them. It is obvious that the surveyor 
did not receive instructions until forty-three days after the period that the Joachims ought to have been 
in residence, and he did not report until 110 days after they ought to have been in residence; therefore he 
was not a competent witness as to whether they had entered upon residence within the month allowed by 
law. The request that I would defer my decision, pending that of the Supreme 'Court, was so absurd that 
I did not comply with the request. The administration of the Land Acts are vested in the Secretary for 
Lands, and he could not and should not depute the functions of his office to any other tribunal. Those 
who may feel aggrieved have a right of appeal to the Law Courts. Mr. Joachim has exercised this right by 
appealing to the Supreme Court, at which place the witnesses will be confronted with each other, and the 
judge and jury will have a better opportunity of judging of their truthfulness than I have had. 

The statement that I have inflicted a wrong on Mr. Robertson's clients in these cases may be his 
opinion, but I, who have no interest on one side or the other, am of opinion that I have not inflicted a 
wrong (i.e., if the evidence is reliable as against Joachim), but that I have administered the law, both 
according to its spirit and intention. It appears to me to be no part of my duty to argue with those who 
may have cases in dispute in this office, but, if I understand rightly, it is my duty to consider all documen-
tary evidence or statements submitted to me, and to decide accordingly. Therefore I must be excused if 
I decline to argue these cases, but I thought it right to make the foregoing remarks in answer to those 
made by Mr. Robertson on behalf of his clients. 

J.S.F., 5/1/74. 

[Nine Sketches.] 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printcr.-1874. 
[Zr. 6d.] 
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APPENDIX A. [Enclosue A to No 1.11 
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APPENDIX C. [Eiwlosure A to ZTo. 13.] 
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APPENDIX D. [Enclosure A to No. 141 
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T B AOl N G 

Shewing Portion 16 in the 

PARISI4 OF BA MA, COUNTV OF CADELL. 

Forfeited Con.}r.ofArnde Joachim 

Scale 20 chains to an inch. 

REFERENCE TO Coi sas. 

Corner. Bearing. From. Links. No. on Tree. 

;  . 15 

b 15J 

C do. do. . 

d do. do. 

67cth. jV CJ7j8jy 
5C) 17 6 Fz'zZ I. ÀY 



APPENDX F 
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APPENDIX G. [Enclosire A to No. 17.] 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

LAND AGENT AND CLERK OF PETTY SESSIONS AT 
CASINO. 

(COPIES OF CHARGES AGAINST.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 5 December, 1873. 

No. 1. 
TELEGRAM from MR. Bomr. U. BALMER to THE MINIsTER FOR LANDS, SYDNEY. 

L.n sale advertised eleven (11) o'clock; no agent present; people waiting. 

The Land Agent to be informed that he has been reported by Mr. R. G. Balmer as being absent 
from the sale of Crown Lands advertised to have been held at Casino on the 23rd instant, and asked for 
an explanation as to the cause of his absence.—W.C.E., 24 Sept. - 

Yes.—W.W.S., 24 Sept. 

Informed by telegram, copy of which cannot be obtained. 

No. 2. 

MR. R. U. BALMER to THE MINISTER FOR LANDS. 
Richmond River Express Printing Office, 

Casino, 23 September, 1872. 

Referring to a telegram forwarded by me to-day, I have the honor to explain my reason for so No. 1. 
doing. In my capacity as a journalist I attended at the Court House at 12 noon, the usual hour at which 
land sales are held in Casino—although the hour stated in the Gazette is ii (eleven) o'clock—and there was 
no Land Agent present, consequently the sale could not be carried on at the proper hour. Several parties 
present drew my attention to the-state of affairs, and requested inc to notice the absence of the Land Agent, 
in the next issue of the Express; but knowing that anything which iny appear in a newspaper is very seldom 
noticed by those in power, I took what I thought was the right step, and fbrwarded the telegram referred to. 

I believe the Land Agent arrived at his office at about fifteen minutes past 1 o'clock, and the land 
was offered for sale at twenty minutes to 2 o'clock. 

Were this an exceptional case I should not draw your attention to it, but as the C.P.S. and Land 
Agent here seems to act as he thinks proper, without - respect to any of those in authority over him, I 
think (and indeed, all whose business compels them to attend at either of these offices agree with me) that 
it is high time a stop should be put to these irregularities of a daily occurrence. It is necessary for me to 
state that there is a wide-spread feeling of dissatisfaction throughout the district at the manner in which 
business is conducted at the Land Office. Parties having to ride some 20 and 30 miles to do business, and 
finding on their arrival that the Land Agent is at dinner between the hours of 2 and 3 p.m., instead of 
being in his office. In the mornings the office is never open before 10 o'clock, and sometimes 11, 12, and 
often later. 

1 have therefore to request, on behalf of the public, that you will be pleased to furnish me with a 
copy of the circular (if any) referring to the hours which the office is supposed to be open for publication; 
also, that you will cause such inquiries to be made as shall be the means of the Government offices in this 
township and district becoming, not the laughing-stock of the community, but places where business will 
be conducted in the regular hours, and where equal respect will be paid to the hard-plodding free-
selectors as to those of more nominal class—the sqnatter. 

I have Written this in as plain a manner as a workingman can do. If I have trespassed upon any 
of the rules of official etiquette, I beg to be excused, as, in communicating with you on this subject, I 
believe I am conferring a benefit on many poor men in this district. - 

I have, &c., 
ROBERT GORDON BALMER, 
Proprietor, Richrnoid River Express. 

SIR, 

282— - (Minute 
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(Minute on No. 2.) 

Perhaps this might be referred to the Police Magistrate, Casino, as it refers to Mr. Stratford in his 
capacity as C.P.S. as well as Land Agent. With regard to the land sales, the agent should, no doubt, be 
in attendance to conduct them at the time they are advertised by this Department to take place.—W. W. 
STEPHEN, B.C., 4 October, 1872. 

To be returned. 

No. 3. 
TELEGRAM from TilE LAND AGENT, CAsINo, to THE UNDER SFCRETARY FOR LANDS. 

LAND sale was held by me on Monday at the usual time; proceeds, two hundred thirty-seven pounds (237) 
ten (10) shillings, now on the way to Treasury. Mr. Balmer is a person of no great repute here, and his 
statement mere personal ill feeling. - 

No. 4. 
r%IEMO. FROM PoLIcE MAGISTRATE, Cisno. 

Casino, 18 October, 1872. 

MEM0.—I have no reason whatever to doubt the accuracy of the statements contained in Mr. Balmer's 
No. 2. letter of the 23rd ultimo. 

Complaints have frequently been made to inc respecting Mr. Stratford's irregularity in opening the 
office, in his dual capacity of Clerk of Petty Sessions and Land Agent. 

These complaints caused me, some time ago (and again more recently on the 30th August) to 
address him a memo., calling his attention to the necessity of opening his office at the hour prescribed in 
the circular issued by the Hon. the Colonial Secretary. 

JOHNSON GEO. KING, P.M. 

I think that the Land Agent should be apprised to the effect of the Police Magistrate's statement, 
as to his unpunctuality in attending at the Land Office, and informed that it is imperative that when the 
Government advertise a land sale at a specified time he should be there at that time to conduct 
it.—W.W.S., 12 Nov. 

Approved.—J.S.F., 14/11/72. 

No. 5. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to THE LAND AGENT, CASINO. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 16 November, 1872. 

Sin, 
I am to apprise you that the Police Magistrate at Casino confirms the statement made by- 

Mr. 
y

Mr. Ba.lmei, as to your irregularity in opening your office, in your capacity as Land Agent at Casino; and 
the Minister for Lands directs me to inform you that it is imperative when the Government advertise a 
land sale at a specified time that you should be there at that time to conduct it. 

I have, &c., 
OSBORNE RICH, 

(For Under Secretary). 

No.6. 
Mn. R. G. BALMER to THE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

Richmond River Express Printing Office, 
Casino, 25 November, 1872. 

Sin, 
Referring to a letter written by me on the 23rd September last, referring to the absence of the 

No. 2. Land Agent from the land sale held on that day, and the late hour at which the sale was held—in that 
letter I complained of the Land Agent's conduct, but received no reply. 

I have the honor to request, if it is customary in Government Departments, that in order to enable 
me to rebut any statements made by the Land Agent, that I may be furnished with a copy of the state-
ment made by that gentleman in reference to the complaint made by me on that occasion, without having 
to request the Member for the Electorate to obtain it for the public and myself, through the Legislative 
Assembly, by the usual motion. 

I may state that I am aware Government officials are in the habit, when charges are laid against 
them, of ridiculing those whose duty it is to do so, especially in cases like the present. 

I have, &c., 
ROBT. G. BALMER, 

Proprietor B. B. .Eccpress. 

(Minute onNo. 6.) 

Inform for approval that the complaint was forwarded for the report of the Police Magistrate, 
Casino, and he reported without sending in any statement of the Land Agent. The decision on that 
report was communicated to the writer.—O.R., 5 Dec., /72. 

No. 7. 
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No. 7. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to Mn. B. G. BALMER. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 30 November, 1872. 

Sin, 
In reference to your letter of the 23rd September, complaining of the irregular attendance at No, 2. 

his oce of the Land Agent at Casino, I am directed by the Minister for Lands to inform you that the 
Land Agent has been censured, and informed that it is imperative that when the Government advertise a 
land sale at a specified time he should be there at that time to conduct it. 

I have, &c., 
- OSBORNE RICH, 

(For Under Secretary). 

No. S. 
Mn. B. G. BALMER to THE UNDER SECRETARY ron LANDS. 

Express Office, Casino, 
9 December, 1872. 

Sin, 
Referring to your letter of the 30th November, I beg to state that I am perfectly satisfied No. 7. 

with the step you have taken in the matter of my complaint, and also beg to withdraw letter on subject 
written you for last week. 

I begto thank you for the prompt manner in which you attended to my complaint, to express a hope 
that the C.P.S. and Land Agent at Casino will take a lesson therefrom. 

I have, &c., 
ROB. G. BALMER, 

Sole Proprietor, R. 1?. Express. 

No. 9. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY ron LANDS to Mn. H. G. BALMER. 

Department of Lands, 

Sin, 
Sydney, 11 December, 1872. 

Referring to your letter of the 25th ultimo, requesting that you may be furnished with a copy No. 6. 
of the statement made by the Land Agent at Casino, respecting your complaint of his conduct, I am 
directed to inform you that your complaint was forwarded for the report of the Police Magistrate at Casino, 
and he reported without sending any statement of the Land Agent. 

2. I am to add that the decision on that report was communicated to you on the 30th ultimo. No. 7. 

I have, &c., 
OSBORNE RICH, 

(For Under Secretary). 

Sydney; Thomas Richards Government Printer.-1S73. 
[3d.] 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

MR. H. E. STRATFORD. 
(CHARGES AGAINST, AS CROWN LANDS AGENT AND CLERK OF PETTY SESSIONS AT CASINO.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to bepri'n.ted, 1 April, 1874. 

RETURN (in part) to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly 
of New South Wales, dated 20 January, 1874, That there be laid upon the Table 
of this House,— 

"Copies of all Charges and Complaints made against Mr. H. E. Stratford, 
"both in his capacity as Crown Lands Agent and Clerk of Petty Sessions 
"at Casino, up to the 31st December last, together with all Correspondence, 
"Minutes, and Papers relative thereto." 

(lift. Bawden) 

SCHEDULE. 

NO. PAGE. 

1. Telegram from Mr. R. G. Balmer to the Minister for Lands, stating that no Land Agent was present at land sale 
advertised to take place at Casino on 22nd September, at 11 a.m. Minute thereon. 23 September, 1872............ 2 

2. Letter from same to same, explaining reason for forwarding No. 1 minute thereon. 23 September, 1872............... 2 
3. Telegram from Under Secretary for Lands to Land Agent, Casino, on the subject, and requesting explanation. 24 

September, 1872 ...................................................................................................................... 
4. Telegram from Land Agent, Casino, to Under Secretary for Lands, in reply to No. 3. 25 September, 1872 ......... 

2 

2 
5. Memo, of Police Magistrate, Casino, to Minister for Lands, reporting on the conduct of Mr. Stratford, Land Agent, 

Casino, with minute thereon. 18 October, 1872 ................................................................................. 3 
6. Mr. R. G. Balmer to Minister for Lands, respecting his complaint, with minute thereon. 25 November, 1872 ...... 3 
7. Under Secretary for Lands to Land Agent, Casino, informing him that the Police Magistrate at Casino confirms Mr. 

Balmer's statement, and also, that it is imperative to conduct land sale at specified time. 26 November, 1872 3 
8. Under Secretary for Lands to Mr. R. G. Balmer, in reply to No. 2. 30 November, 1872 .................................. .3 
9. Mr. R. G. Balmer to Minister for Lands, in answer to No. 8. 9 December, 1872............................................. 4 
10. Under Secretary for Lands to Mr. Balmer, in reply to No. 6. 11 December, 1872 .......................................... 4 
11. Question asked by Mr. Cunneen, in the Legislative Assembly on the subject, with minute thereon. .5 December, 

1873 ..................................................................................................................................... 

12. Under Secretary for Lands to Land Agent, Casino, asking for an explanation of the matters referred to in above. 
4 

18 December, 1873 .................................................................................................................... 
13. Land Agent, Casino, to Under Secretary for Lands, in reply to No. 12. 12 Tanuary, 1874 .............................. 

4 

5 
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ML H. E. STRATFORD. 

No. 1. 
TELEGRAM FROM MR. R. G. BALMER to THE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

LAND sale advertised eleven (11) o'clock—iio agent present—people waiting. 

THE Land Agent to be informed that he has been reported by Mr. B. G. Balmer as being absent from the 
sale of Crown Lands advertised to have been held at Casino on the 23rd instant, and asked for an explana 
tion as to the cause of his absence.—W.C.E., 24/9/1872. Yes.—W.W.S. 

No.2. 
Mu. B. G. BALMER to THE SECRETARY FOR Lns. 

"1ic1zrnond River Express," 
Printing Office, Casino, 

23 September, 1872. 
Siu, 

Referring to a telegram forwarded by me to-day, I have the honor to explain my reason for so 
doing. In my capacity as a journalist I attended at the Court House at 12 noon (the usual hour at which 
land sales are held in Casino, although the hour stated in the Gezetie is 11 o'clock), and there was no land 
agent present, consequently the sale could not be carried on at the proper hour. Several parties present 
drew my attention to the state of a#airs, and requested me to notice the absence of the land agent in the 
next issue of the Express, but knowing that anything which may appear in a newspaper is very seldom 
noticed by those in power, I took what I thought was the right step, and forwarded the telegram 
referred to. 

I believe the Land Agent arrived at his office at about 15 minutes past 1 o'clock, and the land was 
offered for sale at 20 minutes to 2 o'clock. 

Were this an exceptional case I should not draw your attention to it, but as the C.P.S. and Land 
Agent here seems to act as he thinks proper without respect to any of those •in authority over him, I 
think (and indeed all whose business compels them to attend at either of these offices agree with me) that 
it is high time a stop should be put to these irregularities of daily occurrence. 

It is unnecessary for me to state that there is a wide-spread feeling of dissatisfaction throughout 
the district at the manner in which business is conducted at the land office: parties having to ride 
twenty and thirty miles to do business, and finding on their arrival that the Land Agent is at dinner 
between the hour of 2 and 3 p.m., instead of being in his office. In the mornings the office is never open 
before 10 o'clock, and sometimes 11, 12, and often later. 

I have therefore to request, on behalf of the public, that you will be pleased to furnish me with a 
copy of the circular (if any) referring to the hours which the office is supposed to be open for publication 
also, that you will cause such inquiries to be made as shall be the means of the Government Offices in this 
township and district becoming not the laughing stock of the community but places where business will 
be conducted in the regular hours, and where equal respect will be paid to the hard-plodding free selector 
as to those of more nominal class—the squatter. 

I have written this in as plain a manner as a working man can do. If I have trespassed upon any 
of the rules of official etiquette I beg to be excused, as in communicating with you on this subject I 
believe I am conferring a benefit on many poor men in this district. 

I have, &c., 
ROBERT GORDON BALMER. 

* Proprietor, R. R. Express. 

Perhaps this might be referred to the Police Magistrate, Casino, as it refers to Mr. Stratford in his 
capacity as C.P.S., as well as Land Agent. With regard to the land sales the agent should, no doubt, be 
in attendance to conduct them at the time they are advertised by this department to take place.—W.W.S., 
B.C., 4 October, 1872. 

No.3. 
TELEGRAM FROM THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to THE LAND AGENT, CAsINo. 

Sydney, 24 September, 1872. 
You have been reported by Mr. B. G. Balmer absent from the sale of Crown Lands, advertised to be held 
by you at Casino yesterday. An explanation as to the cause of your absence is requested. Reply 
quickly. 

No.4. 
TELEGRAM FROM THE LAND AGENT, CASINO, to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

LAND sale was held by me on Monday at the usual time—proceeds, two hundred and thirty-seven pounds ten 
shillings; now on the way to Treasury. Mr. Balmer is a person of no great repute here, and his statement 
mere personal ffl-feëling. 

No.5. 



875 

3 

No. 5. 
TILE POLICE MAGISTRATE, Cisrio, to THE SECRETARY FOR LANDs. 

MEMO. Casino, 18 October, 1872. 
I RAVE no reason whatever to doubt the accuracy of the statements contained in Mr. Balmer's letter of See No. 2. 
the 23rd ultimo. 

Complaints have frequently been made to me respecting Mr. Stratford's irregularity in opening the 
office in his dual capacity of Clerk of Petty Sessions and Land Agent. 

These complaints caused me some time ago (and again more recently on the 30th August) to 
address him a memo., calling his attention to the necessity of opening his office at the hour prescribed in 
the circular issued by the Honorable the Colonial Secretary. 

JOHNSON G. KING, P.M. 

I think that the Land Agent should be apprised to the effect of the Police Magistrate's statement as 
to his unpunctuality in attending at the land office, and informed that it is imperative that when the 
Government advertise a land sale at a specified time he should be there at that time to conduct it.—
W.W.S., 12 Nov., 1872. 

Approved.—J.S.F., 14/11/72. 

No. 6. 
MR. R. G. BALMER to THE SECRETARY FOR Lins. 

"Richmond River Express," 
Printing Office, Casino, 

25 November, 1872. 
SIB, 

Referring to a letter written, by me on the 23rd September, reporting the absence of the No. 2. 
Land Agent from the land sale held on that day, and the late hour at which the sale was held; in that 
letter I complained of the Land Agent's conduct, but received no reply. 

I have the honor to request—if it is customary in Government Departments—that in order to enable 
me to rebut any statements made by the Land Agent that I may be furnished with a copy of the statements 
made by that gentleman in .reference to the complaint made by me on that occasion without having to 
request the Member for the electorate to obtain.it  for the public and myself through the Legislative Assembly, 
by the usual motion. 

I may state that I am aware Government officials are in the habit, when charges are laid against 
them, of ridiculing those whose duty it is to do so, especially in a case like the present. 

I have, &c., 
BOBT. G. BALMER, 

Proprietor of R. R. Express. 
Inform for approval that the complaint was forwarded for the report of the Police Magistrate, 

Casino, and he reported without sending in any statements of the Land Agent. The decision on that 
report was communicated to the writer.—O.R., 5 Dec., 1872. 

No. 7. 
Tni UNDER SECRETARY FOR LAKDS to TUE LD AGENT, CAsno. 

Department of 'Lands, 
Sydney, 26 November, 1872. 

SIR, 
I am to apprise you that the Police Magistrate at Casino confirms the statement made by Mr. 

Balmer as to your irregularity in opening your office in your capacity as Land Agent at Casino, and the 
Minister for Lands directs me to inform you that it is imperative when the Government advertise a land 
sale at a specified, time that you should be there at that time to conduct it. 

I have, &c., 
OSBORNE RICH, 
(For Under Secretary.) 

TRE UNDER SECRETARY FOB LANDS to MR. R G BALMER. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 30 November, 1872. 

SIB, 
In reference to your letter of the 23rd September last, complaining of the irregular attendance No. 2. 

at his office of the Land Agent at Casino, I am directed by the Minister for Lands to inform you, that the 
Land Agent has been censured, and informed that it is imperative that when the Government advertise a 
land sale at a specified time he should be there at that time to conduct it. 

I have, &c., 
OSBORNE RICH, 
(For Under Secretary.) 

No. 9. 
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No.9. 
Mn. R. G. B.iMER to THE SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

- Express Office, Casino, 
9 December, 1872. 

Sin, 
Referring to your letter of 30th November, I beg to state that I am perfectly satisfied with 

the step you have taken in the matter of my complaint, and also beg to withdraw letter on subject, written 
you last week. 

I beg to thank you for the prompt manner in which you attended to my complaint to express a hope 
that the C.P.S. and Land Agent at Casino will take a lesson therefrom. 

I have, &c., 
ROBT. G. BALMER, 
Sole proprietor B. B. Express. 

No. 10. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to MR. R. G. BALMER. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 11 December, 1872. 

Sin, 
No. 6. Referring to your letter of the 25th ultimo, requesting that you may be furnished with a copy 

of the statement made by the Land Agent at Casino, respecting your complaint of his conduct, I am 
directed to inform you that your complaint was forwarded for the report of the Police Magistrate at 
Casino, and he reported without sending any statement of the Land Agent. 

2. I am to add that the decision on that report was communicated to you on the 30th ultimo. 
I have, &c., 

OSBORNE RICH, 
(For the Under Secretary.) 

No. 11. 
QUESTION ASKED BY MR. CUNNEEN IN THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Friday, 5 December, 1873. 
Question :—Clerk of Petty Sessions and Land Agent at Casino :—Mr. Cunneen asked the Secretary for 
Lands, pursuant to Notice,-- 
Has he any objection to lay upon the Table of this House, copies of any charges of neglect of duty 

made against the Clerk of Petty Sessions and Land Agent at Casino during the years 1871-2-3, with the 
reports of the Bench of Magistrates upon the same? 
Is he aware that the Land Agent at Casino is in the habit of charging free selectors a fee of 2s. 6d. 

for every declaration made in accordance with the 18th clause of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act. 
of 1861"? 
If so, by what authority is such charge made? 
Is he aware that the Land Agent at Casino refuses to allow the proprietor of the Richmond River 

Express to take a list of the conditional purchases made each land office day, for the purpose of pub-
lishing the same in the said newspaper for the information . of intending selectors and the public in 
general? 
If so, has he any objection to instruct the said Land Agent to allow such a list of conditional pur-

chases to be taken for the purpose stated? 
Mr. Farnell answered,— 
I will lay the papers upon the Table this afternoon. 
No. 
No. 
No. 
There can be no objection to information of this character being obtained for publication on appli-

cation. 

Will any communication be made on the subject to the Land Agent in question ?—O.R, 10/12/73. 
Yes; ask the Land Agent to reply to the facts herein alluded to, giving at the same time an explanation 
for the information of the Minister for Lands.—A.O.M., 10/12/73. 

No. 12. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS to THE LA.IrI AGENT, CAsINo. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 18 December, 1873. 

SIR, 

See No. 11. In forwarding you a copy of the Questions to which an answer was given in the Legislative 
Assembly on the 5th instant, I am directed by the Minister for Lands to request you to forward a reply 
as to the facts alluded to therein, giving at the same time an explanation of the matters referred to for 
his information. 

I have, &c., 
W. W. STEPHEN. 

No. 13. 
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No. 13. 

TUE LAND AGENT, CAsno, to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 
Land Office, Casino, 

12 January, 1874. 
SIR, 

In attention to your letter, numbered as per margin, forwarding for my report certain questions 73-3036 ML. 
answered in the Legislative Assembly by the Honorable the Minister for Lands, I do myself the honor to No. 12. 
explain, for his information, as follows 

Having reported at length upon every charge of alleged neglect of duty, of which I have been 
made aware, I conclude that I need not again do so, unless there is any specific matter upon which the 
Honorable the Minister requires further information. 

As Commissioner for Affidavits, I am in the habit of charging 2s. Gd. for every affidavit made 
before me, according to a published scale of fees allowed to Commissioners of Affidavits, viz., 2s. for affidavit, 
and Gd. for marking exhibit, which means in these cases the filling in of the entire document. When 
the declaration is brought to me already filled up and made, of course 1 charge nothing. This amount of 
2s. Gd. is charged for the same purpose at every land office in the Colony as far as I have been able to 
discover. 

By the authority of the Supreme Court, as above pointed out. 
The proprietor of the .Richmond .River .Eapress had full access to the books of this office, for the 

purposes of publication, until I found that in no instance did he ever publish correct information, thereby 
causing me much unnecessary correspondence, through the readers of his paper writing continually to 
me—some to know if his information was correct; others complaining of its incorrectness. Every blunder 
he made I, of course, had to set right with each correspondent, and at length, after warning him, I was 
obliged to close the books to Mr. Balmer, as I found that what he has been pleased to call "information to 
intending selectors and the public in general," was in fact merely misinformation, which served neither 
the public nor the Government. 

I have now an additional reason for not allowing Mr. Balmer any rights or even indulgence in 
connection with the records of my office, in the fact that he has thought fit in malice and revenge to pub-
lish persistently all sorts of libellous abuse of me in my official capacity, and has never ceased in striving 
to create prejudice against me at head quarters by numerous frivolous complaints. The consequence of 
the offensive published matter is, that after taking proper legal advice I have two actions for libel now 
pending against Mr. Balmer,—one in the District Court and one criminally,—and it is only left to me to 
hope that the result of one or other of these actions will have the effect of protecting me for the future 
from the mischievous malignity of this person. 

I have, &c., 
H. B. STRATFORD. 

[Gd.] 505—B 
Sydney; Thomas Iliehards, Government Frinter.-1874. 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

WESTERN DISTRICT SURVEY OFFICE.. 
(REMOVAL OF, FROM BATEIJRST TO ORANGE.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be priizted, 27 March, 1874, A.M. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 

South Wales, dated 24 February, 1874, That there be laid upon the Thble of 
this House,— 

"Copies of all Correspondence, Reports, Minutes, and other documents 

"having reference to the removal of the Western District Survey Office 
from Bathurst to Orange." 

(Mr. Combes) 

SCHEDULE. 
NO. rAGH. 

Memorandum from Surveyor General to Under Secretary for Lands, relative to the removal of the District Survey 
Office from Bathurst to Orange. 24 September, 1873 ...... ..................................................................... 2 
J. C. M'Lachlan to Surveyor General. 6 October, 1873 ...........................................................................2 
Minute of the Surveyor General. 6 October, 1873 .................................................................................2 

Surveyor General to Mr. C. H. Bolton, Acting District Surveyor, informing him that the Minister for Land, has 

approved of the removal of said office; with two enclosures. 27 October, 1873..........................................2 

496— 



WESTEIN DISTRICT SuRVEY OFFICE. 

No.1. 
THE SURVEY6R GENERAL to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LANDS. 

ON a recent visit to Bathurst I found it would be necessary to find another building for the District 
Survey Office; and, as none suitable could be found, it occurred to me that it would be a favourable oppor 
tunity to remove the office to Orange, where it will be more centrally situated for the work. The 
necessity for the removal of the office further west will increase with railway communication, which 
practically brings Bathurst more near to head quarters; and, further, the alienation of land in the west 
is vastly on the increase. 

P.F.A., 
24 Sept. 

Appd.—J.S.F., 11/10/73. 

No. 2. 
Mn. J. C. M'LACHLAN to THE SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

Orange, 6 October, 1873. 
My DEAR Sin, 

Could you favour me with any information as to the probability of your requiring the offices 
you spoke about when you were in Orange a short time ago? 

If I am to build, it is of the utmost importance that operations should soon be commenced; at all 
events the timber ought to be ordered at once. 

I am sorry to trouble you, but my time for making arrangements is limited. 
Yours truly, 

NO. C. M'LACHLAN. 

No. 3. 
MINUTE OF THE SURVEYOR GENERAL. 

WHEN the authority for the removal of the P.S. Office to Orange is accorded, let this notebe sent, with 
the instructions thereof, to Mr. Bolton. 

I think the offer of Mr. M'Lachlan to build an office will probably be found to be the best that will 
be made; and, as he desires to impose no conditions, I think Mr. Bolton should take an early opportunity 
of adopting it. 

P.F.A. 

* Note written to-day to Mr. M'L.—P.F.A. 

* The note embodied the matter referred to in the memo, to Mr. Bolton.—P.F.A. 

No. 4. 

THE SURVEYOR GENERAL to Mn. AcTINg DISTRICT SURVEYOR B0LT0N. 

Surveyor General's Office, 
Sydney, 27 October, 1873. 

Sin, 
The Honorable the Minister for Lands having, upon the Surveyor General's recommendation, 

been pleased to approve of the removal of the District Survey Office from Bathurst to Orange, I am 
See No. 2. directed to inform you of the fact, and also to enclose for your guidance a note upon this subject from 
See No. s. Mr. M'Lachlan, with the Surveyor General's minute indorsed thereon. 

I 
B. B. FITZGEBALD, 

(For Surv. Geni.) 

Sydney Thomas Richards, Government Frinter.-1874. 

[3d.J 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

STIRVEY OF' LANDS. 
(STATISTICS RESPECTING APPLICATIONS FOR.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 14 April, 1874. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 
South Wales, dated 25 November, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of 
this House,— 

A Return,—showing the number of applications for the survey of 
"lands to be put up by auction since the 1st January, 1870, to 31st 

October last. 
The number of lots surveyed and offered at auction for same period. 
The number of such lots sold when offered. 
The number of such lots conditionally purchased before offered for.  

"sale at auction and after, respectively, during same period. 
The number of such lots selected at the upset price, without con-

"ditions of residence and improvement. 
The number of such lots remaining unsold at 31st October last. 
The average cost per acre of surveying such lands." 

(Mr. Garrett) 

527— 
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SURVEY OF LANDS. 

1. THE number of applications for the survey of lands to be put up by auction since the 1st January, 
1870, to 31st October, 1873. 

The number of lots surveyed and offered at auction for same period. 
The number of such lots sold when offered. 
The number of such lots conditionally purchased before offered for sale at auction and after, 

respectively, during same period. 
The number of such lots selected at the upset price, without conditions of residence and 

improvement. 
The number of such lots remaining unsold at 31st October last. 
The average cost per acre of surveying such lands. 

1 ............. 1,907. 
2.............20,700. 
3.............10,789. 
4 ............. 2,074 ; 785 before offered; 1,289 after. 
S ............. 1,194. 
6.............6,643. 
7 ............. 1/6*. 

Department of Lands, 
Sydney, 14th April, 1874. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1574. 

[3d.] 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

SURVEYORS AND CROWN RUN APPRAISERS. 
(OIItOULARS ISSUED To.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 16 Jnne, 1874. 

No. 1. 
(Circular.) Surveyor General's Oce, 

Sydney, 18 February, 1874. 
Sin, 

Misapprehension exists with some surveyors as to their duties in reporting residence upon 
C.P.'s, and for your guidance I have to make the following observations :- 

Before reporting residence you will satisfy yourself that the applicant makes the land his bond fide 
home; and you will bear in mind that, for the purposes of the Alienation Act of 1861, he can have but 
one home. 

Your most particular attention is therefore drawn to those cases where several members of a family 
take conditional purchases adjoining each other, and where several conditional purchases are made by 
persons in the employment of one person. 

You will not content yourself with merely ascertaining that at the time of survey the applicant wa 
on the ground, and had built a hut on it; but should also observe if the hut is of a kind likely to be the 
home of a person in the applicant's station in life, and if it is supplied with furniture, cooking utensils, &c., 
suited to the applicant's station. 

Whenever you are in doubt as to the bond fides of the residence of an applicant, you should 
state it, giving your reasons in full detail, in order that the Minister for Lands, in forming his judgment, 
may be in possession as fully of the facts as if he had been himself on the ground. 

Although the Minister may not cause the forfeiture of the deposit in any particular case, you are 
not, as I have reason to believe has not unfrequently been the case with surveyors, to consider that you 
have exceeded your duty in bringing the matter under notice, nor should you be deterred from submitting 
subsequent cases in like manner. 

When the applicant is a child of tender years, or a spinster, and his or her guardian does not reside 
on the land, the circumstances should be stated, as it seems improbable that in such a case the residence 
can be bond Jide. 

When you may observe that a conditional purchaser, previously reported as resident by yourself or 
another surveyor, has ceased to be resident within three years from date of purchase, you should at once 
report afresh, giving full particulars. 

For such reports you will be allowed payment according to the scale of fees stated in the general 
instructions, should there appear to be sufficient grounds for such report. 

Mr. Licensed Surveyor 

(Circular.) 

Sin, 

No. 2. 

I am, &c., 
P. F. ADAMS, 

Surveyor General. 

Surveyor General's Office, 
Sydisey, 18 February, 1874. 

In reporting the value, of improvements on conditional purchases, or portions applied for in 
right of improvements, you should take into account the amount for which such improvements could be 
placed on the ground by a contractor. If they consist of wooden buildings, fences, or other improve-
ments of like character, their value will diminish with their age, and a proportionate deduction is to be 
made in your estimate. Thus, a fence which would have originally been likely to have lasted twenty (20) 
years, and at the time of inspection is twelve (12) years old, is only worth eighttwentieths of what a new 
fence would cost. 

632— Sapping 
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Sapping trees, clearing undergrowth, and other improvements tending to increase the stock-
carrying capabilities of the land, are only to be valued at their probable cost. 

Whenever it may come within your knowledge that little or no improvements have been made upon 
a conditional purchase upon which the declaration of residence may be shortly due, you will report the 
circumstance tO me, in order that a further report thay be obtained, if deemed necessary, before the 
Minister records his final adoption of the declaration. 

I have reason to believe that in many cases the evils of evasion of the Act might be effectually met 
by a rigorous inspection of the improvements made on conditional purchases, and I expect you to do your 
utmost to furnish such information as will enable the Minister to cause to be forfeited all conditional 
purchases in which the conditions have not been fulfilled. 

I am, &c., 
P. F. ADAMS, 

Mr. Licensed Surveyor Surveyor General. 

No. 3. 

TUE OFFICER IN CHARGE, OccuPATIoN or LANDS, to THE CoMMIssIoNERs or CROWN Lns. 

Occupation of Lands, 
Sydney, 7 April, 1874. 

SIR, 
In view of the duties on which you are presently about to enter as Appraiser, on behalf of the 

Government, of the fair annuaFvalue of runs, the leases of which fall in at the end of the current year, 
I have the honor to invite your attention to the enclosed copy of a memorandum submitted to the 
Honorable the Minister for Lands and approved by him, having reference to the inadeauate revenue derived 
from lands leased for pastoral purposes beyond the Settled Districts. 

I have, &c., 
A. 0. PIRETIOUS, 

Officer in charge. 

[Bn,closure.] 

MEMORANDUM. 

THERE can be but little question that ordinarily the present rental of land held under pastoral lease beyond the Settled Districts 
very inadequately represents its fair annual value for grazing purposes. 

In many cases indeed it may be considered as a merely nominal equivalent. 
As all station property has considerably advanced in value since the date on which the leases falling in this year were 

last appraised, I think that, without in any way fettering the discretion of the Government Appraisers, who are doubtless alive 
to these facts, it may be well to advise them that the Government fully contemplate a considerable increase of revenue from 
this source. 

When presently entering on the exercise of their functions, no effort on their part should be spared to realize this 
anticipation. 

A.O.P. 
23rd March, 1874. 

Approved.—J.S.F., 1/4/74. 

Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-1 874. 

L3d.] 



1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

JOHN ROCHE ARDILL. 
(PETITION FROM—RESPECTING CANCELLATION OF TENDER, &c.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 7 Hovember, 1873. 

To the Honorable the Legislative A ssenibly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 
The humble Petition of John Roche Ardill, a Licensed Surveyor of New South Wales,— 

RESPECTFULLY SIIOWETH 

That your Petitioner in the year 1866 tendered for a certain portion of Crown Lands, namely 
19,200 acres, then vacant in the Pastoral District of the Lachian for pastoral purposes, paying at the 
time a deposit of £2 lOs. 

That the said tender was accepted by the Government, but subsequently the local Commissioner 
for Crown Lands reported to the Government that there was no vacant Crown Lands in the neighbour-
hood, and in consequence of this report, though incorrect in every respect, and notwithstanding that your 
Petitioner made a professional survey of the land, showing, beyond the possibility of a doubt, that the land 
was vacant, yet the Government on the veracity of this report reversed the acceptation of your 
Petitioner's tender, and condemned the survey. 

That by a return furnished to the Committee of your Honorable House, now sitting to enquire into 
and report upon the working of the Land Laws (Vide Appendix A 2, to Report of the Committee, dated 
the 24th April, 1873), showed that the land was vacant at the time your Petitioner tendered for it, and 
that some years after your Petitioner's tender the run was added to the Condobonlin Bun, which addition 
doubled the area of that run, that is, made it 38,400 acres instead of 19,000 acres, the original area. 

That by the said cancellation of your Petitioner's tender your Petitioner lost about three thousand 
pounds, and your Petitioner prays that your Honorable House may be pleased to take these premises into 
your consideration, and grant relief. 

And Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 

JOHN ROCHE ARBILL, 
Molong, 13 October, 1873. L.-S. 

[3d.] 205— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

WILLIAM DUNN. 
(PETITION OP.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be priated, 20 March, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 
The humble Petition of William Dunn, now residing at Paddington, near Sydney, in the Colony 
of New South Wales, a British subject, although a coloured man,— 

:RESPE0TrULLY SIIOWETH 

First. That in the year 1823 your Petitioner's wife (then Elizabeth Blaxcell, a coloured 
woman) became entitled, by custom then existing, to a grant of either 30 acres of land in the country, or a 
half acre town allotment, she having arrived in the Colony of New South Wales a free colonist from India, 
many years previously, in Her Majesty's Ship "Samarang," Commander Case, when a very young girl. 

Secondly. That the said Elizabeth Blaxcell (afterward Elizabeth Dunn) was married to your Peti- 
tioner at St. Phillip's Church, Sydney, on the 8th day of August, 1823. 

Thirdly. That prior to her marriage the said Elizabeth Blaxcell lived several years in the service of 
His Excellency the then Governor General Macquarie, who took occasion on the eve of his departure from 
the Colony to inform her of the fact that she would be entitled to a grant of land upon her marriage and 
settling in this Colony. 

Fourthly. Pursuant to such direction your Petitioner's wife, by your Petitioner, forwarded a Peti 
tion to the then Governor General, Sir Thomas Brisbane, praying for a grant of land; and your Petitioner 
was on one occasion personally informed by His Excellency that his wife's application should be granted. 

Fifthlly. That your Petitioner being directed by a letter from the Surveyor General's Department 
to make a selection, did so accordingly, by pointing out a spot off Kent-street, near the Flag-staff, which 
selection, half an acre in extent, was measured to him in right of his wife, by Mr. Mien, the then Deputy 
Surveyor General; and the corners of the said selection were then and there stated, by direction of the 
then Deputy Surveyor General, and your Petitioner thereupon partially fenced in the said half an acre 
of land. 

Sixthiy. That your Petitioner and his wife subsequently resided for some years in the country, 
during which time he made no use of the said land, and owing to his ignorance of its importance or its 
necessity he made no application for the deed of grant or otherwise in respect to the said land, believing 
that a record of the fact in the Surveyor General's Department was sufficient, and all that was necessary 
to secure to him the right and title to and possession of the said land. 

Seventhly. That during your Petitioner's residence in the country the fencing placed by your 
Petitioner upon the land was, by some persons, or other means unknown to him, removed, and conse-
quently on his return to Sydney, after the death of his wife, your Petitioner was unable to identify the 
boundaries of the said land, and upon taking steps to get the same defined, he found that no record could 
be discovered in the Surveyor General's Office by which the boundaries could be determined; but your 
Petitioner found upon one of the earlier charts a plot of ground delineated similar in size and position to 
that selected by him, which was marked on such chart as reserved, and from which your Petitioner believes 
his name has been by some accident omitted; and your Petitioner also found that the land in the vicinity 
- had in the mean time been alienated from the Crown, and finally, that your Petitioner had no means of 
legally establishing his right to obtain the necessary title to the said land (although grounding his claim 
upon the fact of possession having been given to him he considers himself seised and possessed of the said 
land), except by appeal to your Honorable House. 

Eighthly and lastly. Your Petitioner deeply laments his want of knowledge at the proper time, of 
what was necessary to be done by him to avoid the difficulty which has arisen, and also that so much time 
should have elapsed without his taking the prompt and proper steps to secure his title to the said land. 

Your Petitioner therefore humbly prays your Honorable House to take all these circumstances into 
consideration, and be pleased to direct an inquiry into the subject, so as to discover what was officially 
done by command of His Excellency the then Governor in respect of your Petitioner's late wife's Petition, 
presented in the year 1825. And your Petitioner prays your Honorable House to grant him such redress 
as from the premises may appear just and expedient. 

And your Petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 
WILLIAM DUNN. 

[3d.] 480— 
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOTJTI[ WALES. 

MR. THOMAS GORDON GIBBONS DANGAR. 
(PETITION OF.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 7 May, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly, in Parliament assembled. 
The Petition of Thomas Gordon Gibbons Dangar, of Bullerewa, Wee Waa, in the Colony of New 

South Wales, Grazier,— 

RESPECTFULLY Snowxrii 
Your Petitioner has observed with considerable alarm that by several notices emanating from 

espectively the sixteenth and thirtieth of October, 1860, the Crown Lands Department, dated r 
he has 

been deprived of a considerable portion of his Bunnawannah and West Bunnawannah Runs, situated on 
the north bank of the Barwiu River, in the District of Warrego, by their alienation by license to meet 
the tenders of Messrs. G. W. Lord, Samuel Smith, and George Lee, for Georgy East, in the District of 
Wellington, Georgy and Biree, and Kunreeberee East, in the District of Warrego, and begs to lay a 

statement before your Honorable House. 
That the Bunnawannah Run was originally taken up by Messrs. Evans and subsequently forfeited, 

and ultimately taken up by your Petitioner. 
That the Messrs. Evans, when they took up the Bunnawannah Run, commenced from a tree marked 

WL, the western boundary of Mohanna Run, as originally marked under the old Regulations, by order of 

the late Mr. William Lawson. 
That the Mohanna Run has always been occupied from the earliest formation of the run from the 

j
unction of the Bokira with the Barsviu to the said WL tree, as may be gleaned from the remains of the 
yard and hut that were originally erected near this spot, and can be proved by the testimony of those who 

originally formed the station. 
That the Messrs. Evans, when they formed the station of Bunnawannah, commenced from the WL tree, 

the acknowledged boundary of the old Mohanna Run, and claimed down the Barwin, to the junction of the 

Culgoa or Bree, as indicated by a tree marked 
MD 

That your Petitioner subsequently purchased the right, title and interest of Mr. W. B. Tooth to the 

Upper Turee and Turee Runs, adjoining Bunnawannah. ce between the Westçrn That your Petitioner upon visiting Bunnawannah, observed that the distan  

boundary of the Bunnawannah Run and the 
MD tree was greater than estimated by Messrs. Evans. 
JIE 

That your Petitioner, fearing that some dispute might arise as regarded the excess of country, ten-
dered for all the vacant land between the western boundary of Bunnawannah and the eastern boundary 
of Upper Turee, under the name of West Bunnawannah, and which was not supposed to be much 
mo]!e than five miles, which tender was accepted by the Government, and which run your Petitioner has 
held possession of and kept stocked and occupied up to the present time. 

That the Chief Commissioner of Crown Lands and the Land Board have decided contrary to justice 
and to my great injury to disturb my eastern boundary of Bunnawannah to a point on the Barwin, six or 
seven miles nearer the junction of the Bokira, to make space on a map for the lands tendered for as Georgy 
and Georgy East, that being considered by them to be the western boundary of the Mohanna Run, instead 
of the said WL tree, notwithstanding that there is not even the actual distance of twelve miles required for 
the frontage of the Mohanna Run between the Bokira and the WL tree. 

That your Petitioner claims for his Bunnawannah Run from the said WL tree, and not from the 
recent boundaries resolved upon by the Chief Commissioner of Crown Lands, and positively confirmed 
after patient consideration by the Land Board upon false premises and prejudiced reports. 

That your Petitioner asserts, that by the description of his accepted tender for vest Bunnawanflab, 
there is no vacant land between the western boundary of Bunnawannah and the eastern boundary of 

Upper Turee. 
That your Petitioner conceives that he has a claim under the Orders in Council, and by virtue of 

his accepted tender for West Bunnawannah, to any excess of country less than sufficient for a run that 
may be found to exist between the western boundary of Bunna.wannah and the eastern boundary of Upper 
Turee; and that by paying up arrears of rent and assessment for the same he onght not to be deprived of 
it, his intenLion to obtain the whole of the land between the western boundary of Bunnawannah and 
Upper Turee being fully borne out by his description of West Bunnawannah, inserted in his tender for 

the same. 
5 
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Your Petitioner begs to draw atention to the fact that G. W. Lord, the lessee of a portion of his 
West Bunnawannah Run, has become the lessee of several large tracts of country on the Culgoa or Bree, 
contrary to the Orders in Council, as being in excess of area permitted by the Regulations, and dispossessed 
others who had tendered some years previously in consequence of their having tendered in a wrong 
district; 

 and yet the said G. W. Lord tendered for, and had his name gazetted as the lessee of a portion of 
your Petitioner's runs as Georgy East, in the district of Wellington, whereas the said land is situated in 
the district of Warrego, which leads your Petitioner to believe that justice has not been done him. 

That your Petitioner has been subjected to further vexation by the acceptance of two tenders for 
two runs, named respectively Biree and Kunreeberee East, the latter tendered for as "Kunreeberee," and as 
no doubt identical with Kunreeberee, accepted in favour of Evans on the north side of the Bree, and altered 
to Kunreeberee East by the local Commissioner, and made to embrace country at the back of Bunna-
wannah; 

 the run of Biree would cut off a considerable portion of the Bunnawannah Run if the area of 
the said run of Biree were to be satisfied;  and your Petitioner urges that as there is not sufficient space 
by fully twelve square miles for the run of Biree—that it ought to merge into the Bunnawaunah Run, a 
part of which it has always been considered. 

That your Petitioner having caused a survey to be made of his run and the adjacent country, 
finds that there is barely one square mile to meet the tender for Georgy East, and that the intervening 
space between, ten miles below the WL tree and the east boundary of Upper Three, is insufficient for a 
run or to meet the tender for Georgy, independent of its being embraced within the boundaries of your 
Petitioner's licensed run of West Bunnawannah. 

Your Petitioner, feeling aggrieved at the injustice that has been done him, appeals to your Honorable 
House, and prays that a thorough investigation may be made as regards the facts of the case, and that 
such relief may be afforded to him as to your Honorable House may seem meet. 

THUS. G. DANGAR. 

[3d.] Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government Printer.-187t. 



891 

1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

THIRD PROGRESS REPORT FROM THE SELECT COMMITTEE 

ON El 

ADMINISTRATIO1 OF THE LA1NIJ 1LAW; 

TOGETHEE WITH THE 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE, 

MINuTES OF EVIDENCE, 

AND 

APPENDIX. 

ORDERED BY THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY TO BE PRINTED, 

24 Jne, 1874. 

SYDNEY: THOMAS RICHARDS, GOVERNMENT PRINTER. 

1874. 
124-a 



892 

2 

1873-4. 

EXTRACTS FROM THE VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS OF THE 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Vorus No. 4. FRIDAY, 12 SEPTEMBER, 1873. 

9. iDMINISTEATION OF THE LD Liw :—Mr. Cunneen moved, pursuant to Notice,— 
That a Select Committee be appointed, with power to send for persons and papers, to inquire 

into and report upon the administration and working of the Crown Lands Alienation and Occupa-
tion Acts of 1861. 

That such Committee consist of Mr. Farnell, Mr. John Robertson, Mr. Macleay, Mr. Creed, 
Mr. Garrett, Mr. Rodd, Mr. Tunks, Mr. Lucas, Mr. Stewart, and the Mover. 
(3) That the Progress Reports and Evidence on the same subject, laid upon the Table of this 
House, and ordered to be printed on the 6th August, 1872, and 24th April, 1873, be referred to the 
said Committee. 
Question put and passed. 

VOTES No. 44. FRIDAY, 21 NOVEMBER, 1873. 

4. AIMntIsTxATIoN OF THE LtD LAW ("1rmal" Motion) :—Mr. Piddington, on behalf of Mr. 
Cunneen, moved, pursuant to Notice, That leave be given to the Select Committee on "Adminis-
tration of the Land Law" to sit during any adjournment of the House. 
Question put and passed. 

VOTES No. 157. WEDNESDAY, 24 JUNE, 1874. 

2. ADMINIsTRATION OF THE LAND LAW :—Mr. Cunneen, as Chairman, brought up a Third Progress 
Report from, and laid upon the Table the Minutes of Proceedings of, and of Evidence taken before, 
the Select Committee for whose consideration and report this subject was referred on 12th Septem-
ber, 1873, together with Appendix. 
Ordered to be printed. 

CONTENTS. 
PAGB. 

Extracts from the Votes and Proceedings ........................................................................... 2  
Report........................................................................................................................ 3 
Proceedings of the Committee ..........................................................................................4 
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1873-4. 

ADMINISTRATION OP THE LAND LAW. 

THIRD PROGRESS REPORT. 

THE SELECT COMMITTEE of the Legislative Assembly, appointed on the 12th 

September, 1873, "with power to send for persons and papers, to inquire into 

and report upon the administration and working of the Crown Lands Aliena-

tion and Occupation Acts of 1861, to whom were referred, on the same day, 

the Prøgress Reports and Evidence on the same subject, laid upon the Table of 

this House, and ordered to be printed on the 6th August, 1872, and 24th April, 
1873, and to whom was given, on the 21st November, 1873, leave to sit 
during any adjournment of the House,"—have agreed to the following further 
Progress Report :- 

Your Committee have to report that they have examined the witnesses 
named in the List,*  and are prevented from finally reporting by the non-production 

of the returns referred to in the evidence of Mr. Blackman. 

Your Committee therefore report the evidence to your Honorable House, 

recommend that it be printed, and that the inquiry be resumed early in the next 

Session of Parliament. 

J. A. CTJNNEEN, 
No. 2 Committee Room, Chairman. 

Sydney, 24th .Tune, 1874. 
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1873--4. 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE. 

FRIDAY, 19 SJPT.EMBRR, 1873. 

MEMBER PRESENT 
Mr. Cunneen. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

TUESDAY, 23 SEPTEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen, I Mr. Stewart, 
Mr. John Robertson. 

Mr. Cunneen called to the Chair. 
Entry from Votes and Proceedings, appointing the Committee and referring Papers, read by the 

Clerk. 
Progress Reports and Evidence on the same subject laid on the Table of the House, and ordered to 

be printed on the 6th August, 1872, and 24th April, 1873, and referred to the Committee, before the Com-
mittee. 

Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That William Hay, Esq., M.P., be requested to give evidence next meeting. 
Be-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

FRIDAY, 26 SEPTEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen, I Mr. Stewart. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

WED.Z%TESDAY, 1 OCTOBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, I Mr. Rodd. 

William Hay, Esq., M.P., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered ,—That Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire, M.P., be requested to give evidence next meeting. 

[Adjourned to Friday next, at half-past Two o'clock.] 

FRIDAY, 3 OCTOBER, 1878. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, I Mr. Tunks, 
Mr. Bodd. 

Michael Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.P., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That Michael Fitzpatrick, Esquire, M.P., be requested to give further evidence next 

meeting. 
Re-assembling of Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

THURSDAY, 
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THURSDAY, 9 OCTOBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESEIcT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, Mr. Tunks. 

Michael Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.P., called in and further examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
W. A. Broadribb, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness handed in a letter, addressed to the Minister for Lands, from a number of gentlemen 

representing themselves to be Crown tenants in the Lachian and Murrumbidgee Districts, which was 
ordered to be appended. (See Appendix A.) 

Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
He-assembling of Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

TUESDAY, 14 OCTOBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen, Mr. Bodd. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

THURSDAY, 16 OCTOBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :-

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, I Mr. Hodd. 

The Honorable John O'Shanassy called in and examined. 
Witness handed in Form of Application under Victorian Land Act, which was ordered to be 

appended. (See Appendix B.) 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
He-assembling of Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

THURSDAY, 20 HOVEIJIBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, i Mr. Lucas, 
Mr. Farnell.. 

A Jameson, Esq. (a Delegate from the Murray River Selectors Association), called in and examined. 
Witness handed in three tracings, which were ordered to be appended. (See Appendices C 1, 2, & 3.) 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated, and decided to adjourn to Three o'clock this day; then to further examine 

Mr. Jameson. 
[Adjourned.] 

Committee re-assembled pursuant to adjournment. 
A. Jameson, Esq., further examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That A. Jameson, Esq., and J. F. Mayger, Esq., be summoned to give further evidence 

next meeting. 
[Adjourned to To-morrow, at Eleven o'clock.] 

FRIDAY, 21 HOVEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, Mr. Lucas, 
Mr. Tunks, I Mr. Rodd. 

A Jameson, Esq., called in and further examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated and decided to adjourn to Three o'clock this day; then to examme 

Mr. Mayger. 
[Adjourned.] 

Committee re-assembled pursuant to adjournment. 
J. F. Mayger, Esq. (a Delegate from the Murray River Selectors Association), called in and examined. 
Witness handed in a letter from Lands Department in reference to the Occupation of Crown 

Lands by minors. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

.MOHDA Y, 
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MONDAY, 24 NOVEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, I Mr. Lucas. 

Entry from Votes and Proceedings, granting leave to the Committee to sit during any adjournment 
of the House, read by the Clerk. 

J. F. Mayger, Esq., called in and further examined. 
Witness handed in several plans and drawings which were ordered to be appended. (See Appendices 

D 1, 2, and 3.) 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated, 
Ordered,—That J. F. Mayger, Esq., be summoned to give further evidence next meeting. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, at Eleven o'clock.] 

TUESDAY, 25 NOVEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, Mr. John Robertson, 
Mr. Macleay, Mr. Lucas. 

Committee deliberated and decided to adjourn to half-past Two o'clock this day; then to further 
examine Mr. Mayger. 

[Adjourned.] 

Committee re-assembled pursuant to adjournment. 
J. F. Mayger, Esq., called in and further examined. 
Witness handed in three plans, which were ordered to be appended. (See Appendices B 4, 5, and 6.) 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

WEDNESDAY, 26 NOVEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, I Mr. Rodd. 

The witness summoned for to-day not being in attendance, Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That J. F. Mayger, Esq., be summoned to give further evidence next meeting. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, at half-past Two o'clock.] 

THURSDAY, 27 NOVEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PREsENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Stewart, I Mr. Rodd, 
Mr. Tunks. 

J. F. Mayger, Esq., called in and further examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

MONDATF, 1 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen, I Mr. Stewart. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

TUESDAY, 2 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PREsENT 

Mr. Cunneen, I Mr. Stewart. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

WEDNESDAY, 



an 
7 

WEDIQESDAY, 3 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Lucas, Mr. Stewart, 
Mr. Rodd, Mr. Farnell. 

Mr. John Black called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Mr. F. W. Itutter called in and examined. 
Witness handed in tracing of land bought by J. K. Clark on Melvifie Run, which was ordered to be 

appended. (See App endiv B.) 
Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That P. A. Jennings, Esq., be summoned to give evidence next meeting. 

Adjourned to To-morrow, at half-past Two o'clock.] 

THURSDAY, 4 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Rodd, I Mr. Tunks, 
Mr. Stewart. 

P. A. Jennings, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Resolved,—" That Mr. Jennings be furnished with a copy of the evidence given before this Com- 

mittee by Mr. Mayger." 
Ordered,—That P. A. Jennings, Esq., be summoned to give further evidence next meeting. ' 

[Adjourned to Monday next, at half-past Two o'clock.] 

MO1STDAY, 8 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :-

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Rodd, I Mr. Stewart. 
P. A. Jennings, Esq., called in and further examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

WEDHESDAY, 10 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Creed, I Mr. Stewart. 

Mr. Daniel M'Keown called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Mr. Charles M'Keown called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Mr. F. W. Rutter, called in and further examined. 
Witness produced map of Moama, County of Cadell. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 

[Adjourned to To-morrow, at haifpast Two o'clock.] 

THURSDAY, 11 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen, I Mr. Stewart. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

THURSDAY, 18 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBER PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

.AfONDA Y, 
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MONDAY, 22 DECEMBER, 1873. 

MEMBERS PReSENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. John Robertson, Mr. Rodd, 
Mr. Stewart, Mr. Macleay. 

D. G. Jones, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Mr. J. W. Ellis called in and examined. 
Witness produced map of County of Townsend; also, several charts showing reserves on main 

road between Deniliquin and Wanganila. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

WEDNESDAY, 14 JANUARY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Lucas, Mr. Garrett, 
Mr. Farnell, Mr. Rodd. 

Chairman informed the Committee that he had received a telegram from Mr. Broughton, Land 
Agent at Deniliquin, requesting that he might be examined before the Committee. 

Committee deliberated, and instructed the Clerk to telegraph to Mr. Broughton, and request him 
to attend immediately before the Committee as it was their desire to close the inquiry without unnecessary 
delay. 

Committee deliberated. 
Ordered,—That P. P. Adams, Esq., be summoned to give evidence next meeting. 

[Adjourned to Friday next, at Eleven o'clock.] 

FRIDAY, 10 JANUARY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PREsENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. Lucas, I Mr. Stewart. 

P. P. Adams, Esq. (Surveyor General), called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Clerk submitted telegram from Mr. Broughton, Land Agent, Deniliquin, requesting to be informed 

how soon he would have to be in Sydney. 
Committee deliberated, and instructed the Clerk to inform him that the Committee would examine 

him on any day on which he could attend not later than next Tuesday week. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

FRIDAY, 30 JANUARY, 1874. 

MEMBER PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

TUESDAY, 3 FEBRUARY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen, I Mr. Stewart, 
Mr. John Robertson. 

The Chairman informed the Committee that Mr. Broughton had requested to be supplied with a 
copy of the evidence of Messrs. Jameson and Mayger. 

Committee deliberated. 
Resolved,—That the Clerk be instructed to furnish Mr. Broughton. with a copy of the evidence of 

Messrs. Jameson and Mayger. 
Mr. J. A. Broughton (Land Agent, Deniliquin) called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

WEDNESDAY, 
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WEDNESDAY, 4 .PEBRUAEY, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 
Mr. Stewart, I Mr. Garrett. 

Mr. James Litchfield called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of the Committee to be arrauged.by  the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

WEDNESDAY 27 MAY, 1874. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day 13psed. 

TUESDAY 2 JUNE, 1874. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day,  lapsed. 

THURSDAY, 4 JUNE, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT:— 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 
Mr. Stewart, I Mr. Tunks. 

\TjIljam  Blackman, Esq., called in and examined. 
Witness withdrew. 
Committee deliberated. 
Re-assembling of Committee to be arranged by the Chairman. 

[Adjourned.] 

THURSDAY, 18 JUI..TE, 1874. 

MEMBER PRESENT :- 

Mr. Cunneen. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

TUESDAY, 23 JVXE, 1874. 

In the absence of a Quorum, the meeting called for this day lapsed. 

WEDNESDAY, 24 JUNE, 1874. 

MEMBERS PRESENT 

Mr. Cunneen in the Chair. 

Mr. John Robertson, I Mr. Stewart. 
Chairman submitted Third Progess Report. Same read and agreed to. 
Chairman to report to the House. 

124—b LIST 
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LEGISLATrVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

MINUTES OF EVIDENCE 

TAKEN BEFORE 

THE SELECT COMMITTEE 

0N TILE 

ADMINISTRATION OF THE LAND LAW 

WEDNJfSDAY, 1 OCTOBER, 183. 

Mn. RODD, I Mit. STEWART, 
Mn. CUNNEEN. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CUNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

William Hay, Esq., M.P., examined :- 

01iairnanj I understand YOU have been connected with the occupation of Crown lands for some time? W. Hay, Esq., 
Yes, in New South Wales for the last ten years. 
In what district? Partly in the Deniliquin Police District, and partly in the Albury Police District; '•' 

my run is divided by the boundary. 1 Oct., 1873. 

Have you paid any attention to the working of the present Land Act? Yes, I have paid considerable 
attention to the working of the Land Act in this Colony as compared with the Land Acts of other Colonies, 
for I was under the Victorian Land Act before I came into New South Wales. 
You are aware that the principal feature of our present Land Act is that any person may select land 

of an area of from 40 to 320 acres in any place? Yes, except within proclaimed reserves, and within 
certain populatipn boundaries. 
Do you think 320 acres ought to be the maximum extent allowed to be selected—do you think it is 

sufficient? It is sufficient for some ; but there are others who would like more. 
But as a policy? As a policy, along with a grass right, I think it is ample; but I should think double 

the area, with no grass right, would be far better than the present system of 320 acres, with a grass right 
of three times the extent of the selection, for this reason that the grass right is seldom available, even 
at the start off, and they generally compound with the squatter for a smaller portion of grass right, and 
he guarantees them immunity from molestation as far as he is concerned; they fence in half or two-thirds 
and derive more benefit from that than they would from the whole grass right being left open and liable 
to invasion by the squatter's stock; so that I consider double the present area would be far better for 
them, without the grass right, than the 320 acres and three times the area, with the precarious tenure they 
have of grass rights at the present time. 
Do I understand you then, that in your opinion 640 acres would be of more advantage to a con-

ditional purchaser without a pre-emptive lease, than 320 acres with it? Yes, that is my opinion; that is 
with regard to the existing rights of Crown tenants. Of course you must understand that I have an eye 
to them. If we were legislating on a clean sheet, as it were, for the taking up of country that had not 
been improved by the outlay of capital, I should say the Government might give them four times as 
much; but that cannot be done without ignoring existing rights; the Crown tenants would think it unfair 
to them to give a larger area than I have said. 

01 
You are aware that under the present Land Alienation Act any person purchasing must reside within 

a month, and make certain improvements within three years. What is your opinion as to requiring resi-
deuce? I think residence ought not to be abolished, whatever we may do with regard to improvement. My 
part of the country may be said to be a suburb of Melbourne, and, if residence were abolished, the country 
would be taken up in the names of men, women, and children, not with a view to reside upon the land or 
bring it under cultivation, but to make a profit by selling to the pastoral tenant or anyone who would buy 
them out; so that the public would lose the land without having the advantage of population, while at the 

124—A same 
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W. Hay. E8q., same time the Crown tenant would have to pay much larger sums to selectors for the land than he would 
M.P. pay to the State, or they would pay to the State. 

Supposing a certain amount of money must be laid out upon the land, do you not think effective 
improvement would be more beneficial than vague residence? No; because the end and aim of the Land 
Act has been to acquire population. If the lands are to be parted with, it must be to induce the, settle-
ment of population, which would be a permanent improvement, and a permanent source of revenue from 
the dutiable goods consumed, whereas these improvements made without residence would be merely 
temporary, and the effecting of them would not permanently add to the population of the country. 
Supposing a person of capital could employ a builder, a fencer, and a ploughman by his capital, in 

your opinion would not that be more beneficial than himself residing there. Would you set up mere 
residence against all these improvements ? I question if these improvements would be effected. In Vic-
toria, which is much more densely inhabited, and with a climate far better for a dense population than many 
parts of this Colony, a penalty of five shillings an acre has been imposed instead of improvements. Having that 
example before my eyes, I think people would take the land, but I think t.hey would manage to evade the 
improvements ; even if they did improve, they would bring labour from Victoria, and as soon as the 
improvements were effected the labourers would return. I am speaking with regard to my own part of 
- the country. 

As a practical man, in view of the settlement of the country outside any particular interest, do you 
think bare residence or improvement would be the greater advantage to this Colony? Residence is 
intended to imply that the parties residing should form part of the settled population of the country, and 
I think therefore that residence would be much more beneficial to the country than any temporary outlay. 
More than that, I ought to make you aware that my part of the country is purely pastoral, and that it is 
quite impossible to lay out any money on it in cultivation. It is neither adapted for the growth of cereals 
nor of artificial grasses; no kind of artificial grass is so good as the native grasses and herbs, for they (the artifi-
cial grasses) soon die out, and when the ground is ploughed the natural grasses are destroyed; so that I do 
not see how any money could be laid out, except at an absolute loss. With regard to buildings, I do not 
think it would be profitable, either for the man who builds a house, or for the country, that he should do 
so, unless he were going to reside in it. 
Suppose a person of capital buys, under the present Land law, from 40 to 320 acres, he would fulfil 

the conditions if he resided upon his purchase—but supposing a person residing in a town were to select 
land and employ a builder, a fencer, and a ploughman, to improve the property for him, would it not be 
equally beneficial to the country? Decidedly, where he could do it profitably, and not for speculation 
but the danger is that these things will run into speculation. For instance, I might say to some of the 
inhabitants of Deniliquin that I am acquainted with: "You come up on my run and select land; you do 
not want it yourselves, but you have the right to select; I will do the improvements for you, and after-
wards I will give you five or ten shillings an acre profit on your bargain." That has been the case in 
Victoria. 
Are you acquainted much with the business people in the rural towns of the Colony, such as Deniliquin 

and Moama. There are a number of people there making money out of keeping stores or hotels, and, 
havinga profit to dispose of, they might wish to buy a certain extent of land ;—can they do so under the 
present Land Act? No, no town resident can select, unless he ceases to live in the town, without he does 
it by vicarious selection, as I have known them to do. 
That would be in contravention of the Land Act? Yes, it would be considered as evading the Act. 

It would be done in this way: A man residing in a town has a servant or a child, and he takes up a selec-
tion in his name and improves it according to the Land Act. That is done. Even inhabitants of Echuca—
tradesmen residing on the Victorian side of the river—have selected land and fulfilled the conditions 
vicariously on our side. 
Do you not think it desirable to allow every man who has capital, and who wishes to improve the 

land, to do so, to clear and cultivate it? Certaiuly, if it was not done for speculative purposes. The 
great difficulty is to prevent what is intended to be a boon to certain parties being converted by others 
into purposes of speculation. 
On the whole, would you, as a practical resident of the Colony, advise that, if any new Land Act 

should be introduced, pre-leases should be abolished and the purchased area extended? Decidedly; I would 
advise the abolition of the grass right, because it is found to be very difficult to obtain, and it is becoming 
a source of contention and angry feeling between selectors now. Those selectors who came over in the 
first years of the Land Act had the first choice, and got a grass right over good country; but in course 
of time all the good land has been taken up on squatters' runs, and fresh selectors have to fall back on the 
grass rights of the earlier selectors; and this is giving rise to a great deal of angry feeling. Another 
consideration is, that grass rights, if made permanent, have a tendency to lock up, perhaps, the best parts 
of the country for settlement; for instance, one-fourth selected locks-up the remaining three-fourths as 
grass right. 
As to sales by auction ;—you are aware that a' great number of applications are made to buy land by 

auction? Yes, within the last twelve months they have increased very much. 
You are aware that applicants cannot apply for more than 320 acres in one lot? Yes. 
And you are aware that when they buy this lot they have a right to a pre-emptive lease of three 

times the same quantity? Yes, a freeholder has. 
Do you think that is likely to injure the value of the rest of the public estate—can it be worked so as 

to injure the value of the rest of the public estate, either for freehold or occupation? I think it is very 
injurious to settlement, and likewise to the value of the public estate, granting these large areas of pre-
leases. If I were certain these pre-leases were to be permanent, I should buy one-fourth of my runs, and 
secure the remaining three-fourths of it by getting pre-leases. 
Although persons may select within a pre-lease they cannot get a pre-lease within a pre-lease? No. 

The only inducement to select in my part of the country is getting .the pre-lease. In pastoral country 
that is the great inducement. 
Are you aware whether intended sales by auction of large areas of public lands are advertised in the 

public press, especially in the local papers? I do not think they are advertised by the Government in the 
local papers, but the local papers generally call attention to them. 
I speak of paid advertisements? No, certainly not. 
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Are plans of the land for sale accessible to intending purchasers? I hear complaints that the plans of W. Hay, Esq., 
the land for sale do not arrive till very shortly before the sales take place, and sometimes they are not 
comeatable by those that wish to purchase or select these lands. - 
Do you think it is desirable that the greatest possible publicity should be given, by advertisement and 1 Oct., 1873. 

lithographs, to every sale of the public estate? Yes, decidedly, in the interest of the public. 
Are you aware that great numbers of water, timber, and other reserves, have been declared upon the 

banks of the Murray and Murrumbidgee Rivers? Yes, I am aware that water reserves have been made, 
that is, reserves to enable stock from the back country to reach the waters of the river. Reserves of 1 
mile in 4 were surveyed in 1803 along the Murray in the interests of the public; but where the lands 
between the reserves have been selected, that is, where the remaining 3 miles have been selected, these 
reserves have been cancelled and only a three-chain road left. 
Are you aware that great numbers of reserves of many sorts-all the reserves permitted under the 

Crown Lands' Acts-have been proclaimed on the Murray and Murrumbidgee water frontages? Yes. As 
lkr as water goes the reserve is generally 1 mile in 4. The first timber reserve was proclaimed on 
Messrs. M'Laurin's run in consequence of the land being selected by certain parties, and the timber 
exported from this country to India. It was thought necessary to save this valuable timber for national 
purposes. Representations were made to the Government here with regard to it, and the reserve was 
proclaimed for that ostensible object. 
Are you aware who applied for its proclamation? I think the owners of the runs asked Mr. Jennings 

to get this portion of the Murray frontage proclaimed as a timber reserve. 
Are you aware that in the first instance it was proclaimed for 2 miles back from the water frontage? 

I was not aware that it was proclaimed for 2 miles back, but I am aware that it was extended along the 
Murray frontage a certain length after the first proclamation. 
Suppose it was extended back 4 miles instead of 2, do you think that was necesary for the pre-

servation of the timber? I do not know the nature of the country 4 miles back from the river, whether 
it is red-gum timber or box; if it is red.gum it was legitimately proclaimed, but if there is no redgum the 
reserve would not be necessary. 
What is the effect of these reserves. Is it that while they are reserved from conditional purchase, and 

from the use and occupation of every other class, they are still at the disposal of the Crown tenant for 
grazing purposes? The timber is not, but the grass right is. 
It means that they shall be shut out from conditional purchase? Yes. 
Therefore the Crown tenants have an interest in applying for timber reserves? Yes; it was thought 

a good thing to 10. I was going to apply myself for a timber reserve, but I found that the timber on my 
rwi was not of so valuable a nature that I could conscientiously ask to have it reserved. 
A timber reserve is shut out from conditional purchase? Yes, and likewise from taking timber. 
Do you think the Crown tenants have any influence in causing these reserves to be made? I think, 

whatever may have been the public interest in the matter, the suggestion for making these reserves was 
made entirely from another motive, because a great portion of this timber reserve had been surveyed to be 
put up to auction on the application of the Crown tenant, but the selectors came on it for timber purposes, 
and the consequence was that the only way of saving the Crown tenant from the objectionable presence 
of these people was to get it proclaimed as a timber reserve. 
What do you mean by objectionable presence? These people did not wish to settle permanently upon 

the land; their only object was to cut down the timber and export it. Where this particular timber grows, 
the land is generally flooded in winter, and utterly unfit, on that account, for cultivation. It was merely 
taken possession of for the temporary purpose of taking the timber off. 
A&. Stewart.] Where was it exported to? To India vid Victoria. 
Uhairman.] At whose instance were these timber reserves proclaimed. Was it because the surveyor, 

the Crown Lands Commissioner, or anybody else who represented the public, applied for them, or was it 
on account of the interest of the Crown tenant, who wanted to protect himself from conditional and other 
purchasers? I think the Crown tenant, not being able to secure himself by purchase, fell back upon this. 
means of securing himself by getting the land proclaimed as a timber reserve. 
I presume you have had some business at the local land offices ;-do you know the state of the charts 

at these offices? I have been lately at the Aibury land office, where the charts are very perfect and 
complete. The land sold up to a recent period is plotted on the maps. I am not aware how the Denili-
quin land office is situated as to that, but about a month ago I was at the Albury land office, and to my 
surprise I found the maps almost plotted up to date-up to within six months at any rate. 
What do they show? Conditional purchases, reserves, and boundaries of runs, with the names of the 

original selectors. - 
Are you aware that, under the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 1801," certain lands are proclaimed as 

population areas? Yes, according to the population of the towns. 
Are you aware that the population of Deniliquin, according to the last known census, was over 1,000? 

Yes, 1,100. 
Are you aware that a population area, extending to 3 miles outside the town, was proclaimed as 

reserved for public purposes? Yes. 
You are aware that within this population area nobody can conditionally purchase? Yes. 
Are you aware that, nevertheless, the Crown tenant applied to have the land sold by auction? Yes, 

within 2 miles. 
40. Are you aware that it was offered for auction? I am not aware whether the first application was 
within the population area, but the present application by Mr. Landale is within the population area. 
He had it put up by auction? He aplied for the survey of 2,S00 acres. 
Was it sold by auction? It has not been surveyed. 
Has any land been purchased within the population area to your knowledge? Not to my knowledge. 
Have you any opinion about it, as to whether any of this population area that was not open to con-

ditional purchase was sold to a Crown tenant? I am not certain on the point, but I rather think there 
was a purchase made, at auction, of land that was not open to conditional purchase, some years ago. 
Does the population of Deniliquin approve of that sort of thing? They do not approve of the present 

application, neither did they approve of the past. The Mayor has written to nie on the subject. 
Have they any good reason for not approving of it? They view it as an attempt to prevent the settle-

ment of a suburban population near the town. 
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W. Hay, Esq., 53. If it can be ascertained as a fact that the Messrs. Landale have applied to the Government for a 
M.P. revocation of this population reserve, and have purchased it at auction while conditional purchasers could 

c-'- not purchase it, do you think that would carry. out the spirit of the Land Act? No, I think not, and it 
1 Oct., 1873. would be very objectionable as a matter of public policy. 

51. Are you aware whether, in any district you are locally acquainted with, not only population areas but 
temporary Common reserves have been sold, to the prejudice of travelling stock? Yes, the lands along 
the road from Deniliquin to Moana have been both sold at auction and selected to a very large extent. 
55. Are you aware whether any persons in the Murray and Murrumbidgee Districts have purchased 
Volunteer land orders? I am aware of it by seeing the Press note when land is taken up by these 
land orders for 50 acres; every week there are three or four selections by Volunteer land orders. 
50. What is your opinion as to the effect of these purchases ;—do they in any way obstruct settlement? 
They are generally used by squatters for securing important points on their runs. It would not pay to 
buy land orders for £120 each and not take up first-class positions. 
What is the area allowed to be selected under each Volunteer land order? 50 acres; but there 

seems to be an impression that they can add 270 to that and make it up to 320 acres, with a right to three 
times that quantity as a prelease. 
That would make up 1,280 acres altogether? Yes. 
If, as has been stated, there are a.bout 2,400 of these Volunteer land orders to fall in within the next 

few years, that would represent the shutting out from conditional purchase about 3,000,000 of acres? 
Yes, between the freehold and the pre-lease. 
Are you aware that what is called "dummyism" pre'ails to a great extent? It has always been 

complained of in my part of the country. 
What is it generally understood to be in your part of the country? "Dummyism"is a wrong term 

altogether. The word first originated in Victoria under Duffy's Land Act, and it was generally supposed 
it applied where one person's name was used to acquire land for another; the person applying for the 
land was called the "dummy " of the other. I think the term "vicarious selection" would be a better one 
for it. If they were to use a fictitious name, then I could see the reason why it should be called 
"dummyism," but as the names are all real, I do not see that dummyisrn is an applicable term. There 
are various kinds of dummyism. The dummyismn that I have seen most advantageously used is that 
dumniyism where an owner of a run takes up land in the names of his overseers or servants; and where 
they are not particular with regard to residence or conditions, they generally acquire considerable areas by 
these persons making declarations without having complied with the conditions. My opinion is that if the 
conditions were complied with, selecting land in this way would be very unprofitable work. Many sensible 
people say it is the mOst expensive and uncertain way of acquiring land. 
Do you think that is confined to pastoral leaseholders or conditional purchasers ? It is not confined 

to pastoral leaseholders by any means. I have been the victim of clummyism myself in many ways. In 
one case a Victorian farmer came over and selected land on my run for himself and two brothers, and they 
fenced it in, but never lived there; if they had made the declaration they would have acquired the land, 
but they were unfortunately drowned in the " London." In another case, an old lady selected in the 
name of her youngest daughter. If she had selected in the name of her husband he might have died 
without a will, and the property would have gone from her; so she did it in the name of her youngest 
daughter. The daughter never resided, but I never interfered with them, because it was a case of bond 
jide occupation on the part of the father and mother. 

Do you think dummyism is to any great extent interfering with the legitimate operation of the present 
aws Land l ? Yes, I think it is. 

Could you point out to the Committee any means by which it could be avoided? If the dummy was 
made to fulfil the conditions of residence and improvement I think that would be the best way of stopping 
It, because then it would be found to be very unprofitable. 
Could you offer any suggestions as to improvement on the present system as regards the sale and 

occupation of laud? With regard to sale of land by auction, I think it would be a great improvement 
and a great saving of cost if it were surveyed in square miles instead of in blocks of 320 acres; and I think 
the area allowed to be selected should be raised to 640 acres also. Instead of leaving the amount of 
improvement, whatever it might be fixed at, to the couscience of a selector, I would have the improvements 
appraised. I would not require improvements to the extent of £1 an acre, because that may bind a man 
to lay out more money than is absolutely necessary; but I would make him fence it in. As the country 
is a pastoral country, I think it would take a great deal of the sting out of the Act if the selector were 
bound to put up a substantial fence, instead of laying out £1 an acre—a cattle proof fence on a cattle run, 
and a sheep-proof fence on a sheep run. He might be allowed, in some parts of the country, to select 
more than (itO acres ; in purely pastoral country it might be extended to 1,000 acres. For instance, in the 
salt-bush country, which is purely pastoral, I would not allow minors to select under any future land 
legislation. I think selection in the names of minors is fraught with a great deal of pejury. In fact the 
whole Act is so. I know of most glaring cases of perjury. They get off with imp unity in this world, and 
that remote punishment which is expected to follow in the next world has very little influence. I would 
abolish pre-emptive leases altogether. They are, in fact, abolishing themselves, for there are means of 
preventing pre-emptive leases, for instance—sale by auction. The granting of these pre-emptive leases has 
a dispersive tendency on the population; and I think anything that tends to unnecessarily disperse the 
populatipn is a great evil. It puts people beyond the reach of schooling for their children, and many other 
civilizing influences which men ought to have. 
60. As to sales by auction? I think the sales by auction are satisfactory enough under the present Act. 
I would survey the land in larger areas—in square miles instead of in portions of 320 acres. That would 
enable the surveyors to consult the frontage system better. Now, it is difficult to apportion a propel 
proportion of back country to the frontage of each block. They look too inuch to the interest of the 
individual that is likely to become possessed of each separate block of the land. By surveying in blocks 
of 60 acres they could economize the frontage. If it was private property that I was cutting up, I would 
certainly make purchasers take more back country; I would make them take 2 miles back for a quarter 
of a mile of frontage. 
67. With regard to the Murray or Murrumbidgee Districts, are you aware that certain proprietors there 
are very nearly securing their whole runs by purchasing particular blocks and -thus getting the key to a 

- great number of other acres, whereby the possession of 320 acres is likely to destroy the value to anybody 
else of a great amount of country? They think they are doing so, but as far as I am concerned I 

think 
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think it is short-sighted policy. The more far-seeing men now generally go in for a compact block, which W. Hay,Esq., 
will be of some use to them if the other is invaded. I think that if a storm of selection were to come .P. 

upon the parties who have selected what they consider the cardinal points, they would be utterly worthless 
to them if they were to lose the rest, and they would be very glad to part with them. That has been the 1 Oct., 1873 
case in Victoria. 
As to pro-leases ;—hae you had any opportunity of ascertaining the opinion of conditional purchasers 

as to whether they wish to have pre-leases or not? I have; and it is allowed on all hands, and by those 
in the Albury district even, that they are a delusion. That is their opinion. I know very few conditional 
purchasers that ever got a pre-lease to the extent they were entitled to. There is always some severance by 
a road or by adjoining land, or some compact with the squatter. 
As to a Fencing Act, you are aware that a Bill was introduced here by a former G-overninent, proposing 

that these pre-leases, if fenced, should give a right of purchase;—what is your opinion upon that policy ? 
I think they could not stand the expense of it; it would be too large an outlay. I would only bind, them 
to fence in their selections, and ta.ke  it instead of the £1 an acre for improvements; but I am perfectly 
satisfied they could not fence in three times the area. They generally empty every shilling out of 
their pockets, to take up their conditional purchase, and frequently borrow as well. 
As to the Occupation Act, do you think the present rental, as a revenue matter, is sufficient? No, I 

do not think so. I think it is a very weak point in the position of the Crown tenants that the rent is so 
light. I think it has a tendency to weaken their political position. 
You are aware it is arrived at by some appraisement? Yes. 
Could you suggest anything better than appraisement? Yes; the Government are in possession of 

the natural grazing capacity of every run in the country, and I would assess the rental on that natural 
capacity, so as not to incur the unfairness of assessing it on what the occupants have made their runs to 
carry. The rent should be fixed according to the natural capacity of the run, at so much per head; say 
6d. per head for sheep. As a case within my own knowledge, I can show you how it would affect myself. 
I occupy a run of 100,000 acres in round numbers. It has only naturally water on the frontage; there is 
no other natural water on it for nine months in the year. It extends 12 miles back. This run in its 
natural state was assessed by the Crown Lands Commissioner to carry 16,000 sheep shepherded, and I can 
conscientiously say that that was as many as could be carried on it—probably more than could be carried 
on it. But by the outlay of capital I have made that run to carry 60,000 sheep, first, by fencing and sub-
division ; secondly, by excavating waterholes—large, and a great number of them—and then by ringing 
40,000 acres of Crown Lands, destroying the trees allowed by the regulations of the department to be 
destroyed. But it would be unfair to assess me at 60,000. It would be better to put a good round 
assessment on the natural capabilities—say 16,000 sheep, at Gd., which would amount to £400, and leave 
an increase, that I can make, in the carrying capacity of the run, as my profit on my outlay of capital. 
At present I pay £244 a year. I have a right to look for some margin of profit on my outlay, for a bush-
fire may come and sweep away all my fences, and all my waterholes will have to be cleaned out in about 
seven years, which will cost nearly as much as originally digging them, and the ringed country will deteri-
orate from the falling of dead timñber. 
You would be in favor of an assessment on grazing capabilities instead of rent? Yes, because it 

would not put the country to the expense of going round every five years and assessing the runs. 
Besides, it would not leave the matter to individuals to make it higher or lower. It would be a fixed 
thing. 
Has your attention been called to the fact that under the present Crown Lands Occupation Act the 

first assessment was far higher than the second? I am quite aware of that, and I blame the framers of 
the Act for it. The square mile was valued at £2 a year by the law itself, and the appraisers could never 
depart from that basis altogether. They said the Legislature has fixed the value of these pre-leases at £2 
the square mile, and we cannot say the squatter shall pay £5, as these pre-leases embrace the best 
portions of the country. I believe that is the cause of the low rent the squatters pay—the impossibility 
of getting out of the calculation the value fixed by the law itself. If it had been £t instead of £2, there 
would have been afar different return from the Crown lands. 

PRIDAY, 3 OCTOBER, 1873. - 

Iu%nt 

Mn. RODD, I Mn. TUNKS, 

Mn. STEWART. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CUNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
Michael Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.P., examined :- 

Chairman.] You were for many years employed in the Lands Office, and for a considerabletime were Michael 
Under Secretary for the department? I was. Fitzpatrick, 
You have also had experience in transacting business with the department for the public outside? Esq., M.P. 

Yes, for nearly four years past. . 
Did it ever strike you that the department was slow in the despatch of business? Yes, very slow; 3 Oct., 1873. 

arising, as I think, from two courses: first, the department is too large and unwieldly ; and secondly, the 
land business, as a rule, requires reference to surveyors in the country, who, not being always at head 
quarters, necessarily delay their reports very much. Beyond the unwieldiness of the department, I do 
not accuse it of any inherent dilatoriness. 
You think it is inherent in the organization of the department? Chiefly that it is too large and 

unwieldy ; business passes through too many hands. 
Has it ever struck you that in making inquiry after the stage in which any Particular business may be, 

there is no officer who could off-hand say what has been done or what is about being done? There is no 
general referee in the Lands Departthent, if that is what is meant, except now that a chief clerk is 
appointed. In other departments—the Post Office, for example—a want of that kind was met by an officer 
appointed for the express purpose of answering the inquiries of persons seeking information ; and I think 
that appointment was a wise one. . 80. 
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flchae1 80. Do you think, from your experience, that such an officer would be of great assistance to the okiter 
Fitzpatrick, public in doing business connected with the Lands Office? I think it would, but in a less degree. The sq., M.P. business of the Lands Department is so various and so complicated that nobody short of a very experienced 

officer could advise applicants at once into the proper channel in which to seek information. 
3 Oct., 1873. 81. Are you aware that there is a feeling that the outer public who have business at the office are almost 

helpless, even when they come to make inquiry about their business in the office? It is so. 
They may spend a day there and go away not knowing more than when they went in? It is so. 

Nobody not intimate with the brganization of the department can have any hope of a satisfactory answer 
within a reasonable time. 
Have you any idea of any means by which this state of things might be improved and business might 

be expedited there? I believe the most immediate means would be the subdivision of the duties. Four 
years ago I thought there ought to have been a Mining Minister, and I think so still. If that had been 
the case, the rush of business which has occurred within the last eighteen months would not have had the 
injurious effect it has had upon the Lands Department. I believe the Lands Department is thoroughly 
disorganized by what took place with reference to mineral selections last year. Instead of the Govern-
ment providing, as I think they should have done, extra clerical assistance to meet the rush, they made a 
vain attempt to meet it by subtracting officers from other sub branches, and the result was to throw the 
whole department into arrear. 
Do you think the department has at all kept up with the great increase of business that has taken 

place during the last ten years? I think it has not. 
85. As to the maps and charts in the office—do you think they are in that state in which it is desirable 
the charts should be in a colony like this where there is so much land belonging to the public? I think 
the state of our maps, or rather the absence of maps, is exceedingly discreditable to this country. That 
arises out of a reason which has been officially explained by the Surveyor General. We have no system 
of triangulation in this country, and the consequence is that a professional man in the position of a 
Surveyor General is unwilling to commit himself to any map, because he is conscious that it is not reliable. 
Our system of survey is a sort of rule of thumb business, which the Colony has tolerated, but it does not 
admit of accuracy in the maps, and I believe that is the chief reason that the maps are not more numerous. 
In fact there is an unwillingness on the part of the Surveyor General to commit himself to that which he 
cannot declare to be reliable. 
It has been given in evidence by the Surveyor General, that in his opinion our system of survey, maps, 

and charts is behind that of every British Colony of even one-fourth of our population ;—do you coincide 
in that opinion? I do. I believe it as a matter of fact, not of opinion. 
You believe that, taking the department as a whole, it has become too unwieldy, and the business too 

extensive to be well managdd by one Minister? I think so. 
And you think the administration of the mining laws would be advantageously dealt with under a 

separate Minister? Yes. - 
And thus you would relieve the Lands Department proper of its unwillingness to a certain extent? 

Yes. I should say, in justice to those who entertain a different view, that the same end is conceived—
likely to be achieved—if there were sub-branches under permanent heads, such as the Chief Commissioner 
of Crown Lands. There are those of large experience who argue that if all mineral matters were placed 
under a permanent head—such an officer as the Chief Commissioner of Crown Lands—who would then 
look to the Minister as his ministerial head, the same advantage would be achieved. Of course if that 
were done, considerable improvement would be effected, but I think not all the improvement the public 
has a right to demand. My reason for so thinking is this : So long as there is a right of appeal to the 
Minister—and there must always be that right—the subject out of doors will not remain satisfied with an 
adverse decision of a permanent officer, but he will carry his case to the Minister; and if the Minister's 
decision is to be anything more than a farce—if he is to see with his own eyes instead of with the eyes 
of a subordinate—he requires time and labour and application to master all these cases, and they have 
become, to my thinking, too numerous for any one man. 
It would be utterly impossible, I suppose, in such an unwieldy department, for any Minister to give 

each case his own individual consideration? I think so. I do not presume, nor is it the fact, that the 
Minister is required to give each individual case his attention. There are exceptional cases only submitted 
to him, but these exceptional cases in so large a department form a bulk of business too much for one 
man. 
Mr. Tunks.] Would it not lead to confusion to have different heads to what appears to be one depart-

ment. For instance, there is squatting business over the same country as the mining business. Would it 
not necessarily lead to confusion? I do not think so. That reason was urged some time ago as a valid 
one for not transferring to the Works Department the bulk of the minor roads, and I confess my own view 
was somewhat against it for that reason; but the result has shown that the objection was not nearly so 
valid as it seemed. We do not find any great inconvenience from the Commissioner for Roads dealing 
with the roads in question. 
That seems to be where the expenditure of public money is concerned, but in the other case conflicting 

interests of a minute character would arise? Beyond the money, the two departments in effect travel 
over the same ground, in the alignment and formation of the roads; and it was that that was conceived to 
be the objection to one department giving consideration to a matter which seemed to be exclusively the 
property of the other. 
The difficulties you have alluded to have grown up with the Colony? Yes, and they have grown up 

mainly out of the free-selection business. 
To commence a trigonometrical system of survey would necessarily imply the expenditure of a very 

large sum of money? Yes. 
And would take years? It would take years to overtake the work. An attempt was made some three 

years ago, I think, to lay down a base line; and I believe a very favourable position was selected for it at 
Lake George, but the waters of the lake have rubbed out the base line, as I understand. 
Is it ascertained as a fact that compass-surveying cannot be relied upon? It is beyond doubt that 

what is called the geodetic system in this Colony is unreliable. It cannot be otherwise, that is to say, 
within certain degrees. I cannot vouch for the fact, but I heard it stated by a professional man that in 
the large map of the Colony, published by the late Surveyor General Maclean—a very exellent map 
- apparently—there was one part of the work which did not close by about 6 or 8 miles. 



907 

ON THE ADMINIsTRATION OF THE LAND LAW. 7 

That necessarily leads to litigation and expense to owners of land? It exposes the colonists to that Michael 
where they do not agree in a rough way to accept measurements and occupation. Of course, if we had a tzp, 
well established system of trigonometrical survey, the survey business would be infinitely cheaper; but 
to overtake the surveys now would cause a heavy expenditure. They have a trigonometrical survey in 
Victoria. . 3 Oct., 1873. 

Would you recommend that a trigonometrical survey should be commenced? I would. I believe it 
is never too late to mend. Although large sums would be required, they would not be required at once. 
Is it impossible, under all the circumstances, having regard to your long years of experience, to place 

the administration of these lands in some way under the control of more persons than one, in order to 
avoid the temptation to an individual to deviate from the proper course in these matters? No; I believe 
that responsibility should be undivided. I do not believe in ent'usting executive functions to more than 
one man. When you want legislative action— when you want collective wisdom and experience together—
you employ several; but when you are going to carry out laws or regulations, I like to see the executive 
power entrusted to one. I know no better system than the system of Ministerial responsibility. 

Would not that be an argument against dividing thesdepartment? No, you would only divide the 
labour. Each Minister's responsibility would be as definite as before. They have in Melbourne what is 
called a Board of Land and Works, in which land questions are dealt with. I believe such an arrangement to 
be utterly delusive—that so far as any greater scarcity is offered to the public it is a sham—and that all 
the effect is to split up the responsibility of any given act amongst four or five people. 

Having regard to the present number of the Assembly, do you not think it would give the Ministers 
too much power if another were appointed? I do not think so. My own view is, that as a rule our 
Governments are not strong enough, and I would not regret to see more Ministers in the House. At the 
same time, if there were a necessity for increasing the number of representatives in the Assembly, I would 
have no objection to that; but it is clear that our public business has increased so largely as to demand 
more responsible hands for carrying it out. That is my opinion. I may mention incidentally, that when 
I first addressed a constituency, now nearly four years ago, I then publicly declared my belief that we 
ought to have a Mining Minister. I think that was in 1869; and I believe that if we had had a Mining 
Minister during  the rush of 1872 it would have been of incalculable advantage to this country. 

You remember the process of alienating waterside properties ;—has it ever occurred to you in your 
experience that a tenant having (say) a long lease of waterside property has become the purchaser of the 
quantity of land usually reclaimable, or, if he has not, how is that matter dealt with? II never knew of 
such a case occurring. I heard it alluded to in the Chamber the other night; but the law is specific, that 
the reclaimed land, or the right to reclaim land, can only go to the holder of the land in fee simple, 
between which and the water the reclaimed land intervenes. If the Government have ever sold reclaimed 
land to any one in the position of a lessee, it is in utter ignorance of the fact that he was so. 

Do you not think it is necessary in some way to secure to the proprietor the privilege of the water 
frontage? You cannot deprive him of the privilege. 

According to the present land law the proprietor may purchase a reclamation in front of the tenant, 
and the tenant is deprived of his right to water? That is a matter for which he has a civil remedy. The 
Government have nothing to do with that. I know the Government have always been studious to observe 
the law in that matter. 

Do you perceive that a difficulty of the same kind might arise in respect to the power to purchase 
unnecessary roads. Supposing the owner in fee simple has the right to purchase an unnecessary road in 
front of his property, and the person might hold a mortgage over the land, and being absent in the interior 
or elsewhere, he may find that his mortgage is useless, because of the original landlord having purchased 
the frontage and rendered the remainder useless? I think it extremely probable the mortgage would 
carry the right to the land acquired; if not, I think it very probable that if the mortgagee interposed the 
Government would not sell the right. 

I am speaking of a mortgagee being absent? The right to purchase an unnecessary road grows out 
of the ownership in fee simple of the lands which it separates. If the mortgagor is still the owner of the 
land in fee simple, notwithstanding his mortgage, he has the right to buy ; if not, not. I do not see how 
the law does wrong either to one or the Other. 
107.. Clthirmcin.] You have, I imagine, paid considerable attention to the. present land policy of the 
Colony? Yes. 

Have you formed any opinion as to the effect of the present Land law in the settlement of the Colony—
the promotion or injury it has caused to its various interests, social and material—as to conditional purchase 
or free selection, looking at it in that way first? That is a very large question. My belief was and is 
that the same advantage which has undoubtedly grown out of free selection might have been achieved 
without much of the mischief which is now inseparable from •free selection. I think selection before 
survey was altogether abnormal in its character, and different from all our previous conceptions of English 
law. It was apparently justified by the extraordinary inefficiency of the Executive of the day in meeting 
the reasonable demands of persons desiring to settle on the lands ; but I believe that the remedy was to 
be sought rather in increased facilities of survey than by the extraordinary step which was then taken. 
As it is, it is not the alteration in the character of the law which has conquered the grievance, but there 
has been also an extraordinary effort made by the Executive within the last ten or twelve years, since 
about the time of the passing of the present Land Acts, to meet the requirements of the people by 
multiplying five, six, seven, perhaps ten-fold, the number of surveyors employed. I believe that if that 
effort had been made before the present land laws were passed, we should never have heard of free 
selection before survey. As it is, free selection before survey is an institution of the country, which, I 
suppose, few of us would be hardy enough now to seek to set aside. But I believe it might be greatly 
modified to the advantage of the whole community. 

With regard to the extent of land allowed to be conditionally selected—the maximum—do you think 
it is sufficient in quantity to allow all persons who would improve the country to avail themselves of the 
possession of lands to the largest extent? I believe the maximum area permitted to a free. selector to 
hold in fee is quite beneath the requirements of a family to support itself. Of course the selector has 
what is technically called a grass right, which in nine cases out of ten proves to be a delusion, and is 
frequently the cause of litigation and bad blood with his neighbours. I believe one of the greatest blots 
on our land system is the uncertainty of this tenure, called a grass right. I believe what we want most 

in 
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Michael in this country, which is only partially agricultural and chiefly pastoral, is a law which will enable a man 
Fitzpatrick, to take up an area of land that will support himself and family in comfort, partly by agriculture and 

partly by pastoral pursuits ; and for such a purpose two or three or four sections would be nearer his 
wants than 320 acres. 

3 Oct., 183. 110. Your experience would lead you to imagine then that the area opeii to any individual to select should 
be considerably extended? Decidedly; that is to say, the area which he can acquire in fee simple. - 

As to the pre-lease, you are aware that there is great diffeulty in a couditio]lal purchaser getting a 
lease that will enable him to exercise his right over the land and prevent others from using it ? Yes, 
because the Government necessarily decline to give him a grass right until they are certified that ho is 
living on his selection, that is to say, until a surveyor has gone to it and examined and reported upon it. 
They grant him his claim so soon as a surveyor reports that he is residing on his selection, and nut before. 

Before he gets his lease the question will arise whether there are Crown Lands which are available? 
Yes, and other questions that are extremely complicated, as to the claims of neighbours. It is the most 
unsatisfactory feature in our land system. It causes more ill-blood than any other thing, though com-
paratively so insignificant. 

Have you ever thought over the matter with a view of avoiding this disagreement on account of 
grass-righ er ts—eith by abolishing the grass-right, or putting it on a footing more satisfactory to all 
parties? I think the remedy is to be sought in this direction I would abolish grass-rights for the future—
the past you cannot very well touch—and greatly enlarge the areas which men might select. They would 
then have the advantage of knowing exactly what tliy could retain. It is possible that you might 
introduce a system of this kind, that whilst paying rent or instalment of purchase money on a large area 
which was in occupation they might be allowed to complete their title to a smaller area, part of the same 
section. That system would have this advantage, that there would be no conflicting claims to the land, 
and they would know exactly what they held, whether under lease or by purchase.. 

At present, I believe, it pre-lease is not allowed within a pre-lease? It is not. That was the result 
of a dictum of one of the Judges. 

Formerly it was allowed? It was, and exceeding complication ensued. 
Do you think giving the conditional purchaser a right to purchase his pre-lease at a certain price 

would be any improvement upon the present law ? lie has that right now, if he improves. 
1 mean in an ordinary way— if be has a pre-lease that should give the right to purchase within a 

certain term ? Yes; that he could hold something definitely, which nobody else could claim, with the 
right ultimately to convert it into fee simple. 
113. You think a great deal of bad blood has arisen from this question of pro-leases? I am sure of it. 
Once in this country it has led to the shedding of blood, and frequently to all sorts of unneighbourly acts. 

.ilir. Tunics.] Will you state the objection to any person being allowed to purchase any amount of land 
at a certain price, improved or unimproved? If submitted to auction I see no objection; but I would 
object to any man purchasing unlimited areas without competition, except as the reward of improvement. 

At the upset price? The upset price is so sufficient that the Colony could not suffer if every acre 
was sold at the upset price. Competition would bring out its value in all cases. The upset price is a very 
sufficient one in this country. The great bulk of the lands for any practical purpose are not worth £1 
an acre. But I would be no party now to reducing the upset price. 

If an upset price was fixed, what objection could there be to any person being allowed to purchase 
any quantity of land with ready money? The objection is, that capitalists would monopolize large tracts 
of country. But when I say that, I may add that I have no objection to capital finding its proper level 
and if men want to buy large areas of land I see no reason on earth why they should not. I believe 
the best thing that could happen to this country would be that every acre of it should be held in fee 
simple by persons who could pay £1 an acre or upwards. I think on high principles of statesmanship it 
is not desirable that the Crown should be the landlord of the whole community—that subjects out of 
doors should be tenants of the Crown. 

1fr. RodcI.] Has it never come to your knowledge that in many parts of the country the land all 
round the townships is held by private individuals under original grants, retarding the prosperity of these 
country districts? I believe there are some cases of that land. 

For instance, round the town of Carcoar and round the town of Braidwood, if your suggestions were 
to be carried out, that land should be sold in large portions to capitalists, do you not think it would prevent 
the legitimate settlement of the lands? I do not make any suggestion about large areas; I only meant 
large quantities of land. The areas in which it should be disposed of must be judged by the Government 
for the time being. I am not well informed about Carcoar, but I think Braidwood came into existence 
after the land was alienated. That is not a sort of thing that can be charged upon the Government. The 
Government is making an effort by its officers to provide against a recurrence of such cases, by making 
eserves for townships, and having done so, as a rule they decline to sell large areas in the neighbourhood 
of such reserves. In that way, the future settlement of the townships is not hindered, but rather promoted 
by the previous settlement of people in the districts. I believe that where there is need Jor a township 
it will progress even where it is on private land. 

I am not making a charge against any Government. Taking Carcoar for instance, one gentleman 
holds very large tracts of country round that township, and the land is lying idle; he neither lets nor sells 
it, consequently population is very limited. Braidwood is in the same position. It was not until the 
Church and School lands in the neighbourhood were recently,  sold that an increase in the population took 
place? In the ease of Carcoar, I believe Mr. Icely's holdings have been nearly all purchases from the 
Crown at auction ; and, if my memory serves me, these purchases were made chiefly before Carcoar was 
laid out as a township. In the ease of Braidwood, I believe the grants to the late Dr. Wilson were made 
before the township was in existence. After all, these early settlers were the men who made these lands 
valuable by their presence and labour, although they may have eccentric views about the use of their 
property. I conceive that although cases like that occur, it is better to sell the lands than to keep them 
in the hands of the Government. 

I understood you to say you would abolish preleases by giving a larger extent for the selection? 
Yes, let a man occupy a larger area definitely. 

Where a pre-lease consists of back country, would you still retain the price of £1 an acre for the 
back land ? I would. I would allow him to convert into fee simple such limited area as he chose. 
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127. At £1 all acre? That admits of qualification. If I were going to try to modify the principle of Michael 
free selection I should like to do this. I believe that if I had nbw to fix the upset price of land for the Fitzpatrick, 
first time, I would not make it so much as £1 an acre; but seeing that that price has existed now for Esq., M.P. 
some thirty-four years, I am not prepared to concur in the proposal to reduce it for unimproved lands or lands 
to be offered at auction. But I should like to see free selcebion put on this basis: An increased area of a 3 Oct., 1873. 
definite character, and the payments to be made by the selector to be payments in reduction of the price, 
not interest. The reasons for this would fill a volume ; but I have a fixed opinion that the payments should 
be instalments of the price of the land, and not interest. Then I believe the demand for improvements 
to the extent of £1 an acre is too high. In this country, where the soil is largely used for pastoral 
purposes, you cannot fairly expect a man to lay out £1 an acre on such land. But I would do this: I 
would offer an inducement to the selector to improve up to a lovec amount, say lOs. an  acre; and 1 would 
let him pay instalments extending over three or four years up to lOs. an  acre, and then I would give him 
the fee simple. If he fkiled to improve I would not forfeit his selection, as under the present system, which 
is very harsh; but where the selector failed to improve up to the stated value, say lOs. an  acre, I would 
insist on his paying instalments until he had paid the State £1 an acre, or until his improvements and the 
price together came up to £1 an acre. I would have these improvements appraised by sworn appraisers, 
and not by the man himself. The tendency of the present Land law is immoral. It puts a man in a false 
position; it tempts him to swear falsely; and to prevent that I would have the appraisemnts made by 
sworn appraisers. To make the thing plain, the price and the improvements together should equal £1 an 
acre. Under such a system there would be no uncertainty as to grass rights or preleases. A man could 
take up a given area, and could retain it or abandon it as he pleased, converting what. he chose to retain 
into fee simple. 
12.8. Chairman.] You are aware that under the present law a conditional purchaser is bound to reside upon 
his purchase within a mouth after he has selected ; can you form any opinion as to whether that is a wise 
provision or otherwise P I have formed a very strong opinion on that point. I believe what is called the 
residence clause in our Land law is an utter snare and delusiofi. I believe it is a mistaken idea altogether, 
and that it has led to a terrible crop of perjury in this country. There is no doubt, I take it, that the 
object the public had in view in offering peculiar facilities to the selector was to settle the country, to 
make the country fit for the habitation of man, to improve it, in fact; but, provided the land taken up by 
the selector is improved and made fit for the habitation of man, I think all the public have a right to 
demand or can reasonably demand is accomplished. For instance: Bill Smith comes and selects 40 acres 
of land ; he is bound to improve it in three years to the extent of £ L an acre ; if he does not do so--does 
not make it fit for the habitation of man—if he does not bring it under culture, he has done no good. 
The fact of Bill Smith residing there is of no interest to the country;  it is no matter where he resides, 
provided the land he has selected is improved, as required by law. The residence clause was introduced 
to prevent monopoly. There is a good deal of deception in that. Who is to be the monopolist P So long 
as the boncf .fldc selector has the whole country to choose from, as he has under our law, who is to be the 
monopolist? Here is a man working on wages. He has a wife and children; he wants to get a home for 
himself and them. There is a piece of land he has set his heart upon; he selects it ; he goes to it and 
works on holidays and moonlight nigbts ; he gets it into a tolerable state of culture. At the end of the 
year some one writes to the Government to say he is not residing on his land, and they declare it forfeited. 
What is the consequence? The land is improved, and in due course would be inhabited by the man and 
his family; but he has not complied with the law; he has not resided; and to escape that terrible 
misfortune—the lois of his land and capital—you send him a forth, and tempt him to commit pemjury. 

You are of opinion that it would be. more conducive to the settlement of the country that a man 
should be allowed to reside wherever he thought fit, so long as his money or labour was there to improve 
the soil of his homestead? Yes. 

Under the present law a man in business in a town must give over his business before be can settle 
down upon the land, but if residence were not made imperative he might employ good ploughmen, good 
fencers, good builders, with his capital, and improve the country to a greater extent than he could do by 
merely residing there himself ;—do I understand that to be your view? Yes, that is my opinion. 

Do you not think there are great numbers of people in every town in the Colony who would buy 
homesteads and improve them, .but who cannot ,At all avail themselves of the law now? Certainly; 
hundreds of them. 

Do you not think that class of men form some of the best men in the country? Yes, certainly. I 
would not debar any man from becoming a freeholder because his means were limited; but the community 
has no interest in tempting men to become freeholders who have no means. 

It has been alleged, of late years especially, that the Land law has been evaded in some manner by 
"dummyism" ;—have you any idea what this "dummyisin" really is that is objected to—a noise is made 
about it, in fact? The word has passed through two or three stages. When first used it meant a selection. 
made by a squatter in a wholly fictitious name. I am informed by high authorities out of doors that 
"dummyism" in the present day means such selection as came before the public in the Barton v. Mwir 
case ; that is, selection by an agent, who is expected at a certain period to make over the land to his 
principal. I mu aware that this system of "dummyism" is carried to a great extent, much to the loss, as it 
would seem now, of those who adopt it. That has arisen from the changeful way in which our Land law 
has been administered in regard to forfeited selections. When "dummyism" was first started in this 
country, the squatters who resorted to it believed they were securing the land from selection by paying 5s. 
an  acre for it, or at all events that they would have the right to bid for it at auction. As it now turns out, 
they have no such right, because unless the selection is improved to the value of £1 an acre—in which 
case, by authority of a resolution of the Assembly, it :is not selectable at all, except by the improver—as 
soon as the selection is declared forfeited it can be again selected by the same or by another party. * 

Do you not think that the residence clause is to some extent blamable for this system of "dummy-
ism"? No doubt of it; it is the cause of it, I think. The residence clause, which appears to have been 
introduced to prevent anybody but what is called the bond lide selector from taking up land, compels men 
to resort to its infraction. If, for instance, a squatter wanting to buy a section or half-section of land, or 
whatever area he may be limited to, could do so by merely going and paying his money and improving the 
land, you would have hundreds of thousands of acres so selected and so improved. 

There is an idea prevalent that not only the squatter but the conditional purchaser also, when he gets 
the means, resorts to dummyism when he wants to acquire additional land, using the names of his children? 

124—B Undoubtedly. 
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Michael Undoubtedly. In the Joachim case the man selected on Mr. O'Shanassy's run eight half-sections, or 2,560 
Fitzpatrick, acres, in the names of eight of his children, all being minors. He would found on that a Claim to three 
q......times as much more in virtue of grass right; so that under the guise of free selection this man would be 

claiming 10,000 acres, nearly up to the minimum size of a squatting run. That I take to be an extreme 
Oct., 1873. case; but there are other cases of extraordinary and unjustifiable proceedings adopted in order to secure 

land. All this grows out of the residence clause, in which after all the community is not interested. 
130. With regard to pastoral leases in the Colony under the Crown Lands Occupation Act—the tenure 
granted under them,—do you think it is sufficient for the purposes of the Crown tenant—do you think it 
gives him all the guarantee necessary to enable him to work his station to the greatest profit, and to 
increase its grazing capabilities? Certainly not. - The grazing capabilities of the lands of this country 
have been greatly enhanced lately by fencing, ring-barking, and the gathering of water by artificial means. 
All that is done from the necessities of the case and in the teeth of the difficulties the pastoral tenant 
labours under from free-selectors. I would not seek to give a squatter any longer tenure than he has now—
five years lease. The time is long enough, and the right of indefinite renewal is admitted. There is 
nothing more to be desired in that direction. But the action of free selection is something which retards 
to the last degree the process of improvement of runs. It is known throughout the Country that there 
must be £40 worth of improvements to bring land under the improvement clause of the Act, and the 
pastoral tenant who commences improvements is watched by dishonest people, and his improvements 
snapped up. Wherever he puts a fence it is selected; wherever he forms a waterhole it is selected. I 
have heard of such a case as this: A squatter had employed men under contract to dig a well, and when 
he had paid them some £30 in terms of the contract to complete these improvements, they went and 
freè.selected it with their labour paid for by the squatter on it. To show how monstrous is the action of 
the principle of free selection in some cases, I will mention a case that has been stated to me. I give no 
names: A man was holder of a squatting run in the Clarence district; a free selector went in and selected 
his cattlecamp, and the ,next day impounded all his cattle; so that the pastoral tenant who to-day was 
in legal occupation of every inch of-that run, and was paying the Crown every penny that the Crown 
by its own laws declared he should pay—nay, had paid in advance every penny—was by the action of 
free selection converted, in one day, from the legal occupant of the land into a trespasser, and bad to pay 
money to get his cattle out of the pound. That is how free selection can act when it is dishonestly 
conducted. 
137. Have you formed any opinion as to the means by which, while the settlement of the country would 
be in no way interfered with, greater security could be given to the pastoral tenants? The best security 
would have been, if the Crown had kept pace with the demands of the country, to have surveyed the 
lands before selection; and I think now—however old-fashioned the idea may seem—that it would be 
better to lay out large areas for selection in preference to letting people roam over the whole country. 
They have met the difficulty in Queensland by making half a man's run secure to him and the other half 
exposed to selection. But that is but a clumsy and inartistic method of providing for the case. I 
believe that settlement ought to be led, not followed. That involves other large questions. Our popula-
tion, under free selection, is too scattered, and this dispersion puts them beyond the reach of education 
or religious training; whereas if they were located alongside each other, as took place in the Albury 
district, the population would be, ,so to speak, self-protecting, because numerous enough to protect itself 
against lawlessness, and numerous enough to maintain schools and so on. In the Albury district, where 
the rich soil is chiefly settled by German colonists from South Australia, who cultivate the vine principally, 
such a thing as grass right is scarcely known. Every selector takes his selection close by his neighbour. 

THURSDAY, 9 OcTOBER, 1873. 

Jtcent 

MR. STEWART, I I Mn TUNKS. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CTJNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
Michael Fitzpatrick, Esq., M.P., further examined :— 

Michael 138. O/ia&nui.n.iI You are aware that at present the amount of rent paid for runs is arrived at by appraise-
Fitzpatrick, meat ; after the lease has expired the runs have to be reappraised? Yes. 
Esq., M.P. •139. Has it ever struck you that these appraiseñierits have varied very much as to amount of appraisements 
c-- of the same run made at different periods; and also that runs of the same description of country have 
9 Oct., 1873. been at the same time appraised differently, one much higher than the other? I am aware that the 

appraisements have varied very much for the same runs in the hands of different appraisers, but I cannot 
say that appraisements of runs of the same character have varied very much. That is a matter which would 
involve personal information, of which I am not in possession. But it is the nature of an appraisement to 
be somewhat arbitrary. One man will form a certain estimate of the value of a run and its grazing 
capabilities; another man, with equal claims to be considered a judge, will form a different estimate; and 
they shall be both conscientious. Then again, the appraisements which have been complained of as 
varying excessively, have been made under varying circumstances, particularly with reference to seasons. 
There was one set of appraisements over the whole Colony—I think about the first made under Mr. 
Robertson's Act—which, if I remember rightly, range very high indeed. Five years afterwards the same 
runs were appraised at rates which some people think absurd by reason of the great divergence; but I do 
not admit, and I do not believe, that there has been any want of conscientiousness in the appraisement. 
140. Have you ever thought whether the system of appraisement—the manner in which appraisements are 
made—might be improved upon? I have often thought of it, and I can propose no better system. As the 
world goes, the system of appraisement is as complete as you can expect anything to be. I do not know 
any other system I could substitute for appraisement. It is in the nature of an arbitration, on which each 
side expresses its views, and remits the decision, to a wfl informed conscientious third party. 

141. 
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You are aware that in South Australia, the Government, instead of delegating the business to various Michael 

persons, appointed one official appraiser, Mr. Goyder, the Surveyor General? I am aware that the Fitzpatrick, 

Government of South Australia appointed their own paid officer to fix the rents. I cannot admit that sq., 

that is a proper or right course—that I, being the landlord, shall have the right of fixing the rents which 
I arbitrarily determine the tenants shall pay. The result in South Australia caused, of course, extreme 9 Oct., 1873. 
dissatisfaction in the public mind. 

Mr. Twnlcsj That method seems to secure a degree of -uniformity? No doubt. Any arbitrary 
method may secure uniformity; but it does not follow that it is the best, or that it is honest. If you 
bring one mind tp bear on all the runs of the Colony, no doubt there will be extreme uniformity in the 
appraisement of their value, but it does not follow a whit the more that the appraisement is correct. I 
know enough of this territory to know that runs almost in juxta-position are exceedingly different in their 
value and grazing capability. 

Does it not occur in some cases, where one person has decided a question of this kind on one side of 
a boundary, say a river, another appraiser on the other side, where there is no appreciable difference, will 
estimate the value of a run at a very different amount? I cannot admit that, because I do not know 
what is the difference between the two runs. 

It has been complained of? It has often been represented that these inequalities are not explicable, 
but I believe they are or may be. I only know that I know of no system so fair in its theory as appraise-
ment. If it is not fair, in its results, that can only be attributed to the inevitable differences in the views 
taken by different men. 

Is it not the case that a large number of persons in the community think they are right to fleece the 
Government? I have known that; and I have also known individual appraisers, who have become sole 
appraisers, who have thought it their duty to fleece the subject. There have been cases in the Colony of 
appraisers whose appraisement, by almost universal consent, were excessive; so much so, that succeeding 
Governments were not indisposed to have the runs re-appraised. 

How are appraisers paid? Generally, at per case. So far there was no motive for the appraiser to 
enhance the rent, further than that it might be a motive fçr his re-employment in other cases. 

Would selections diminish the value of the run? Of course, that has all to be judged of by a 
conscientious appraiser. The liability to selection has to be judged of. When a man is appraising a 
run for five years he ought in justice to take into account the likelihood of free selection being exercised 
upon it. The character of the herbage, soil, propinquity to market, these all enter into the value of a run. 

Chairman.] With regard to an appraiser taking into account expected selections, do you not think 
the ]aw without his interference provides for that, and puts a remedy in the hands of the Funholder P No, 
not in the hands of the runholder; it leaves it in the hands of the Government, who may or may not 
consent to the reappraisement. 

If they do not reappraise, he may throw up his lease? He can always throw up his lease; but that 
is hardly a remedy for the pastoral tenant. 

You are aware that the law has made this provision, that if at any time the Crown tenant considers 
that so much of his run has been taken up as to reduce its value, he can apply to the Government for a 
reappraisement? Yes, and they can grant it or not as they chose. 

Do you not think the Government would generally consent to a re-appraisement, on the score of 
what is right and just? I believe they do generally what is right and just. 

Have you ever known them to refuse a reappraisement? Yes; I have known them refuse it on the 
ground that a sufficient primdfacie case had not been made out. 

There have not been many such cases? No. 
The Committee may understand that you do not think it advisable to alter the present system of 

appointing appraisers by substituting one public officer for the purpose? I do not. To begin with, it is 
physically impossible that any one man could appraise all the runs in this Colony within two or three 
years. Our territory is so extensive and so various in its character that it is impossible, physically, that 
any one man could do it. 
153. Do you think the public lands of the Colony, those that are leased, are yielding to the State all the 
revenue which .they ought to yield, considering their great value to those who occupy them P I believe 
they are yielding all they could yield under the present law. So long as the tenure is so uncertain as it is 
under the present Jaw, I believe the pastoral tenant is paying a reasonable rent for his use of the grain. 

Mr. Tanks.] How many persons have been employed to perform this duty? I cannot say very 
definitely. It is four years since I was in office. There may have been perhaps twenty appraisers at one 
time in all the districts of the Colony. I am speaking only from memory. 

How long would it take to make a valuation? That would depend very much upon the size of the 
run and the nature of the country. I think, on an average, a man could not see enough of a large run 
to judge of its grazing capabilities under something like, three or four days. 

My question rather refers to the time it would take to have a return made to the Government from 
all quarters, as to the amount of rent to be paid—Is it done within a year? That will depend entirely on 
the number of persons you employ. If you had two appraisers for each district there would be no difficulty 
in getting it done under a year. It might be done in three or four months, I think. Our districts are 
enormously extensive—more so than people. in Sydney are in the habit of realizing. 

Mr. Stewart.] The chief difficulty in valuing these runs arises from the ignorance of the Government 
as to their value? Yes, in some sort; but the persons they appoint as their valuers are supposed to know 
them. 

Would it be possible or easy for the Government to ascertain the time a run has been occupied? 
Always; they know exactly how long it has been occupied. 

Do they know the area? In most cases they have a rough guess at the area. 
Could they get any knowledge of the carrying capacity of the run? No rule or formula will settle 

that. I believe it to be uudoubted that two runs, with perhaps a trilling range between them, are of wholly 
different values. - 

I do not mean to judge the carrying capacity by the area, but by practical experience to know what 
stock is on it? The Government at various times have had information as to the stock alleged to be on a 
run; but it does not follow that that is its grazing capability. 

Would it be impossible to discover the carrying capacity of a run that has been many years occupied? 
I scarcely know how they would do it. They might by information picked up privately. 
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Michael 105. Could they not make the occupier Fender a sworn return? Yes, they could of course, if the law 
Fitzpatrick, were so; but that would hardly be a protection to the public, because then it would be to the interest of 

the pastoral tenant to keep his run understocked. It is the interest of the public to induce a man to make 
9 Oct. 1873. the best possible use of a run ; and I believe the best way to do that is to offer him some inducement to 

improvement. The grazing capabilities of runs have been greatly enhanced during the last few years by 
fencing, ring-barking, and gathering water. 
100. The Government would have no difficulty in ascertaining the distance from the market to which the 
produce was usually carried ? They might do that; but the market varies. A man may sometimes send 
his stock to Deniliquin, another time to Melbourne or to Adelaide. That class of information is an 
uncertain sort of guide. 
167. You think it quite easy for the Government to ascertain the area of every run, the time it has been 
occupicd,its distance from the usual market, and possibly the carrying capacity of the run? As to the time 
it has been occupied, the Government know that already; its area they know in nine cases out of ten; and 
in the tenth case they can form a very near estimate of it. The usual market is hardly definable, because, 
as I have said, a man may send his stock sometimes to one market, sometimes to another ; the grazing 
capability is in fact the whole issue to be ascertained by appraisement. I know of no rule or formula by 
which you can determine that. The only way to arrive at it, and to satisfy the law, is to appoint somebody 
who is supposed to be capable of judgiiig of the value of the run, and who, on oath, determines its value. 
I know of no better plan. 
108. Mr. Tun/csj The Lands Department have latterly made an effort to compile plans or charts of runs, 
showing their approximate qualities and particulars about them ? There have been most extraordinary 
efforts made by Mr. Du Faur to chart the runs of this Colony. The labour is almost incredible to those 
who do not understand them. But that has nothing to do with the carrying capacity ; it is merely to try 
and get into shape the boundaries of the runs; but no attempt has ever been made to record the 
character of a run. 

Having ascertained the bouhdarics and some particulars, the other information could be obtained in 
course of time if it was attended to ? The Government might by circular ask the Commissioners of 
Crown Lands to give their opinions about the grazing capabilities of every run; but nobody in business 
in Sydney would give a button for any such opinion. We know as a matter of fact that there are runs 
sought with avidity, and adjoining them there will be runs of fifty or sixty thousand acres offered for 
a £10 note, and nobody will take them. What then is the good of classification of runs? One perhaps 
is well watered, or offers facilities for procuring water by artificial means ; the other does not; or there 
may be some other difference just as intelligible to those who know the country. 

Could not the probable value be approximately ascertained in course of time? I do not know any 
better way than that adopted. The proof of the enormous variation in the character of different runs is, 
I think, conclusively to be found in the fact that up to a late part of last year there were scores of runs 
in the Albert and Lower Lachlan Districts procurable at £10 per annum—runs going up to 60,000 acres—
and still nobody would take them; while other runs are so valuable that purchasers will give perhaps 25s. 
a head for sheep, with the right of run. 

Olicirman.] You remember that formerly the Crown derived its revenues from the public lands by an 
assessment of. the stock,--so much for 1,000 sheep and proportionately for horned cattle? Yes. The 
original charge upon the squatters was conceived in this way: It was merely to convert an unauthorized 
into an authorized holding, and the squatter was called upon to pay £10 a year. That payment of £10 
a year franked him for the whole of one district, or an adjoining district if he held runs in two districts. 
Then succeeded what was called the Border Police Act, and then for the first time stock was assessed, 
not for the sake of revenue but to meet the charge of the Border Police, who were appointed to protect 
the lives and properties of the squatters whose stock was assessed. Of course the theory has altered 
several times since then. A run newly taken up under tender is assessed, but the system of appraisement 
introduced by Mr. Robertson's law suppressed the assessment as soon as the run was appraised. When 
appraised it is supposed to pay the full value it ought to pay, and no other charge is levied. 

Have you ever had your attention drawn to the fact that if the 16,000,000 of sheep and three or 
four millions of cattle in the Colony were assessed, they would yield a fa.r larger revenue than is obtained 
by appraisement? I have not computed it. It would depend upon the rate levied. But unless you are 
going to impose a property tax, I do not think the system of a tax on sheep is a justifiable one. You 
should get at the value of the lands and charge accordingly. 

You are aware that some political economists, among them Dr. Lang and other prominent men, 
believe that the public lands ought to be used in some way to induce immigration to the Colony from the 
mother country; have you ever thought of inducing immigration by giving land orders equivalent to 
their passage money? I am aware the system has been tried in Queensland, and I believe it to be a 
failure. I think this Colony has got the advantage of much of the immigration which Queensland in that 
way paid for. It is a theory I do not myself support. 

With regard to public reserves made under the present Land Act, complaints have been made. I 
refer now to water reserves, large numbers of which have been made and many revoked. Complaints have 
been made that when these are proclaimed in the Gazetie they are not charted, and it is impossible there-
fore for a conditional purchaser or anybody else to know from the charts or records of the local Officers 
whether he is selecting on a reserve or not? That complaint is well founded. 

It has also been farther complained of by some parties, .that when reserves are revoked the 
revocation takes place before the charts at the local offices are so arranged as to distinguish beteen a 
revoked reserve and those which are not revoked? That is quite possible too. The fact is, the charting 
is nearly always in arrear. 

William Adam Broa.dribb, Esq., J.P., called in and examined:— 

W. A. 176. Uhairman.] I believe you have been for a long time largely connected with the occupation and pos- 
Broaclribb, session of the lands of the Colony—Crown Lands as well as freehold? Not largely connected with them 
Esq., J.P. but I have been engaged in pastoral pursuits since 1835. 
' '  177. In what district? First in Maueroo in 1835, subsequently in the Lachlan District, then in the Mur- 
9 Oct., 1873. rumbidgee District, and now again in the Lachlan. 

178. In the pursuit of your calling you have had many transactions with the lands offices of the Colony? 

Yes. . 179. 
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1-lave you found the administration of these offices such as was calculated to give a speedy and satis- W. A. 
fkctory dispatch to the business you have had with them? No, I have for many years found a good deal of 
difficulty in getting business through the Lands Office, particularly with reference to tenders for runs. I 
will give you one instance: Seven years ago, or thereabouts—I speak from memory—I put in a tender Oct., . 1873 for two blocks of country 150 miles north of Wilcannia, near the Barrier Range, Mount Shannon No. 1 
and Mount Shannon No. 2; and about three months ago I got an acknowledgment of these tenders, 
saying they had been accepted. Really they had gone out of my mind altogether; I had forgotten all 
about them. I referred back to my papers and found a memorandum of my own, showing that I had put 
in tenders for this country. I have been constantly tendering for country. I tendered for the country I 
occupy now, north of the Lachlan; I put in the tenders in 1858, and I did not get an answer for two or 
three years afterwards.* - 

This dilatoriness, I suppose, leads to very great inconvenience to those who wish to have country to 
graze their stock upon? It is not only inconvenient to individuals but a great loss to the country, 
because the parties wishing to occupy the country might have been paying rent for it all the -time. 
Besides this delay there is always great difficulty in getting information. It has occurred to me, as a 
Magistrate of the territory, occasionally presiding at the Benches at Hay, Deniliquin, Booligal, and other 
places, that it would be desirable that the Clerks of Petty Sessions should have all the forms of tender, 
copies of the Land Regulations, and so on, for sale to the public, in order that persons wishing to get into 
possession of land might be able to procure the necessary information. I suggested this to a Clerk of 
Petty Sessions some years ago, and he said, Oh you are not going to turn: this office into a shop." 
Why should it not be so? I saw by accident home time ago in the Gazetle, that 335 forfeited runs 
were open to tender. Why should not notice to that effect be stuck up on the wall of every police office 
or post office in the district? I found this out by mere accident, and I got seven of these runs 
myself, but the information would escape the greater number of persons interested in such matters, when 
only to be found in the columns of the Gazette. 

Has anything of this kind come under your notice, that on account of the want of publicity of runs 
open for selection, forestallers, who are pretty crafty in these things, are able, by keeping themselves well 
informed, to take up desirable runs and to charge a large bonus to bond fede occupiers for transferring their 
leases? Yes, exactly so. Large numbers of these blocks are taken up on speculation. As for myself, II 
have not taken them up on speculation; I am working them now. It is a waterless country, and from my 
present occupied country, as a base of operations, I am preparing to increase my sheep for the occupation 
of these blocks by the time I have made them fit for it. 

If I understand you rightly, at the local offices there are no printed forms on which people can apply 
for country? Nothing of the kind, I assure you. 

Are you aware what state the charts are in? Perhaps I have been a little premature in what I have 
said. I believe greater facilities are given at the land offices now. I am speaking of some three years 
back. 
181. Speaking generally you think they are not all they might be in facilitating business? No. 

Are you of opinion that the charts also are in a state that does not enable the public to know the 
lands-that have been alienated from those that are still open? You cannot get that either. 

We have had the evidence of the Surveyor General that they cannot supply it? I have been down 
to the Lands Office to get it now with reference to the country I have been speaking of, at the Barrier 
Ranges, and I find that I cannot get it, although I know the country has been taken up there, and I saw a 
map of these very blocks in the possession of a gentleman; I could not get the same sort of map. 

JWi. Stewart.1 Do you know where he got it? No, I have no idea where he got it. That has been 
a continual cry—the want of knowledge of what is going on. Why should we not know? As you justly 
remarked, the absence of information generally available is all in favour of a few who, having agents here 
watching what is going on, can put in tenders whenever they see any desirable country available. It all 
leads to great difficulties in the way of persons who are really desirous to take up country for bond fide 
occupation. I myself have four nephews whom I wish to settle, and to whom I am prepared to advance 
money for the purpose, if I can get country for them ; but the difficulty is to know what country they can get. 
I sent one of them out about two months ago beyond the Darling to look at the country and report to me, 
and I have received a letter from him within the last few days, which I have here. I should say, as to 
going to the Lands Offices, that I have always received the greatest courtesy from the officers of the depart-
ment; there is no complaint as to that; but the difficulty is that we cannot get an answer to our tenders. 
Our tenders are opened when taken out of the box, and they used to be—and I suppose are now—referred 
to the Commissioner to report upon. Now you cannot expect a Commissioner to go some hundreds of 
miles to report upon a single block, and the consequence is he puts them by till he gets a large number—
it may be two or three years. I know at one time 3,000 tenders had gone in, and not one of them was 
reported upon. 

JJ/. Tnnlcs.] What would you suggest to remedy this? I think people should be able to obtain all 
the necessary information at the police offices. Why should it not appear on the walls of the police offices 
or post offices P 

That would be a mere notice to say that the runs may be taken up in Sydney? They could get them 
by writing for them then. A person could take his horse and go and see the country, and then send. in 
his tender. 

 

NoTa (on revi.eion) :--'On the 24th of last April I applied to rent a portion of the reserve on the north bank of the 
Lachian River, 3 miles above the township of Booligal, on that river. Three years ago I formed on that river a wool-
scouring establishment, which has cost me about £2,000. I am desirous of renting a portion of a reserve on the opposite side 
of the river, to enable those persons residing on the north side to send their greasy wool direct to the scouring establishment, 
and not go down the river to the punt to cross the river, and then go 3 miles up the river to the scouring establishment, 
thus causing great delay and expense; this could be obviated by renting to me—or rather my son, to whom I have handed over 
this wool-scouring establishment—a portion of the reserve. Up to this day I have not received an answer to my application. 
I called at the Land Office and asked the reason why my application had not been attended to. The answer was it had been 
referred to the Commissioner of the district to report upon. The Commissioner, Mr. Fatter, resides about 300 miles from 
Booligal. It would be scarcely reasonable to suppose this gentleman would undertake a journey of 600 miles to report upon 
this application. The Commissioner of the Laehla.n District ought to reside in time centre of his district and not at the east end 
of it. For all practicable purposes he is useless in his present locality. 
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W. A. 190. Are the police offices so numerous in the interior? Yes, they are sufficiently numerous for the 
Broadribb, purpose. It has often occurred to me that it would be very desirable that there should be some person, 
q., at Wagga Wagga or Hay for instance, with enlarged authority, to whom parties could apply instead of 

coming to Sydney. 
%OCt., 1873. 191. Does not the information you require appear in the Gazette ? Very few persons see the Gazette. 

192. The Gazette is kept at all the police offices, is it not? Yes, no doubt; but it is not always available 
in such a way as to bring the information prominently before the public. Then they do not know anything 
about the Fegulations; 1 never saw people so ignorant of anything. 
193: Mr. Stewart.] Ifthe Clerks of Petty Sessions were instructed to take some means of calling attention 
to the advertisements in the Government Gazette, would not that answer the purpose? Yes, I dare say it 
would. They should be supplied with copies of the little blue book, containing the Acts and Regulations, 
which people would pay for readily. 

They are continually advertised for sale in the Gazette? I dare say they are; but that is of no use 
if people cannot get them except in Sydney. 

You, as a Magistrate, see the Gazette regularly? Of course, I make a point of seeing it, but other 
persons cannot do so. 

C/lair'man.] .If I understand you rightly, you think the Clerks of Petty Sessions should be instructed 
to sell the Acts and Regulations? Yes; people should be able to get them at the police offices in the 
Country, the same as they can at the Printing Office here. 

You had experience 'of the operation of the former Land laws of the Colony as well as of the Land 
laws of 1861 P Yes. 

What is your opinion of the effects of the Land laws of 1861 upon the material, social, and com-
mercial interests of the Country as a whole? My opinion is that the Act of 1861 is a very good one if 
carried out in its integrity; but it is evaded in every possible way. It has a demoralizing tendency. The 
Act induces people to do what they have no desire to do, but which they must do to save themselves from 
ruin. Fortunately for myself I am clean-handed, for I never had a selection, and I made up my mind I 
never would. if carried out in its integrity I think the Act would be perfectly right, with a few little 
exceptions. For instance, a man selects 320 acres, and he is allowed three times that area as a grazing 
right. That is of no use to him because I, or any one else, can go and select one of these pieces. My 
idea is that it would be better to do away with the improvement clause altogether, and to let him have 
320 acres and three times the area to graze upon, but require him to fence it. 

Mr. Stewart.] Is your run fenced in? It is, every bit of it, and divided into paddocks; and a 
reference to the effect of free selection in my case will show you its operation in the country generally. 
I have my run fenced in, and I leave it to yourself to say, if a man comes into one of my paddocks to 
select without fencing, whether or not he is a great ahnoyance to my stock; but if he fenced in his selection 
he would not be 50; he would be an eligible colonist, because I could employ him and his men to shear my 
sheep, and his teams to take my wool to market, and to bring my supplies to the station. As it is now, 
without fencing, it is setting class against class. The selector's dogs are knocking my sheep about, and 
my sheep can with difficulty be kept from trespassing on his unfenced selection. Years ago, when I was 
on Maneroo, where I was for twelve years, there were a number of agriculturists about G'oulburn who 
used to occupy their spare time in taking wool to Sydney and bringing back supplies, returning in time to 
get in their harvest. These men were desirable colonists, and the free selectors under the present Land 
law might be made so also under a better system, which would prevent annoyance from their taking up 
land and suffering it to remain unfenced. 

Supposing a hundred of these people came upon your run? Then I must recede, as I have receded 
already. I was at one time within 30 nnles of Deniliquin. I have taken the liberty to jot down a 
few memoranda on paper which, with your permisiion, I will read, not with respect to altering the law, 
but to improving the Regulations. First. Declarations not to be accepted in the case of conditional pur-
chasers, when made by minors or by persons professing to act as their agents. Second. Local tribunals-'--
(and I think this is a most important point for your consideration) local tribunals should be constituted to 
hear complaints and take evidence as to conditional purchases, the Minister finally deciding on such 
evidence. For instance, a man came to me about three years ago, from Hay, wanting me, as a Magistrate, 
to takehis declaration. I asked him who sent him to me. He said, "The Land Agent at Hay." I said, 
Are you going to make this declaration P Do you know if you make a false declaration you are liable to 
be punished" P I said," I know personally it is false; I know that you have not made the improve 
ments; I know that you have not been on the place for six or eight months; you have some other person 
there. If you make this declaration, I will bring it under the notice of the Minister for Lands." He did 
make the declaration; and I sat down, and wrote an official letter to theJaud agent, asking him to bring 
the matter under the notice of the head of the department; but I have never heard any more of it from 
that day to this. 
201,. Gliairman.J How would you constitute these local Courts P I believe the Police Magistrates could 
do it. In nearly all districts there are Police Magistrates now, either resident or visiting. I think 
they might take the evidence. Notice might be given to prevent perjury, for it is downright perjury. 
Third. Forfeited lands to be put up to auction, and conditional purchases not to be selected thereon till 
after submission to auction. Fourth. Continuous bomfide residence to be defined by regulations. I think 
that is a molt important thing, as the conditional purchaser gives thereby evidence that ho holds his 
purchase not as a dummy for others, but as having true dominion over his selection, in accordance with the 
law and policy of the Land Act of 1861. 

As to the quantity of land allowed to be conditionally purchased, you are aware that it is limited to 
320 acres;—do you think that is sufficient, or would you advise an extension of the area? If you are going 
in for agricultural purposes, I think it is quite sufficient. There is a large quantity of land yet to be 
taken up for pastoral purposes, and I think it desirable to get more of this land occupied before increasing 
the areas. I have no doubt as free selectcrs come on the pastoral tenants will gradually recede. I 
have done so myself, and others will have to do as I have done. 

There are a large number of free selectors, are there not, who are combining agriculture with grazing 
to some extent? It is a fallacy in that part of the country. I have to bring every pound of flour to my 
station from Wagga Wagga, Hay, Adelaide, or Melbourne; I have to buy my vegetables also. I have 
grown cabbages by artificial means, but it cannot be done as a rule. The men who are now going across 
the Border, making a raid on the various runs in the neighbourhood of Deniliquin, will all come to grief 

the 
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the first dry season that comes. In 1865 I lost 12,000 sheep and all the lambs from 16,000 ewes, through W. A. 
drought. The land these men are taking up will ultimately fall into the hands of capitalists, as it has done 
or is doing in Victoria. At the present the land there is falling back to the original occupants. But first sq., 

it will cause a great deal of distress and ruin up there, and a great deal of bickering. I am as certain as 
that I sit on this chair that they cannot carry on pastoral pursuits unless they have a large area. I think 9 Oct., 187 3. 
a family could do well on 40 or,  50 square miles, but not on less; and they will require capital-3,000 or 
£4,000—to develop even that. 

What I mean is, would you extend the 320 acres that may be taken up by selection to a sectjon or 
two sections? My opinion is, that in a purely pastoral country, like the one I speak of, they could do no 
good with it if you-did extend the area. My own run is 200 square miles in different blocks. I went 
out there in 1864. I could not put a sheep on it for twelve months, for want of water. At the head 
station I sank a well 140 feet deep, and by that means I got permanent water there; I then sank three 
other wells in different parts of the run, which cost me about £600 each. I have now eleven paddocks, 
all fenced with five-wire fence. At first I put posts 50 feet apart, because I could not afford to put them 
10 feet apart, putting in stakes at short intervals to carry the wire. This - year I have put in posts 10 
feet apart, and now I have posts all round 10 feet apart. I have also made several dams. If it were not 
for artificial means of procuring water, not a living soul could stay there. The sheep might stay for 
twenty-four hours, because they can do without water when the grass is green. These improvements have 
cost me £12,000, which is about 2s. per acre. We proposed to bring down water from the Lachian, but 
we thought that if we did so we should be only making a rod to whip ourselves, for if we had the water 
there we should have the free selectors at once.* 

Mr. Tanl's.] Could you not buy the sites of the dams? Yes, we could do that, but we could not 
buy the whole course of the stream if we brought the water clown from the Lachian, as was proposed. I 
have been speaking to the Minister for Lands, Mr. Farnell, on the subject, and he says that if we buy 320 
acres at each dam he will make reserves to protect the remainder. But Mr. Farnell may not be always 
in oce to carry this out. 

Have you purchased any Volunteer land orders? No, I would not have any of those; I go in for 
legitimate squatting.  

Chairman] With regard to improvement and conditions of residence, do you think it desirable to 
insist upon those clauses of the present Act which require persons to permanently reside upon their 
selections, and also to improve them to the value of £1 an acre? No, as I said before, I would ask for 
nothing more than to fence it in. I would allow a man to do what he liked with his land if he would only 
-fence it in. 

Would you insist upon residence? Yes, I would. If you do away with the residence clause I 
could get five hundred people to free select and secure my run. I think it will be a great mistake if you 
do that—a great mistake, you may depend upon it. Let them be bonfl fide selectors, as shown by their 
residence on their selections, and let them fence in their land, and that is all you should require. 

Could you give the Committee any information as to the extent of "dummyism." A great deal has been 
said about it of late. Is it the Crown tenant or the conditional purchaser who resorts to it, or both? 
Whenl came to Sydney—Ihave not been here for ten years—I was under the impression that the free selectors 
were in the majority—that they were selecting by their children; but since I came to Sydney I have found 
out that in all the pastoral districts near Sydney, such as Maneroo, Wellington, and Bathurst, the squatters 
are, in the -majority of cases, the free selectors; they have free selected to save themselves from utter ruin. 
I hold in my hand a document (see Appendix A), addressed to the Minister for Lands, by eighteen or - 
nineteen gentlemen, who asked me to be kind enough to present it, and I did so. These gentlemen say that 
if there is not some alteration in the law they will have to resort to dummyism to save themselves. 
(Letter from a number of gentlemen representinq themselves to be Crown tenanls in the Lachlan and Murrum-
bidgee Districts, dated - September, 1873, and addressed to the .Ministerfo r Lands, read. [T"ide Appendix 
A.] - 

Mr.- Stewart. I should like to know what it would pay you to give per acre for land for pastoral 
purposes in your locality? They are prepared to give £1 an acre for it for pastoral purposes. I never 
saw a period when the Government could so readily realize £1 an acre for their land as they can now, and 
it may never happen again. I do not say I am prepared to give £1 an acre; but there are those who are 
prepared to do so. I am speaking of the Murrumbidgee District—mine is the Lachian. 

Would it pay to give £1 an acre? Having made all their improvements on these properties they 
would rather give that price for the land than be in the position they are in now. 

Uhairinanj You are in favour of that part of the present Land law which allows the land to go to 
auction? Yes. 

You think the upset price not too high? No. I will give you another instance of the way the 
present system works. Before I left Melbourne I heard that a party was going to Riverina to attend the 
auction sales for the purpose of compelling the occupants of the land to be sold to pay them not to bid 
for it. They went up with eight or ten thousand pounds to Deniliquin—this is a fact—there is no 
mistake about it;—they went to.Deniliquin on to Messrs. Landale's run and found that the land for sale 
had all been free selected, and therefore they could not get it. They went on to Hay, but the parties on 
whose runs the land was to be sold held a meeting and determined to give these men no countenance, and that 
if they bid higher than they did themselves they might have the land. Well, the first six sections were 
put up and passed without a bid; two other sections were ran up to 24s.' and bought for Mn Learmonth; 
- two others were bought at 23s., and then some more were passed without a bid. After the auction was 
over, the man who had bought the two sections proposed to the owner of the run that he should take 
it over at the price paid for it, but he would have nothing to do with it.t 214. 

NOTE (on revision) —Having, by my industry and capital, to the extent of £12,000, made a useless piece of country 
valuable to the State, to the extent of from lOs. to 15s. per acre, and according to the spirit and principle of the Land Act of 1861, 
I am fully entitled to select one acre of land at £1 per acre for every £1 expended in improvements, without competition. 

t NOTE (on revision) —I append a note from a friend, stating what actually took place at Hay 
"Hay, 10 September, 1873. 

" Dear 
"I dare say you will have seen - since his return to Melbourne, but in case you have not seen him, I will give a resusné 

of the battle with the would-be land sharks. You have no doubt heard in town that the land surveyed on - run, for sale 
on the 8th instant, was selected on the previous Thursday, (4th). Both the sharks came up to Hay. I heard all about them up 
here, as well as from your timely note, as they took care to advertise themselves in every way. However, -, -, and 
myself met and decided on fighting them, as being the cheapest in the end. We therefore drew up a bond, which we signed 
at the  time. When we went into Hay the sharks began to show their teeth, and made a proposal for an arrangement, which 
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W. A. 214. These were Melbourne speculators, who had brought up capital to buy the land and afterwards sell 
Broadribh, to the Crown tenants? Yes. These were the men who had done the same thing in the Western District 
Esq., J.P. of Victoria, where it was carried to such an extent that Mr. Learmonth and others dared not bid at these 

auctions. One man said to Mr. Learmonth that he would not bid against him if he would give him a 
9 Oct., 1873 thousand pounds, which he did, but the next day to his astonishment he was there bidding against him 

again. He spoke to him about it, and he said, "Oh, that wms only for yesterday.' Now, is it not very 
hard that people should be victimised in,  that way? 

THURSDAY, 10 OCTOBER, 1873. 

tcficnt :— 

Mn. RODD, I Mn. STEWART 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CUNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

The Honorable John O'Shanassy was called in and examined :— 

Hon. J. 215. C'1aii'man.] I  believe you have been for a considerable time connected with the administration of the 
O'Shanassy. Government in the sister Colony of Victoria as a Minister of the Crown? Yes, I have, as well as being 

a Member of the Legislature of that Colony since the introduction of any form of Government there, 
16 Oct., 1873. with the exception of a short retirement of about fifteen months. I have always been a Member of the 

Parliament of Victoria since the year 1851. 
210. I presume you have paid considerable attention to the Land laws of the sister Colonies, and also to 
those of New South Wales? I have read the Land Act of Queensland, because I have a son who has 
recently purchased a station in that Colony and is settled there. I myself am the holder of two stations in 
New South Wales, which are administered by my sons. I am not the holder of any squatting property in 
Victoria, for I have always considered that as I was intimately concerned with the Government and Legis 
lature of that Colony, I could only pursue a proper course by having no personal interest which might be 
supposed to clash with my duty to the public in the capacities I have indicated, that is, as a Member of 
Parliament or of the Government. I did not desire to expose myself to the suspicion that I had, any 
personal interest in the making of the laws, and consequently, the only landed property I own in Victoria 
is in the City of Melbourne, and the freehold upon which I reside. - 
217. Have you had much business to transact in New South Wales? Yes as long as the present law 
exists we must necessarily eonIe to the administration in Sydney for many points in connection with the 
law. There is no way of making the law self-acting, so to speak, which is what I myself would personally 
prefer. 

Have you met with any unnecessary delay in carrying out your business with the Land Office of New 
South Wales? Not more than the system in force occasions. As far as the officers themselves are 
concerned, whenever I come to Sydney on business I am always treated with the utmost civility, the 
greatest attention, and every facility is given for the transaction of any business I may have in hand. 

Do you find the organization for carrying on the business all that you could desire? I think the 
organization is being rendered better every year. The.  chief difficulty which I notice arises from the 
distribution of the business under several roofs, and in various parts of the City. If there were one good 
building, where the whole of the business of the Lands Department could be conveniently carried on under 
one roof—where the different branches of the department were easily accessible and conspicuously named—
I think it would be a great improvement. If every person having business with the oiEce could readily 
find any branch that he required, he would be saved a great deal of trouble and much inquiry, and the 
work of the Government would be done more rapidly and much more conveniently. But no doubt the 
present buildings were put up at a time when it was not expected that the business of the Lands Depart-
ment would become so great as it now is. 

With regard to the maps and charts, have you experienced any shortcomings in that direction 
have you found that they do not show all the lands that have been alienated, or are occupied, and do not 
indicate those lands which are still open for lease or sale? I never inquire into the affairs of any person's 
property but my own; and I have of course as much as I can do to look after the interests of that. 
Situated at so remote a distance from Sydney, I have been obliged toemploy licensed surveyors to make 
charts for my own information. I may say that personally I have suffered no inconvenience, for I have 
kept myself acquainted with what was going on at my own expense. 

If the department were in a position to discharge your business expeditiously you would not have 
been compelled to employ your own surveyor? Considering the loss of time which would take place on 
it reference to Sydney, and the great distance I am away—at Deniliquin—it would cost me less in reality 
to do my own business than it would if I were to apply to the department to do it. If I were in Sydney 
of course it would be a different matter ; but, seeing that I am 600 miles away, I am obliged to avail 
myself of the facilities at hand. But I concern myself wholly with my own property, and never intend 
to inquire into the charts of another man's land. 

 

was indignantly refused. They did not bid for any land until ten lots had been sold at the upset price; they then ran up some 
lots to 23s. per acre, which were bought by at 24s. With the exception of one lot, which he dropped to the sharks at 
23g., the next lot was passed without a bid, and the next six sold to - at the upset price. The next twelve lots were run 
up to 249. and 25s. per acre, and bought by at an advance of is. Next five lots they did not bid for, and the balance 
of twenty-five lots they (the sharks) ran up to 24s. and theu stopped, (time owner of the run) being the purchaser at 
an advance of is. After the sale, they sent to the Land Agent to say that could have the lot at what it cost them, 
viz., 23g., but he refused to accommodate them. A lawyer's letter giving them notice to fence their land within a given time. 
If all the squatters will be true to each other, and show fight, the sharks will be beaten in the struggle, as no one will relieve 
them of any land they may be dropped in for, and they can hardly aff'ord to bear their own expense—to put money into the 
Treasury in the shape of increased prices for laud. 

" Yours, &c., 
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I intended that my question should refer to the public estate—as to how far the charts repreent to Hoit. J. 
the public the quantities of this estate that have been alienated, and the quantities that remain open to the 0, ShanaS8y. 
public to take up? I have not looked into that matter; but when my sop, who is at Bourke, required  
information of that character, Mr. Du Faur, a very active and intelligent officer of the Lands Department, 16 Oct., 1813. 
made a very accurate chart of the Warrego and Bourke country. I paid for the survey of the lines, and 
the Government laid them out. We had the lines surveyed so as to prevent disputes between neighbours 
thereafter, and to enable us to fence. The Occupation Branch has afforded me every facility that I could 
reasonably desire. I complied with the regulations of the department with regard to paying for the 
survey of the lines. - 

Have you paid much attention to the working of the Land law in New South Wales? I have paid 
some attention to it. 

Have you formed any opinion with regard to tle effects of that law upon the pastoral and agricultural 
interests of this Colony? I have always regarded the Act from its very inception as wrong in principle. 

In what respect? In giving the opportunity to a limited population, which I believe does not even 
yet much exceed 500,000 souls, to proceed to all parts of this vast Colony and settle upon the public 
lands—in giving to so small a population the power to disperse themselves to such an unnatural extent as to 
cause great inconvenience to themselves, and great harm to the persons on whose rubs they settle. And, 
as things are at present, the effect cannot appear to me in any other light than as injurious to those who 
so isolate themselves from the rest of the community, and also to the Government. In the great majority 
of cases they so settle upon the land as to make it impossible that they can have schools or churches, and 
where there are no means of transporting their goods or produce; if they have any, ,to a market. They 
place themselves almost beyond the reach of police protection and supervision, and in the event of a trial 
of èivil causes they are put to so much expense, by reason of having to travel enormous distances, that 
they are almost compelled to forego the rights of citizens altogether. Such a system of settlement as 
that, in so wide. a territory as that of New Soàth Wales, I consider wrong, and I do not think that it will 
help agricultural settlement in the s1ightet degree. It would be better for those who wish to follow the 
pursuits of agriculture to settle down in communities where they can have roads by which to send their 
produce to market, where they can have churches and; schools within, a convenient distance, and where the 
administration of justice can be made cheal,  and be, as it were, brought to their own doors. I have 
seen the practical disadvantage of the present state of things myself. Thus, for instance, my son, who 
lives at Fort Bourke, was compelled to prosecute a man for forging a cheque for £2, but he was called 
away on business to Queensland, and by the time the trial could take place, owing to the long distances 
which had to be travelled, more than 1,800 miles, and the delay consequent on that state of things, it was six 
months before the trial could take place, and then the jury refused to convict, thinking that the accused had 
been incarcerated a sufficiently long timealieady. This is an illustration of some of the evils inseparable from 
the undue dispersion of so small a population over so wide a territory. I consider the undue dispersion of 
the people a greater evil than can be counterbalanced by any benefit that can result to the community 
arising from the settlement of the country in that way. That is the opinion which I originally formed, 
and as the result of my observation of the working of the law since, lace no reason to alter it. 
220. Do I understand you then to be rathei in favour of limiting settlement to agricultural areas than of 
allowing selection to take place over the whole territory? Yes; I would be in favour of any system 
which would obtain the settlement of population within a certainradius. I do not care whether you call 
the areas agricultural or otherwise, so long as the people were not unduly dispersed—so long as the plan 
of settlement would bring them more into contact than they are at present. You might confine settle-
ment to agricultural areas, to counties, or whatever you liked. 

Would you throw the responsibility of declaring these areas, of defining these limits,' upon the 
Government? I think classification of the lands, as has been done in Queensland, would answer very 
well. In that Colony they have classified the land into agricultural districts, first class pastoral districts, 
second class pastoral districts, towns, villages, and mineral lands. The knowledge we have of this country 
and the climate,in particular districts would render such a classification easy. It would not be difficult 
to indicate suitable localities for settlement. It is easy to talk of agricultural settlement 500 miles away 
from Sydney; but, in fact, the thing is absurd, for there can be no agricultural settlement worthy of the 
name in a district where there is no rainfall sometimes for three years together. I think that the Queens-
land people have profited by the land legislation of the two Colonies, or perhapt the three—South Australia, 
Victoria, and New South Wales—by the law they have introduced there, but there is no law that may not 
be still further improved, and I dare say there are complaints in Queensland as well as everywhere else. 

In those districts where you think that population might advantageously settle dowh, how would 
you deal with, the Crown tenant ;—would you compensate him If his run' were taken? There would be 
some difficulty attending that. 

Undue preferences might be suspected if they did not exist? Yes; in Queensland4hey endeavour to 
meet that case by dividing the run into two portions, the lessee to be left in undisturbed enjoyment of one- 
half of it for a certain number of years. By giving some security of tenure, the squatter is placed in 
a position of advantage; he knowswha to do—where to fence and store water. Land surveyed there 
cannot be open to selection until it has been first offered at auction, aiid that gives the pastoral occupant 
a fair chance of protecting himself. If a man has pointed out the country—has paid the fees for having 
it surveyed—he ought to have the first opportunity of saying whether he will buy and protect himself or 
not. 

,
If a man goes to the expense of a survey in New South Wals the effect is to indicate the country 

to some land speculators who do not really want the land for any legitimate purpose, and whose only object 
is to disturb others who are already in beneficial occupation. The speculator comes in, peFhaps the very 
day before the auction takes place, and free selects the land on the mere chance of making money out of 
the man who really wants the land for purposes of bond fia'e settlement. The free selector gets the land 
for 5s. an  acre incash balance as by the Act; whereas the other man would have been willing to pay £1 
an acre; and it is questionable whether the State really receives as much as 5s. an  acre when the survey 
and costs incidental to free selection are taken into account. 

The maximum number of acres allowed to be taken up under conditional purchase is 320 acres Yes. 
Do you think that that is a sufficient area? I consider that in pastoral country the sub-division of 

land into so small an area puts the Government to vast expense in surveys, laying out road, and the loss 
of land left between the blocks. Where the country is purely pastoral, and thinly grassed, it is desirable 
that it should be, held in much larger quantity than 320 acres. It appears to me to be a waste of the 

124—C public' 
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flon. J. public resources to survey the land in such small lots. Where, however, the land is agricultural it is fair 
0, Shanassy. enough that the requirements of the public should be met by the sub-division of the land into lots of any 

area for which there may be a demand; but it is not desirable that in such localities the land should be 
16 Oct., 1873. wasted by its being thrown into large blocks. 

Mr. Stewart.] If it is fair to supply the agriculturist with blocks of such size as he may require, it is 
also fair that the pastoralists should have the same privilege? Yes, but of course there must be a limit. 
It would not be advisable that they should be allowed to take up a practically unlimited area. At all events, 
320 acres seems to me to be an imreasonably small area into which to divide land in such a class of country 
as I have mentioned. 

Too small to afford anything like a profit on the stock that could be kept? It would be impossible 
to put anything on it with the idea of making it pay. It may be useful to some small extent, if water was 
obtainable; but even then a man may spend £500 in sinking a well, and after all get nothing but salt 
water, as is often the case. 

Chairman.] Have you formed any opinion as to what would be a desirable extent to be allowed for 
persons to buy at auction? It would depend very much upon circumstances—upon the character of the 
district and its remoteness. If a man' takes up country in a very warm dry district, 500 or 600 miles from 
Sydney, Melbourne, or Adelaide, he must have a large capital before he can settle there, and he must be 
able to lie out of his money for some years, more particularly in dry unfavourable seasons ; and it is not 
to be expected that a man will lay out his money in improvements unless he has some security of tenure, 
some prospect of advantage, some assurance that if he does a certain thing he will reap a corresponding 
benefit from doing it; and that if the Government neglects to act in a certain way, there will be the loss 
arising from uncertainty of tenure. If a man lays out money in localities such as I have indicated, he is 
acting beneficially, not only for himself but for the State, by increasing the value of the Crown property,' 
and by creating an article of export,—wool, tallow, hides, preserved meat, or whatever it may be. Persons 
in every pursuit of life look to the Government for the proper means to enable them to pursue their 
business, and the squatters, in their relation to the Government as pastoral tenants, have a right to know 
in what position they stand with regard to their holdings, and there ought to be no uncertainty about the 
matter. 

Mr. Stewart.] Have you formed any opinion of what the value of the land is to the gxazier per acre, 
in such a district (say) as Riverina? Riverina is a large expression. The district extends from the Murray 
River to Bourke, on the Darling, and even much further. The value of land varies almost as much as in 
the City of Sydney and the county of Cumberland. The district, from the Murrumbidgee to the Murray, is 
very favourably situated for the Melbourne market. It has the advantage of the rivers, and in the event 
of rain or floods they can send steamers up with supplies and take back their produce to market. Pastoral 
property in such a position as that necessarily becomes more valuable. On the Darling we have had the 
seasons dry for five years in succession, .and drays have been eight months on the road to Sydney. Pro-
perty there can be of comparatively little value as regards that much more favourably situated as to market. 
The value of land is enhanced or depressed by the value of the produce from it. Some years land in a 
district would not fetch a shilling an acre. The low price of wool, the cost of shepherding sheep by 
labour, and the expense of cartage of supplies and produce, would leave a very small margin for profit. 
Where the rainfall is regular, as it has been for the last few seasons, where the price of produce is high, 
as it is at present, special encouragements are offered for the investment of capital in this direction. But 
these are speculative ideas, and it is not possible to fix anything like a standard value. At the present 
time there is a good deal of speculation in land for the purposes of security, and squatters are really 
obliged to buy for the purpose of protecting themselves in the interests which they have created. People 
take up land at the time the sheep are lambing, and when they cannot be removed. It is often done 
simply to injure the squatter, who, it may be, can-neither buy out the selector nor get rid of him in any 
- other way. It is to protect themselves against injury of that kind that squatters are now anxious to buy, 
although ultimately the purchases they are now making may turn out to be a great loss to them. 

Is there any part of Riverina in which it would be worth the while of a squatter to give £50,000 
for 50,000 acres of land for grazing purposes? The land is not intrinsically worth that. No squatter 
would buy at that price, unless there were some special advantages incidental to the purchase. 

Land is not worth £1 an acre there? I do not think it is; but the buyer may have already laid out a 
great deal of money on the run, and he may be so circumstanced as to be compelled to purchase in order 
to secure to himself advantages which he has already acquired, and perhaps created. Apart from con-
siderations of that kind, I cannot see how the land would be worth £1 an acre intrinsically. By a forced 
system under the law, you may compel a man to buy land at £1 an acre, and to buy it at a great loIs 
to himself, as far as the actual value of the land purchased at that price is concerned. - 

Have you any idea of the highest price a grazier would be justified in giving for a station in any 
part of Riverina? In any part? 

Yes? I do not think that, generally speaking, graziers would buy the freehold of their runs at all. 
What would they be able to afford to give? It would depend very much upon the amount of capital 

the person possessed, and the use to which he could turn the land. It is quite possible that, after a man 
has spent money in improvements, and acquired large interest in stock, to be caught in such a position 
that he cannot help himself, he might be forced to buy land to protect himself. 

You are of opinion that scarcely any run-holders in Riverina would be justified in purchasing the 
freehold of their runs—not at any price? Some might give 4s. or 5s. an  acre. 

You think they might at 4s. or 5s. an  acre? It would amount to a very large sum of money. 
While the laws under which he holds are uncertain, a man may be willing to secure the interest he has 
acquired at that price, but if he were left to buy voluntarily, if no pressure were put upon him by means 
of the action of free selectors, he would prefer to pay rent to the Crown, believing that from the nature 
of the climate and the soil, his holding would be tolerably secure from encroachment in any other way. 
He would prefer to lease rather than purchase in fee; but he is now -compelled to purchase in fee, as a 
means of saving himself, seeing that the State will not protect him in the enjoyment of the property and 
the rights which he has acquired. If the price of wool should fall, or if the seasons should beconite un-
favourable, men may be ruined by the purchases they re now making. 

Taking one year with another, could they afford to pay any more rent? From the year 1862, and 
during the drought, they had as much as they could do to pay their way. When the seasons are favour-

able, 
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able, there is a real prosperity for a time, but that may be fallacious, and urge men into a course which Hon. J•. 
they would have nccasion afterwards to regret. Lessees would prefer to pay rent. They are not buying 0, anassy. 
voluntarily, and they are not giving what the land is really worth, but what they are forced to give under 
the law. 16 C 

Is that the opinion of leaseholders themselves P That is the opinion of many of them. They have 
got out of debt recently by the high price of wool, and have been thus enabled to do what they are now 
doing. 

Chairman.] The upset price of land is Li per acre P Yes, whether the land is good, bad, or 
indifferent. 

If a person who buys at Li per acre could get money at 5 per cent. the interest would be equivalent 
to the payment of rent at the rate of is. an acre P Yes, but he would probably compensate himself by 
buying only such portions as would give him the key to other portions of country, the value of which 
would be much less than Li per acre. A man would not buy his run up all over, unless he were a very 
wealthy man, and were placed in very exceptional circumstances which forced him to buy. In the district 
to which you have referred there are 11,000,000 acres of land. If put into the market at Li an acrethe 
money for the purchase could not be got. The Banks could not supply it, and English capitalists would 
not lend their money on such security. - 

When the present landholders have exercised their right to purchase to an extent which they deem 
wise the rents will necessarily come down? They will all apply for a reappraisement of course. If you get 
capital in one direction by sales of land you cannot expect to have it in rents another; you cannot have 
rent and capital together; you cannot have your loaf and eat it. 
24$. That may be reasonably looked for P Yes; but there will be no purchase of land to any extent 
beyond the Mllrrumbidgee. All that tract of country, from the head of the Darling, round by the Paroo 
and down to Wentworth, will remain in the possession of the Crown, excepting only such portions as may 
be bought up to protect improvements. 
240. Do you think that the price arbitrarily fixed at £1 an acre is reasonable?•  I do not think it is. It 
may be a matter of State policy to keep up the price, to show the value which the State puts upon its 
property in perpetuity. 

Can you see any reason why the value of land should not be fixed in the same way as that of other 
commodities P 1 see no reason why it should not. The price is rea

'
lly kept up by people c9ming to the 

Colony; or people enhance the value of the land by the improvements they make upon it. 
When the present demand for good land, for which people are willing to pay Li an acre, ceases—

when all the good land has been taken up—do you think that a demand for back lands and inferior lands 
may set in at lower prices? It would entirely depend upon the state of things at the time. If capital 
were abundant and there were no outlet for the employment of it, there might be a desire to 'purchase in 
the way you have mentioned; but if capital were scarce—if money were worth 10 or 12 per cent. —the 
outlay you speak of would be unproductive, and no one could be reasonably expected to do it. 

The effect of persons buying all the choice lands, as they are doing at present, may be, that when 
there is no more of such land to be bad, men may buy back lands at a price P They may, but in the 
nature of things when men die there will be a redistribution of the present holdings; and property may 
be sold for one-half the price which the Government have received for it. That state of things has 
occurred over and over again in New South Wales. 

Could you recommend to the Committee any mode of altering the upset price of land in a way that 
would be wise and equitable P It should be done with great discrimination, for it will be necessary to 
protect as much as possible the interests of those who have alread invested their money in land. It is 
natural enough that men who have bought land at one price should desire to see the price kept up, or that, 
if the price were reduced, a certain quantity of land should be allowed to them as compensation for the 
reduction in the price. In districts very remote from Sydney, no injury could result from the reduction 
in the price. As one holder, I would be quite content with a leasehold tenure. 

You are aware that under the present Act it is imperative upon those .who take up land under con-
ditional purchase to reside upon the land P Yes. 

Do you think that a desirable provision P I think that when you are making terms for one person 
to get land at a cheaper rate than another, who pays cash for what he buys at auction, it is reasonable, on 
the part of the State, to require some proof of the bond Jides of the person who has legislation made 
exceptionally in his favour. The difficulties which arise are, the result of a departure from one uniform 
system which would put every man on the same footing—which would let the best horse win., Here, if a 
man has no capital, I think you have a right to take some guarantees that he will perform the conditions 
upon which he gets land at a cheaper rate, and which he undertakes to perform. 

Are the conditions of residence and improvement generally carried out P No. 
Do you think that they are evaded to auV great extent P I do. 
Do you think that the system which prevails has a bad effect P It has a demoralising effect. 
In that it holds out premiums for a violation of the law P Certainly; and the principle of dispersion 

does not enable a Government, however willing they may be, to follow the matter up, to do their duty in 
such cases—to see that the law is carfied out. I hold in my hand a form of application under the "Vic-
torian Land Act of 1869," which seems to embody all recent conditions and attempts to stringently enforce 
them. The applicant is required to make this declaration :-" I of do hereby solemnly 
and sincerely declare, upon oath, that on the - day of - at - o'clock, I placed conspicuous posts, 
or cairns of stones with notices thereon, at the corners of the allotment for which I hereby make appli-
cation under Part II of the Land Act 1869, as more particularly described hereunder—that I have not taken 
up a pre-emptive right—that I have not selected under any previous Land Act or Acts the maximum 
number of acres allowed by this Act—that no selection made by me under any previous Land Act or 
Acts has been forfeited or cancelled for the evasion of the provisions of any such Land Act or Acts—
and that the area I now desire to obtain would not, if added - to the area already selected by me under 
any previous Land Act or Acts, exceed 320 acres—that I am not under eighteen years of age." This 
last-named provision is intended to cover what appears to be a defect in your Act. No person can 
select under eighteen years of age, and by the time that a person who selects at the age of eighteen 
has fulfilled all the conditions he will be twenty-one years old; so that this law does not conflict 
with the laws of the empire so much as your law with regard to title. This form of declaration goes 

on 
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Iloti. J. on to say :-" And I further declare as aforesaid that, with respect to this application, I am not an 
0 Shanassy. agent, or a servant of, or a trustee for any other person; that I have not entered into any agreement to 

permit any other person to acquire, by purchase or otherwise, the allotment in respect of which this 
16 Oct., 1873. application is made, or any part thereof, or my interest therein, or the usufruch thereof; that it is my 

intention to reside therpon if the allotment be granted to me. And I make this solemn declaration on oath, 
conscientiously believing the same to be true, by virtue of the provisions of the Land Act 1869, and of the 
provisions of an Act of Parliament of Victoria, rendering persons making a false declaration punishable 
for wilful and corrupt perjury." Then that declaration is signed and declared upon oath before a Justice 
of the Peace. 

Perhaps you will allow the schedule to be appended to your evidence? Yes. (Vide Appendix B.) 
MiS. Steu'art.] How long has that form been in force in the Colony of Victoria? I believe not very 

long. This seems to be the accumulation of all other attempts at putting in conditions. The conditions 
here are more stringent than those which you have in your Act; but at the same time it practically 
amounts to this: Will there be supervision enough to insist upon the carrying out of these conditions ? 
All these conditions may be evaded, unless the law is strongly carried out. 

Chairman.] The evasion of these conditions leads to dummyisin? Yes; and to the levying of black 
mail upon persons who are carrying on a lawful occupation. Selections are taken up in lambing time, 
when the sheep cannot be removed, for no other purpose than to levy black mail upon the squatter, or 
otherwise to injure him. 

Would it be desirable to insist very rigidly on the improvements being made—upon a greater rate of 
improvement than Li an acre—and not insist on residence? The mode of solution of the difficulties now 
existing in the pastoral districts, which appears to me to be most effective, is the introduction of a Bill to 
prevent minors from exercising the right to impound cattle or sheep. I can see no reason why a person 
under the age of twenty-one years should be allowed to impound off unenclosed land; and I think that a 
Bill containing one short clause might readily be passed during the present session, forbidding minors to 
impound. That would entail no hardship upon anyone, and it would prevent much of the mischief which 
now arises. It is absurd that stock should be impounded by or in the name of a child one year old. At 
present there is nothing to hinder a man from hiring out all the inmates of the Benevolent Asylum, and 
taking up land and exercising all sorts of rights in their names. So also with regard to children. It 
seems to me that there is no reason why a child six months old should be allowed to exercise all the rights 
of ownership in regard to land. I make the suggestion of an amendment in the Impounding Act 
to pre'Tent minors from impounding in all good faith, and without wishing in any way to interfere with 
bond fide selection under the law. I have never suffered any practical loss or inconvenience from bond fide 
selectors, from men who came and showed their good intention by settling down upon the land and 
'improving it. Such men in the pastoral districts commonly find employment from the squatters, as 
carriers, when they do not need to be at work upon their selections. If such men come we give them work 
and if their stock wanders we drive them home rather than impound them. My servants, I believe, never 
impounded a beasl belonging to a bond fide selector. The new system of allowing minors to select land, to 
exercise the rights of ownership, to impound stock, is an abuse which has grown up under the law, but 
which could never have been contemplated by the Legislature. 

It has been represented through the public press that two classes of dummies have sprung up—one 
class consisting of what may be called bond fide conditional purchasers, who take up land in the names of 
their children, and the other which springs from the action of Crown tenants, in taking up land in the names 
of their shepherds, storekeepers, &c.—the object of both being to get possession of more land than the law 
entitles them to take up? I believe that is the case to some extent; but only very recently, as far as I 
am informed, so far as the squatters are concerned, and it is caused by the insecurity of their tenure. 

But there is a feeling of that kind? Yes. 
266.. The conditional purchaser is a dummy by persons connected with his family? He may take up any 
number of selections in that way. 
267. And the Crown tenant dummies by his servants? Under such a system as that which now prevails 
he must abandon his occupation, in which he has laid out thousands of pounds, or he must spend his 
money to protect himself, and if he spends his money in that way he is forced into doing it by the 
weakness of the law. He gets the land by a round-about process as compared with purchase at auction; 
but the fact of his purchasing the land at all arises in most cases from the necessity of his position ; he 
purchases from compulsion and not from choice. In regard to one class the land is taken up of choice, 
from motives of injury in many cases; in regard to the other, it is taken up as a matter of necessity, for 
the protection of an interest created at a great outlay. No man would like to take up land in this way 
if he could get the use of it by lease, or if he could purchase it at auction. 

_11r. .Rodd.] Did I understand you to say that you nere in favour of the residence clause being 
carried out in regard to persons taking up land under conditional purchase? •Yes. 

Do you not think that there are many men who have saved a little money who would take up land 
and improve it, who would fulfil all the conditions of the Act, excepting the residence condition, by means 
of hired labour? I do not believe that there is any such class in Australia. I spent some years in the 
bush in my early days, but I never knew a gentleman farmer, or heard of one, who could make 
the cultivation of the land pay by hired labour. I never heard of a case wbçre a man could 
fence his land and produce crops by means of hired labour at a rate that would pay. To do away 
with the residence condition would be to open the door to all sorts of abuses under the pretence 
of improving the land by hired labour, and it would be done for an object which we see from 
practical experience is never realized. It would be giving a wider scope for the evasion of the law. 
In Queensland they allow a man to reside as the bailiff for another, but that is where pastoral properties 
are concerned, and the bailiff is praeticall- the stock overseer. But as to agricultural properties, I know 
of no inStance where a gentleman farmer made land pay in growing crops by means of hired labour, and I 
have had thirty-five years experience in Australia. Under the old system, when assigned servants were 
to be obtained, there were some instances in which farming in that way was more successful, but no large 
amount of money was made. Where a family all live together and put their labour into one common 
purse there are some instances of success; but small selectors with us in a pastoral country do not follow 
agriculture. They make their selection their home, keep a few cows and bullocks, and much of their time 
is occupied in carrying, which brings them in money. 

270 



921 

ON THE ADMINISTRATION OP THE LAND LAW. 2-1 

Do you not think that as population increases in the country districts, men in business, who have 110  J. 
time and capital to spare, would be desirous of going into farming pursuits, but would not be dependent 0 Shassy. 
entirely upon agriculture but would combine grazing with it; and- would it not be advisable that such men 
should have the opportunity of acquiring land in the nay I have suggested? Where are they to get an 
area large enough for grazing as well as farming, so as to enable them fo make both ends moOt? But we 
know, as a matter of history in this Colony, that unless carried on very economially, even with large areas, 
squatting will not pay, and pastoral people are liable to great risks. Unless graziers are very careful they 
cannot make their business pay; but we know that where a man depends upon the plough, farming never 
pays. The fluctuations and risks of squatting are as great as in any other pursuit. In 1862 1 went up 
to Queensland with the intention of investing in suatting property there; but when I Ascertained the 
price of carriage and the rates of labour, I concluded  that it would be unsafe to invest there. In a few 
years afterwards people who did invest there were ruined, and had to give up their properties to the Banks. 
Better seasons have come round, meat preserving has kept up the price of stock, and things are coming 
round again; but I know of no class of intermediate persons, men in business, who have to carry on 
farming by means of hired labour, making it pay. Supposing a man had 2,000 head of stock, consider 
what radius it would require for him to keep them. The outlay would be certain, but the return would 
be small and precarious. Where a man lives oh the land himself, and employs the labour of his family, 
he may make a comfortable living. 

Chairman.] Has it come under your notice that there is any foundation for the complaints which 
have lately been made with regard to the part that the Volunteer land orders have been made to play? 
We never heard of thedi in Melbourne at all, excepting only in regard to one firm, which is said to have 
secured a great many of them early, at the low price of £50. I never heard of them until I came to 
Sydney. 

With regard to the pre-lease system under the present Land Act, have you formed any opinion as to 
whether it is not desirable to give preleases; and, it so, whether a better tenure could not by some means 
be given than that which exists at present? The pre-leases to the pastoral tenant will be taken in virtue 
of his purchased land, and as a' means of protecting himself in the enjoyment of what he formerly held 
under lease, and without the. pre-lease. If he is willing to pay the price for the sake of security he is 
better pleased with it than to hold no security from the Crown in districts where he is likely to be 
disturbed. In districts where he is not likely to be disturbed he does not want the pre-leases at all. As 
to the conditional purchaser, I do hot see the necessity for the pre-lease, for if the land be good it will be 
sure to be soid, and he must either buy it or lose it. He cannot have any security in the enjoyment of it, 
as the law stands at present. His interest will be confined to the quantity of land he can take up himself, 
and usefully occupy. I should think a person would be much better pleased to know exactly what he 
could call his own than to have something indefinite, and of which he may any day be deprived. In the  
remote pastoral districts of New South Wales such a question cannot become of any great consequence. 
273; With regard to the conditional purchaser's pre-lease ;—would you give him the power of purchasing it 
n condition that he fenced? I do not know how it would apply in the more settled portions of New 
South Wales. I am not personally acquainted with the lie of the country and the condition of the 
selectors. In the distant pastoral country it would be useless to him. With reference to the administra-
tion of the law,--I have been living under it since 1861 or 1862, when it came into force, and my 
observation has shown me that it can be very variously administered. I have nothing to say to the preju-
dice of the different Ministers who have been concerned in the administration of the Act, for I have no 
doubt they have acted to the best of their judgment, according to the lights which they possessed; but the 
Act is capable of being differently administered and differently interpreted; so much is that the case that 
we cannot tell what the law really is, and we do not really know how to act. - 

.M. Stewart.] Is not that the case with all law? It is not so much the case with regard to a law 
which is governed by fixed rules of interpretation. It is administered, not by Judges, but by political 
Ministers, who have entertained different views, and, as a consequence, the administration has given rise to 
a feeling of the greatest uncertainty. 

Chairman.] The regulations of one Minister differ from those of another? Yes; and their inter-
pretation of the same regulation may be entirely different. 

Mr. Stewart.] Can you give the Committee an illustration of the difference? I could hardly do so - 
without looking up my papers. - 

I think that some of them have held that forfeited free selections are open to be re-selected, and 
others have held the reverse? Yes. 

That is one instance? Yes; and great differenc has existed with regard to interpreting what are 
improvements—whether they may be combined, or whether they are to be taken s9parately. Had I have 
known that I was to have been examined before this Comm ittee, I Could have produced innumerable 
instances of various interpretations, but my papers are all in Melbourne. - - 

Do you think that the present tenure of pastoral leases—five years tenure, with right of renewal—
is satisfactory? Nothing can be satisfactory -where the leases are liable to the uncertainty which I have 
described to you—where persons are forced into investments without knowing the consequences which may 
be involved. 

Have you paid any attention to the iiuestion of appraisement—do you think it could be amended? 
I think it could. 

Could you suggest any method by which you think it might be improved? Assuming that it is a 
fair thing to have arbitration, nothing can be more equitable than that one man should be appointed by 
the party on each side. The umpire should be chosen fairly by the arbitrators; but I do not think that 
the Minister; who has the appointment of one arbitrator on the part of the Crown, should also have the 
appointment of the umpire, in the event of a disagreement in regard to his appointment by the arbitrators. 
At present the Minister has the appointment. of two persons out of the three who are concerned in the 
decision, and that, I think, is clearly unfair. That is one evil connected with the present system of 
appraisement;  and another evil is to insist on appraising runs when it would cost more to appraise them 
than the land is worth. You cannot make arrangements for the appraisement fee to an arbitrator under 
£10; but in dry country, when the seasons are unfavourable, the land is not worth £10'The run is so - 
absolutely worthless that it is often forfeited, in dry country my son has forfeited his runs because they 
were not worth as much as the cost of the appraisement. The present system is beneficial neither to the 
State nor to the tenant.  

- - 282. 
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Hon. J. 282. We find by returns laid before Parliament that the values of the same runs have varied considerably 
0 Shanassy. at different times ;—they have varied very considerably—as much as 50 per cent—when there has been 

no corresponding variations in the price of stock? That must be owing to the uncertainty of the present 
16 Oct., 1873. mode of arbitration. 

Certain arbitrations, which took place in this Colony about the year 1865, when stock were low in 
price, and when all the produce of pastoral property was low, were such as to fix the rents at a much 
higher rate than they have ever been since, when the value of stock and station produce has been 50 per 
cent. higher—the rents have been reduced, although the values have been raised? That would turn upon 
the class of men appointed to make the valuations. Appraisers have had no uniform training for the 
duties they are called upon to perform, and may not be acquainted with the value of station property. 

How would you deal with the subject? Without the lists of appraisers were prepared before hand, 
and an impartial umpire selected to decide between the two in case of any dispute, you cannot expect any-
thing like uniformity or fairness. I would suggest that a list of respectable and competent persons should 
be made out, something similar to a jury list, from which each side might draw aman, and if they could 
not agree in regard to their selection, they must agree when they come to the last man on the list, i.e., for 
getting an umpire. 

Mr. Rodcl.] Would you agree with the princtple  of valuing a run according to the number of stock 
it would carry ;—I do not mean the number the lessee has made it carry by his improvements, but the 
number it would carry in its natural state? Certainly; nothing could be fairer. If the squatter lays 
out money to increase the value of the grazing capabilities of his run he ought to get the benefit of the 
capital which he expends in that way, and the State is benefited by the outlay in the permanent improve-
ment of the Crown property. It gets the benefit of his outlay at the close of his tenure. The squatter 
gives a value to the country by demonstrating its capability for pastoral purposes, and the droppings of his 
sheep add to the fertility of the land. I think it is a fair principle not to charge the squatter rent based 
on the value of the improvements he makes. If a man puts up fencing, constructs dams, and increases 
the grazing capabilities of his run, so that it will carry 3,000 head of stock, where, prior to his outlay, it 
would only carry 1,000, would you make him pay on the 2,000? 

Aft. Stewartj How would you find out the natural value? It is easy in anew country. Suppose a man 
tries sheep, and they fail for want of water. He then tries cattle, which can travel a much longer distance 
to water, and is successful. His self-interest will make him carry as many as possible. If he fences his 
run and makes it succeed in carrying a larger number, it would be easy to ascertain the value or the 
capability of the country in its natural state. The country is valueless until it is stocked; and if a man, 
whose cattle have to travel 15 miles for water, constructs dams so as to add to the grazing capabilities 
of the land, he ought surely to have some consideration shown for his improvements. 
287 Would not his lease be a sufficient compensation? Certainly not. I have known a lease granted 
on the Darling, and during the whole five years of its currency there was nothing but dead outlay all the 
time, and the man must have gone considerably into debt to the Banks in order to keep himself afloat. 

Say ten years? If there was a protracted drought, ten years would not be enough. It all depends 
upon circumstances; and the appraisers are the men to take, the matter into consideration—to ascertain 
what period of drough.t there had been during the currency of the lease—how long a time had elapsed 
without the squatter being able to send a single hoof to market. I have known squatters on the Darling 
who have been for three years without sending a single beast to market. 

But that is not a common case? No, it is not; but still we ought not to overlook the circumstances 
in which a man may be placed by climate. If the country were very productive, and the rainfall regular, 
the question could not arise; but that is not the case over large portions of the territory. 

Ckairman'.l Some political economists, and also some Members of our own Legislature (Dr. Lang 
among others) have had an idea that we ought to use the public land for the purpose of introducing 
immigration from Europe to, these Colonies, and it has been urged that we ought to issue land orders that 
would cover the expense of their passage out ;—have you pa.id  any attention to that question? I have. 

Do you think the system could be worked advantageously in any way for the purpose of bringing 
out a desirable class of immigrants? I do not approve of the system; at all events, 'not as a means of 
bringing out immigrants. Persons who are disposed to immigrate are persons who, from the severity of 
competition, or from one cause or other, are not doing well in the Mother country. The information that 
they are to get land which they can use the moment they arrive is a fallacy. Any poor man who has no 
capital must hire himself out until he can get capital to go upon the land, and acquire experience which 
will enable him to turn his capital to the best account. The orders, where land orders are given, are 
generally turned over to some other person who desires to get land. Where the State grants assistance 
to immigrants it is easier to give the money and better than giving land. Having had much to do with 
this question of immigration for many years, I am of opinion that the better and simpler plan is to leave 
the immigrant perfectly free upon arrival to employ his labour in the best way he can. Where land 
orders are granted, the person who obtains them is sure to get the better of the State. If a man has no 
capital it is better that he should hire himself out, and if he have capital .there is nothing to prevent him 
from obtaining land according to the system in force in the country. 

.iWr. Stewart.1 The system of giving land, orders is only a round-about way of giving cash? Simply 
that. I 10 not think that any of our land systems in Australia have been the means of inducing people 
to come out here from Home. The distance is so great that a person must have a considerable sum of 
money to come out at all; and when a man has that money he will either go to America, because the 
distance is less and the expense not so much, or he will stop at Home and employ the money he has.,  I 
do not think that anyone has been brought out by means of popular land systems. The cheapness and 
facility for getting land may have an influence in that direction in America. If there is to be any 
assisted immigration at all, I would prefer that money should be given in payment or part payment of 
passage. 

C1lairmai.] That would be a more business-like way than the system of issuing land orders? 
Decidedly. To give land orders is only to multiply difficulties, and give advantages to the sharpest 
persons, at great loss to the State. 

THUESDA i; 
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THURSDAY, 20 EOVEMBER, 1873. 

Mn. FARNIELL, j Mx. . LUCAS, 
Mn. STEWART. 

JAMES ATJGTJSTINIE OTJNNEIEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

A. Jameson, IEsq., was called in and examined :- 
Chairman.] I think YOU are a resident at Deniliquin? I am a resident at Denili4uin, and also a A. Jameson, 

selector. Esq. 
You have come from that district to give evidence before this Committee, I understand? I have. ,-.--'.--' 
Do you come in a representative capacity ;—are you a delegate from any public meeting there? I 20Nov., 1873. 

represent the Murray District Selectors' Association. I am one of two delegates. 
How were you appointed? At a public meeting held in Deniliquin. 
You are one of two who were by resolution delegated to come-to Sydney to give evidence befOre this 

Select Committee? I am. 
Are you prepared to give evidence respecting the working and administration of the Land laws in 

that district? I am. 
Could you furnish the Committee with any information in regard to the administration of the Land 

laws at your local office, and the working of the laws in your district. I mean information derived from 
your own knowledge and experience? As regards the land office, a new selector who arrives in Denili- 
quill finds very great difficulty in ascertaining what lands are open for conditional purchase, and he can 
obtain no information whatever from the land office. The land officer there is totally ignorant of any 
lands that are for sale, and also, I may say, ignorant of any lands which have been sold. A man, there- 
fore, very often finds himself in the awkward predicament of having selected a piece of ground which has 
been previously selected. It is exceedingly difficult for him to find out which ground has been previously 
selected. Then again, in making applications at the land office for certain lands, the bond Jide selector is 
often frustrated in his endeavours to put in his application by certain squatters, who stand by and oversee 
all the proceedings. that may be going on in the land office. 

Mr. Lucas.] They stand by? They stand by. 
Mr. Stewart.] At the office? In the office. It is a regular thing for them to be there on every 

land office day, and they hold in their possession several applications which go for any amount of country. 
They give no sufficient description, but they say east, west, north, or south, from certain pegs in the 
ground. They give no definite description as to where the land applied for is, or within 10 miles of it. 

Do you refer to applications made by some Crown tenants? Yes; applications made by Crown 
tenants. 

Chairman.] What is the object of these tenants of the Crown being present on these land office 
days? To hinder the selectors from their runs. 

How do they hinder them from going on their runs? By putting in applications which clash with 
the applications put in by the free selectors, by applying for the very same land. 

Tkus making confusion? Yes ;. making confusion. I may mention that on the 18th of September last 
three parties were at the land office at Deniiquinto write out certain applications for land situated on 
the Warbrecean Bun. The time at which they got to the office was, I think, a quarter to 2 o'clock. 
The land agent was not present then, he being at dinner at the time. 

Mr. Lucas.] It was on a land office day? On the land office day. 
309. And the land agent was not present? The land agent was not present; and I must observe that. he 
took some considerable time at his dinner—something like two hours. 

Who is the land agent there? Mr. J. A. Broughton. Upon the arrival of the land agent these 
three selectors who had come from Victoria to settle in New South Wales went inside the office and got 
their several applications from Mr. Broughton. They had to apply to him for the forms before they could 
fill them up. The lessee of the run—the. Warbreccan Run—from information given to him by persons 
purposely placed at the office to give information, got wind of what was going on, and before these men 
had time to write out and put in their applications, the lessee of the run, Mr. P. A.. Jennings, put in his 
applications, which he had already written out. 

How many? He put in nine. The lots were taken up in the name of Murray and his family. I 
know this man Murray. He is quite a new resident in New South Wales or in Australia, he, I believe, 
having only recently come from Home. He applied to Mr. Jennings for a situation, and Mr. Jennings 
took him on. I do not think that he had been on the run more than three weeks when these blocks were 
taken up in the names of himself and his family. 

Nine? Yes, nine; and he took up two more subsequently. I have a plan here which explains the 
matter. 

If you do not require that plan, perhaps you will put it in? I can give you afac simile of it. 
Chairman.] Your evidence will be sent to you for correction, and you might then append a copy of 

the plan? Yes, I will do so. (J7icle Appendice Cl.) it is a plan of land situated in the parishes of War- 
breccan and Citgathen. These blocks had been previously surveyed, and hence the anxiety on the part of 
the lessee of the run that they should not be taken up by others. I know the exact spot well, having been 
there several times.  

Mr. Lucas.] If you think proper to make any remarks with respect to this plan you can attach them 
to the tracing, and they will go in as an appendix to your evidence? Very well. This land was visited 
on last Sunday week by Mr. Mayger, and up to that date no improvements of any description have been 
made upon the ground. 

Chairman.] Are you aware whether or not there were persons residing on it? There is not the 
slightest sign of anyone residing there, though I could not state positively. But I have other evidence of 
a similar nature to which I could swear. 

JWr. Lucas.] Referring to the plan—these blocks with the circle described in the centre of them—are 
the blocks taken up by the Murray family? They are. 

Who are Mr. Jenning's servants? Mr. Jenning's servants; and you will observe that they are taken 
up in such a manner as to block out the other selections. 318. 
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A. Jmcion, 318. Taken up in a sort of zig-zag fashion? Yes. Two of these parties returied to Victoria. 
n. 319. Uhairm.am.] This Murray? No, two of the free selectors. They at once said to Mr. Jennings that 

they were bested; but I believe they wrote to the Sydney Government on the matter. These parties were 
ov. 1873. both men who were well to do, and of good snding  in the social scale. They had homesteads in Victoria 

which they did not care to leave when they found that there was so much difficulty in taking up land here. 
The third party,-a man of the name of Hession, a settler from Victoria,-made another application for land 
in Upper Deniliquin Run; and it appears that on the morning of the day on which he applied, the very 
same land was applied for by the agency of the overseer of the run. The overseer, 'I believe, gave his 
description in the number of the lots, and Hession gave his description in alphabetical letters, or perhaps 
it was the reverse way. This was made known to the Lands Department, and on the arrival of Mr. 
Moriarty he decided that the two parties should ballot for the land; and on the day appointed for the 
ballot the bonfide selector alone was present, and so he got the land. 

]W-. Lucas.] What had Mr. Moriarty to do with it? I understand that Mr. Moriarty and Mr. 
Adams were there on inspection-that they were sent down by the Minister for Lands to examine into 
certain proceedings which had taken place at Deniliquin. 

Ulzairrnan.] Was it with regard to this contest for land between these two classes? Yes. 
1U.. Lucas.] I see on the edge of this plan several blocks on which the name of P. A. Jennings 

occurs? Yes. 
Is that freehold land indicated there? Yes; it was purchased some time since. 
Taken up by free selection, or purchased at auctioi? Purchased by auction, I believe. A portion 

of it formed part originally of Deniliquin Common. 
Mr. Stewart.] That freehold of Mr. Jennings seems to bound the whole of that sidb of the reserve? 

Yes. 
Do you know the area of that reserve? It is about a mile wide, as far as I can judge from the plan. 

I have no idea otherwise. 
Mr. Lucas.] Was not that reserve cut up for sale not long ago? No. 

328.. Is there not a reserve near Deniliquin that was ordered to be cut up for sale and then withdrawn? 
N ot that I am aware of. There is only one at Moarna. There is a temporary town common that was 
applied for by Messrs. Landale, Brothers, of 2,800 acres, ordered to be cut up and sold by public auction. 
The survey was proceeding when Mr. Adams stopped it. 

Ultair'max.] Will you proceed with your statement? This land which had been taken up through 
the agency of,  Mr. Jennings in the name of the Murray family was to be sold on the Saturday folloing, 
if I mistake not. 

The Saturday following the day on which it was taken up? On Saturday, nine days after it had 
been conditionally purchased, and all that land was rebought by Mr. Jennings. 

How rebought? I mean to say that he bought all this land up. Instead of the land agent striking 
out these lots which had been selected, they were all put up to auction and bought by Mr. Jennings. 

Mr. Lucas.] After they had been selected by Murray? After they had been selected by Murray. 
hairnzan.] The land agent allowed them to be put up to auction? The land agent allowed them 

to be put up to auction. 
After receiving Murray's money on account of them? After receiving Murray's money. 
Aft. Lucas.j Will you be good enough to mention the numbers of the allotments? I cannot give 

you the numbers now, but J can do so if it is desirable. 
It is very desirable indeed that we should get the numbers of these lots You say that they were 

first selected by Mr. Jennings' servant, Murrtiy, or rather that the were selected for him and his family? 
Yes. 

How long after that was it that they were put up for sale? About a week. 
About a week after they were selected they were submitted to auction? They were. 
And Mr. Jennings bought them at the upset price? Mr. Jennings bought them at the upset price. 
Now will you give the Committee the numbers of these blocks and the date.of the sale? The num-

bers were II 12, C 7, G 11, B 6, E 9, K 15, L 16, M 17, and 0 13. 
The date on which the land was selected was on the 18th of September of the present year? It was. 
There is no doubt about the date, is there? There is no doubt about the date. 

843. And it is on what run? On Warbreccan Run. 
Have you any idea how much land was surveyed upon that run? The quantity that was advertised 

for sale was about 4,500 acres. V  
Out of which Mr. Murray had selected nine blocks? Yes. 
Of 320 acres each? Of 320 acres. 
And after they were selected by Murray they were submitted to public auction? Yes. 
And Mr. Jennings, Murray's master, became the purchaser? Yes. 
Mr. Stewart.] Do you know whether Murray paid any deposit when he made this selection? Yes; 

he must have paid a deposit of 25 per cent. of the purchase money. 
Mr. Lucas.] You say he must have made a deposit. Do you know he made it? The land agent 

would not receive the application if he did not. 
How do you know that there was any money paid at all. No matter what the land agent could do. 

Do you know that this money, 5s. per acre for these nine blocks, was paid to the land agent on the day 
that they were taken up in Murray's name P I did not see the money, but I have not the slightest reason 
to doubt that it was paid. 

But you have no other reason than that it was legal or necessary under the provisions of the law tht 
the money should be paid? Quite so. 

Have you any other reason than that the 13th clause of the Land Act requires that itshould be 
paid? Just so; and the registry of the land taken up was in the land book, and it was published in the 
local papers as having been selected upon. 

It was in the registry book? Yes. 
Mr. Stewart.] Of course Murray would get his money back again? 

350. Chairman.] Are you aware whether Murray ever received the 5s. per acre which he paid on the land? 
I am not aware of it; but I have heard indirectly that the purchase money at auction was returned to Mr. 
P. A. Jennings. 

357. 
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Mr. Lucas.] Returned by whom? By the Crown. I do not speak of it as a thing that I am certain A. Jameson, 
about. I have only heard it mentioned indirectly. This is not the only case. It could be proved that there Eaq. 
are other similar cases. 

Chairman.] Many? A great many. 20 Nov., 1873. 
Mr. Lucas.] Do you know how many there were in the Murray family? About twelve. 
What would be their ages? They are all minors. I have seen the eldest son, and he is, as far as I 

can judge, a lad of 16 years of age. 
The eldest is 10? Yes, about that. 
Then there must have been eight of these selections which were taken up in the names of eight of 

these children ;-is that so? Yes; and one in the name of P. J. Murray ;-P. J., I think, are his initials. 
The younger children, in whose names the land was taken up, could not have been more than four or 

five years old? I could not say as to that for I never saw them. 
C9i.airman.] Will you proceed with your statement? On the 18th of September last there was selected 

on Lower Deniliquin Run four blocks of land, of 320 acres each, through the agency of Mr. Aitkin, the 
overseer for Messrs. Landale. 

When you say. agency, in what sense do you apply the term? He paid the money; he was the agent 
for these parties. - 

Mr. Lucas.] He was Mr. Landale's overseer? He was Mr. Landale's overseer. The names in 
which the selections were taken up were James Johnston, Robert Swan, James Watson, and David Aitken; 
and the land selected was in the parish of Wandook, county of Townsend. And there were also George 
Duncan, James Duncan, and George Ingram, in the parish of Woonox, county of Townsend,-320 acres 
each. . . 

Who took these blocks up? Alexander Landale. He took the last three up on the 25th of Sep.. 
tember. 

Through the agency of Aitkeu? . No; they were taken up by Mr. Alexander Landale, one of the 
lessees of the run. 

Do you know who these persons were? I am well acquainted with all the station hands around 
Deniliquin; and I can positively state that I have, neither seen nor heard of any parties of these names, 
excepting only David Aitken, who took up one selection in his own name. 

You believe then that they are really dummies? I believe that they are dummies, and I have no 
hesitation in saying so. 

That there are no persons living in the district who represent these names? No one in the district 
of these names. These lands are situated in the immediate neighbourhood of where my selection is. I 
have paid particular attention to these lands. I have watched them; 1 was about to apply for one of 
these blocks myself before I took up that which I now have. This plan marked B shows seven blocks 
coloured red. These taken up are marked with the names of the parties. The blocks coloured blue are 
bon4fide selections; and the red ones are the dummies that I refer to on Upper Deniliquin Run. 

Have you any doubt as to their being dummies? The men are not on the station, and I am well 
acquainted with all the station hands around Deniliquin. 

May there not be other persons than station hands in the district bearing these names? I am con-
fident that these parties are not known. I do not know them myself; and I have made inquiries of personn 
who would be likely to know them if they were in the district, and I cannot learn anything about them. 

Chairnmn.] Will you hand this plan in? Yes. (l7ide Appendix C 2.) 
This plan, marked B 2, represents twelve blocks of 320 acres each on the Lower Deniliquin Run? 

Yes. 
And the three of these blocks, which are marked blue, represent land which you say has been taken 

up by bond fide selectors? Yes. 
And the nine which are marked red are intended to represent dummy selectors? There are only 

seven of these nine taken up. The other two have no names upon them. 
The seven marked red you know to be dummies? Yes. 
Mr. Lucas.] The names are marked on them? Yes. 
Do those two which remain unselected represent good land? Equally good. The dummy selections 

are so taken up as to block the other two.' No man would ever think of taking up the other two, because 
there would be so much fencing required. 

Uhairman.] Will you proceed? I was present at the Deniliquin land office on the 25th of Sep-
tember last, and I think it is my duty to inform the Committee of the proceedings that took place on that 
particular day. It was surmised that there would be a great number of applications for land situated 
around Deniliquin. It may be imagined what an immense amount of country was taken up when I say 
that there were eighty-six applications received, comprising upwards of 23,000 acres. The land officer, 
on this particular day, having taken his seat at the table, read the clause from the Act relating to any 
two or more applications for the same land, and providing that they should be put up to ballot. He then 
ordered the applications to be laid on the table by all those parties who were then present in the land 
office. The second application that was read by the land officer was one of four belonging to a man of 
the name of Hezekia Simmons, a person recently from Victoria. 

Mr. Lucas.] What do you mean by one of four? He wanted to take up a selection for himself and 
for three of his children. Immediately on this application being read, a squatter (Mr. A. Landale) stood 
up and said that he had an application to clash with that. The land applied for was in Lower Deniliquin 
Run. The two applications were read; and, as far as I could judge, the application of the bond Jide 
selector said "west" of the reserve, and the selection applied for by the squatter was described as "east" 
of the reserve. I know the reserve myself. It is half a mile wide, and is No. 212. The applications were 
put' to the ballot, and that of the lessee of the run was determined upon as successful. The name was 
George Ingram. 

Uhairman.] The conditional purchaser? Yes. 
Mr. Lucas.] How was the ballot carried on? By writing the names of the applicants on two cards, 

which were put into a box, and then drawn out by the land agent, the first drawn being the successful 
applicants 

Who put the ballot-papers into the box? The land agent. 
He put them in and drew them out himself? Yes. 
He did not ask the applicants to draw them? No. . 388. 

12-D 
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A. Jameson, 388. And you say that both the lessees applications came out successful? The application of the lessee 
Lsq. of the run was successful. 

'-- 389. The other man got the other three lots for which he applied? Simmons withdrew at the time the other 
20 Nov., 1873. three lots for which he had applied. Only one at a time could be received. This successful application, as 

I said, was taken up in the name of George Ingram. I know the land very well, and from the day it was 
taken up until this I have neither seen nor heard of George Ingram. There are no improvements on the 
land. 

Is there no person residing'on it? No-not to my knowledge. 
Chairman.] If the conditional purchaser described the land as west of the reserve, and if the squatter 

described the land for which be applied as east of the reserve, why should there be a ballot at all? The 
attention of the land officer was called, to that fact, but he said that he would not undertake to decide. 
He said, "If any one undertakes to say that their application clashes with the one I read, I will put them 
to the ballot." 

How could land lying east of a reserve clash with land lying west of it? It could not clash at all; 
but the fact is that his attention was called to it; and I must also observe, that the land agent also said 
that if anyone in the room said that they had an application which would clash with the one he read, he 
would put both applications to the ballot. He would not decide himself. 

Mr. Lucas.] Were you present on this occasion? I was present at the time. Great publicity was 
given to the matter; in fact, it was spoken of in the Deniliquin Municipal Council. Another thing, 
particularly noticeable in the case, and which I saw with my own eyes, but of course I cannot say whether 
it was intentional or not-He (the land agent) held up an application before Mr. Landale, and said, 
"Have you got an application to clash with this ?" 

Chairman.] The land agent said this? 'Yes; he held up the application before Mr. Landale, and said, 
"Have you got an application to clash with this ?" 

Mr. Broughton said so? 'Yes. 
Mr. Stewart.] Did it appear to you like inviting Mr. Landale to put in an application against that 

which he held in his hand? Yes; and among twenty applications that Mr. Landale had in his hand he 
would rummage them over to see if he could find an application to fit. The bon&Jlde free selector withdrew 
his application then. 

21&. Lucas.] For the other lots? He said he would not apply for any. He said-" If I cannot select 
for myself and family without being competed against for each block I won't select at all." This poor 
unfortunate man was afterwards successful on that day in obtaining land; but between returnmg home 
and coming back to his selection four out of his seven children died. 

From what cause? Either diphtheria or scarlatina. 
Chairman.] Was he residing in New South Wales, or was he one of those who have come over from 

Victoria to settle in this Colony? He came over from Victoria. Nearly all of them are from Victoria. 
They are quite new residents, and a most respectable class of society they are. 

What class of society did they  belong to in Victoria ;-I mean generally that class of men who have 
come to settle lately in Riverina? They are farmers; they have been engaged in land pursuits prior to 
coming into New South Wales. Not being able to get a sufficiently large area of land in Victoria they 
have sold out their small homesteads, and have come to New South Wales to settle. 

Mr. Lucas.] And when they come into New South Wales they are frustrated in their endeavours to 
take up land by the action of this land agent and the squatters? Just so. 

Chairman.] And we lose the population? We lose the population, most decidedly; and they are a 
most desirable class of settlers, because they are men of means-small means-who have had experience 
in farming pursuits, and who are men of respectable character in every instance. There is another case I 
wish to mention: A man of the name of iRose, from Victoria, made an application for certain blocks of 
land situated on the same run-the Lower Deniliquin iRun; he applied for five blocks-one for himself 
and four for his children. 

Mr. Stewart.] Blocks of what size? 320 acres each. The land agent accepted his money, and the 
man got his receipt, but two out of these five lots were subsequently put up for sale, and sold to 
Mr. Landale. 

Chairman.] Could you fix about the date on which he selected? Yes; it was about the beginning of 
September last. I think it was not later than that, but before it if anything. This land was advertised in 
the Government Gazette and in the local papers for sale. 

After the selection? Both before and after he took up his selections. It so happened that two of 
these blocks-I believe two of them-were surveyed on a reserve. 

Surveyed on a reserve? Yes, surveyed on a reserve. 
The surveyor did not know that he was on a reserve? I will not say that. The reserve was revoked 

only one day prior to the sale. 
One day prior to the sale by auction? One day prior to the sale by auction; at least, notice of its 

revocation only reached Deniliquin one day prior to sale. 
And how long before the sale was the land surveyed ;-about how long? Between two and three 

months. 
And it could not be selected all that time because the notice of the revocation did not appear in the 

Gazette? No. 
And that protected this surveyed land from conditional purchase? This land, at the time it was 

taken up by Rose, was advertised for sale; he had no idea that it was a reserve, nor had anyone else, unless 
it was the station owners close by. What I wish to point out is, that this land was advertised for sale; a 
man takes it up as a conditional purchaser, and the revocation of the reserve takes place only one day 
before the sale by auction by the Government. 

Mr. Lucas.] And then it was sold by auction? Then it was sold by auction. 
Although a conditional purchaser had previously selected it, and paid his deposit on the land? Yes. 
It was actually sold by auction? It was. 
Mr. Stewart.] How did the conditional purchaser come to give it up? He has not given it up, unless 

it be lately. 
Chairman.] I suppose it will involve a contention between the squatter who bought at auction and 

the conditional purchaser as to who is to have the land? I cannot say. The selector is rather an ignorant 
- man, 
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man, and I suppose that rather than involve hith self in any raw proceedings he will let the land pass by. A. Jameoh, 
However, the land was bought by the lessee of the run; and at the time it was bought it was just Esq. 

relieved from being a portion of a reserve. 
1Wi. Stewart.] That man that you have spoken of could not select lawfully while the land was a 20 Nov., 1873 

reserve? No. 
In fact his selection was invalid? Invalid. 

410. But by the reserve being cancelled the sale became valid the day afterwards? Just so. That is 
what I wish to point out. These reserves are only revoked a day or two before the sale. The revocation 
of these reserves only expires a day or so before the sale. 

In time to let some particular parties obtain the land?. Yes, that is my belief. 
What do you mean when you say it was only revoked the day before the sale? The Gazette notice 

only expired then. 
The Gazette revocation only expired the day before the land was sold in Deniliquin? I believe so. 
A&. Lucas.] Do you know the date? I cannot remember the date exactly. 
The land was situated on the Upper Deniliquin Run ? On the Lower Deniliquin Run. If I remember 

rightly, the number of the reserve is 768. 
Chairman.] Did I understand you to say that on almost every land day the land office at Deniliquin 

is crowded with squatters and their spies, who attend for -the express purpose of baulking the genuine, 
the bond ficle, selectors in making their applications? Yes; the arrangements are greatly against men 
taking up land in New South Wales. I have gathered materials and made an estimate of the number of 
free selections and the quantity of land taken up during the last three months. I find that from October 
7 to November 6 inclusive, there were 396 applications for land at Deniliquin under the 13th clause of the 
Land Act, and these 396 applications comprised nearly 100,000 acres; 216 applications were from the 
squatters, either by themselves or their agents, and the land taken up by them under free selection 
amounts to upwards of 52,626 acres. There were 180 bond fide free selectors who took up land to the 
extent of 46,890 acres. The revenue derived from that office during the last quarter was, I think, about 
£28,000. 

And that amount was nearly all derived from land taken up under the Act. May there not have 
been a great many selections taken up by virtue of Volunteer land orders? I know of two gentlemen-
Messrs. George and Frederick Peppin-each of whom has taken up six 50-acre blocks by means of these 
Volunteer certificates. 

On what run was that? They are the lessees of three runs-Morago, Bonooke, and Wangonilla. 
To each of these 50-acre blocks they havee-added 270 acres. 

What do you mean by added? They have taken up 270 acres more as an additional conditional 
purchase. - 

The foundation of that conditional purchase being a land order? Yes, and I may mention that this 
land was taken up on a day set apart for ordinary land purposes-Thursday--which I believe is contrary 
to the law. These gentlemen hold 4,200 acres through the means of Volunteer land certificates in their 
own names. 

.Mr. Lucas.] They have taken up 50-acre blocks in virtue of the Volunteer land orders, and have then - 
added 270 acres afterwards? Yes. 

Each Volunteer order being made the means of taking up 320 acres of land? Yes. 
Chairman.] And of getting three times more than that-of getting 960 acres more? Yes. Of course 

it is understood that they do not reside on land so taken up. These selections by means of Volunteer 
certificates are all taken up in their own names-2,100 in the names of Frederick Peppin, and 2,100 in the - 
name of George Peppin. On November 6 I have every reason to believe that there were no less than 
twenty.six selections taken up by the Messrs. Peppin Brothers. 

Mr. Lucas.] By what means? Under the ] 3th clause of the Act. 
Chairman.] By dummies or by land orders? Not by land orders. Under the 13th clause of the 

Act they name the parties. 
Mr. Lucas.] Taken up by dummies do you mean? Yes, I think so. - 
What leads you to suppose that? I come to that conclusion from the fact that on Mr. Frederick 

Peppin's station I think there are not more than four regularly paid hands. 
Did Mr. Peppin pay the money to the land officer? Yes. 
Mr. Peppin paid the money for the holders of these selections? The selections were partly taken 

up by Mr. Thies, an agent in Deniliquin. 
Chairman.] Did the persons in whose names these blocks were taken up appear in the matter? No; 

not at all. 
Only the leaseholder of the run appeared ? Only the leaseholder and his agent, Mr. Thies. Mr. 

George Peppin and Mr. Thies were the parties who took up these twenty-six selections. These gentlemen 
have taken up any number of selections prior to this date; but it was the immense number taken up on 
this particular date that made the matter so conspicuous, and drew attention to it. Their object in so 
doing, in taking up selections on surveyed land is, that the land may be declared forfeited, and the lessees 
will then buy up the land, although they are put to a total expense of 25s. per acre instead of 20s. 
41. Mr. Stewart.] That being so, these selections are made for the purpose of preventing bond Jide condi-
tional purchasers from taking up the land? Yes. 

And they hold them for three years? Not necessarily so. They hold them until such time as they 
are forfeited. I 'will also observe, and I think Mr. Mayger will be able to substantiate what I say more 
particularly in this matter, that there have been several blocks of surveyed land taken up as conditional 
purchases through the agency of the lessees of,  Upper and Lower Deniliquin Runs to prevent th?m from 
being taken up by the bond fidc selector and then bought at public auction by the lessees. These selections 
have been advertised for sale in the local papers. 

-Chairman.] After they have been selected by the run-holders? Both before and after; and on the 
day appointed for the sale they were bought by the owners of the run. 

I&. Stewart.] Was there no higher bidder? No. And moreover on one particular day on which I 
was present myself there was a Mr. Robertson, who had conditionally purchased some land on Lower 
Deniliquin Run, but by some mistake or other he had under- estimated the quantity in the blocks. He 
took up two blocks for himself, and the area of land in the two blocks amounted to more than 320 acres-
more thanwas allowable by the Act. But still I believe he was entitled to one of the blocks, although the 
other was forfeited, Both these blocks were bought by Messrs. Landale Brothers. 415. 
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A. Jamesoa, 445. Mr. Lucas.] Because they were forfeite&P No; there was nothing said of that at the time. 
Esq. 446. Nothing at nil? This complaint was brought in afterwards. 

Did Messrs. Landale Brothers buy them by auction P Yes; after they had been conditionally 
20 Nov., 1873. purchased. Mr. Robertson was not aware that he had under-estimated the quantity at all until he 

received information from the land office that he had done so. 
Mr. Stewart.] And having done so his application was rejected P Yes. 
Uhairman.] How is it that the land agent could not have informed this man that there were more 

than 320 acres in the two blocks P The land agent is totally ignorant in such matters. 
You think that these things arise through ignorance, or from a want of a desire to assist the public? 

He is either ignorant or he will not assist the public. I think he does not take the trouble to inform 
himself; but at the time of sale his attention was called to the fact that these blocks had been selected 
ñpon by a party in the Court House, who was the selector himself; and this party was told to mind his 
own business, for he (the land agent) was doing right. The land officer could not but have known that 
these lands which he was then putting up for sale by auction had been previously selected. 

Mr. Lucas.] With reference to these land orders of which you spoke ;-the owner of every Volunteer 
land order can take up 50 acres, and by virtue of that can then take up other 270 acres. [believe this system 
of taking up land by means of these Volunteer certificates is very extensively used in your district P Yes; itis. 

Do you consider that they are a very great inconvenience in the way of taking up land by conditional 
purchase? They hinder other selectors from coming in, because the description is so vague. For instance, 
a settler applies for a certain portion of land and his application is accepted, but immediately he settles 
down upon the land the squatter says, "I have already secured this land by virtue of a land order." 

That is pretty general ;-is it not? It is very general. 
In reality, in consequence of these laud orders, persons do not know what land is open to conditional 

purchase, and what has already been taken up P No; they are quite ignorant as to that. 
The only way in which persons who want to select land can possibly know what land is open for free 

selection is when it is measured? Only when it is measured after survey, and after it is marked down on 
the chart. 

That is the only way? Yes, that is the only way. 
In point of fact thes land-orders shut up the whole of the country down there P They are taken up 

so as to block any nice portion of the country. 
Let me understand you. Are they taken up at all, or do the holders of them wait until a conditional 

purchaser selects a piece of land, and then when that is done do the holders of them put in a claim for 
the land so taken up by virtue of their land orders P The land is taken up under the Volunteer certificates 
prior to the bond Jlde selector taking it up. 

But the boundaries are not marked P No, they are not. 
Then how do you know that the land is taken up at all? Merely from the report from the advertise-

ment in the local paper. 
Have you no other information of it? This is the only guide we have-this piece of paper which I 

hold in my hand. 
What does that purport to be P It is a list of land selections at Deniliquin, made on Thursday, 6 

November, 1873, and in this list you will see these selections :-Frederick Peppin, Volunteer order, 50 
acres and 50 acres. George Peppin, ditto, 50 acres. Mr. George Peppin took, as agent for Frederick 
Peppin, 270 acres contingent, on a Volunteer order. 

I see that it says George Peppin, 50 acres and 50 acres P Yes. 
It does not mention the locality where the land was taken? The land-officer makes an entry of this 

in a different book to the usual register of lands which have been selected, and there is very great difficulty 
in ascertaining where these lands are. 

Mr. Stewart.] This is a list of land selections at Deniliquin on the 6th of November, 1873 P 
Mr. Lucas.] What paper was it published in P This is a slip from the Deniliquin Chronicle. 
And that is the only information which you have to go by P The only information we outsiders receive. 

408. Can you get information by applying to the land agent P You can get the name of the run upon 
which the land is selected, and the county. 

Then, with the exception of the entry in the land agent's book, which states the run upon which the 
land has been selected, and the county, you have no other particular information, or is there anything else 
stated? It states the county and frequently the parish. 

And the run? It does not state the run. 
Only the county and the parish? Sometimes the parish is not named. 
Then merely the county? Merely the county. 
Is there anything in that to prevent the owner of the Volunteer land order from holding it over until 

some persons actually selects a pieceof land;-is there anything to prevent the owner of the land order 
from then coming down upon the free selector and saying, "I have already selected that land under my 
land order"? I believe that it is understood that in the event of the owner of the land order applying 
for certain lands by virtue of these orders he has to be on the ground about the time that his application 
is put in to the land officer. 

It is understood that he has to be on the ground? Yes. 
But who knows whether he is on the ground or not? I could not say. 
Suppose that I am the lessee of a run of 100,000 acres, and that I am also the holder of a Volunteer 

land order? I go to the land agent, and 11 say that I will take up the land to which I am entitled under 
my Volunteer certificate in a certain parish in which these 100,000 acres,-or portion of them, are situated. 
I never mark my selection. Suppose you come and select land in that parish, what is there to prevent me 
from saying that I have already taken up that land by virtue of my certificate. There is nothing to pre-
vent a transaction of that sort that I know of. That is one of the great evils of these land orders. 

Persons merely register the land order and hold over the actual selection under it until some bond 
fide conditional purchaser makes a selection on their run, and then they lay claim to his land by virtue of 
their land order. They affirm that the piece of ground which he has taken up is covered by their order. 
Is that the fact? That is exactly the state of the case. 

Would not this be obviated in a great measure if people who took up ground under any system were 
compelled, when taking up the ground, to pull down corner-posts; and when I say posts, I mean pieces of 
wood 12 in. by 8 in. square and 3 or 4 feet high; There would be nothing to prevent them from shifting 
the pegs. 479. 
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But they would not shift four posts 2 cwt. each. Suppose I take up land under a Volunteer order, A. Jameson, 
and suppose I put my posts at the four corners of the piece I take up, and say, when I register my land Esq. 

order, that I have already marked my ground, covered by it with pegs or posts of a certain size and height, 
any person who desired to select in the neighbourhood would be able to see for himself the land which 20 Nov., 1873. 
had already been taken up? If you were to make a declaration to that effect. 

If a person were compelled to mark the ground which he took up in the way I have described, and if 
he were required to do so before he registered his Volunteer order at the land office, that would prevent 
him from covering several patches of ground with the same order? It would. 

And persons desirous of taking up land under conditional purchase could thell see what land had 
been selected, and what land was still open for free selection? They could. 

You say that in consequence of the operation of these land orders people cannot tell what land has 
already been taken up from that which is still open to free selection? Not unless it is surveyed. Unless 
it is surveyed it is impossible for them to tell. 

But if the land had to be marked as I have suggested they could tell? Yes. 
Do you think that that would obviate a good deal of the inconvenience and difficulty which arises 

from these Volunteer land orders? I think it would, more particularly if in addition to that they were 
compelled to make a declaration to that effect. 

What I am driving at does not require a declaration. If you went upon the ground and found that 
there were no pegs or posts to mark the boundaries you would be able to select,-the very absence of the 
eornerposts being a sufficient indication that the land was open to be taken by anyone? Certainly that 
would obviate much difficulty. 
480. You think that it would be a great benefit to free selectors and the public if that were done? Yes. 

Are there any other ways in which these large lessees of the public estate prevent the selection of 
land besides through the operation of the land order system? By taking up dummy selections. 

Is there no other mode of obtaining land? Sales by public auction. 
But the lands put up for sale at auction are all surveyed? Yes. 
Are their boundaries clearly marked? Yes. 
If these land orders were marked in the same way you would be able to tell land which had been 

taken up and land which was open to free selection? Certainly. 
Now you do not know at all unless the land is surveyed?, No. 
You have no idea where the Volunteer certificate applies? No. 
The whole of that county, excepting such portions of it as may be surveyed for auction sale, is closed 

through the operation of these Volunteer land orders?' It is. On the Mathowra Run there has been 
some land surveyed there lately, and the pegs have been reversed. 

Who has reversed them? It is unknown. 
Mr. Stewart.] What do you mean by reversed? When a block of land is surveyed the posts are 

put in in a certain corner; on these posts, which are of substantial hardwood, the number of the lot is 
carved out, and you can see at once which selection it applies to. 

Chairman.] Marked on each side of it? Yes. In the event of four or five blocks being together, 
and each block having a post, if you were to reverse the posts it would lead you to imagine that it was  
the opposite block which was alienated. 

31r. Lucas.] And persons are led astray by that dodge? Yes. 
Chairman.] That has actually been done to your knowledge? It has been done to my knowledge on 

the Mathowra Run. 
Mr. Lucas.] They do not simply take up 50 acres of land by means of these Volunteer certificates, 

but they take up 270 'acres as an additional conditional purchase? They do. 
They do not live upon the land taken up under the Volunteer certificates'? There is no sign of any-

body living where such lands are taken up. In fact I think it would be very difficult for a man taking 
up six or seven 50-acre blocks of land, situated on different pains of the run, to reside on each and 
every one. 

Do you know whether this matter has been brought under the consideration of the Minister or of 
the Government? I understand that some notice has been given to the Minister for Lands to that effect, 
but I would not be certain. I know that , the land orders are very scarce now, and that squatters are 
paying a very high premium for them, as high as £120. 

Do you know whether any selections have been made in the names of the aboriginals of the district? 
I know of one. 

One only? He is a minor, residing at Quiamong.n 
What is the general opinion of the people of the district with reference to these land orders? They 

consider that it is a wrong system altogether. They denounce them as being purely intended to thwart 
the free selector who wants to get land for the bond fida purpose of settlement. According to the 
system which at present prevails in the district, and the manner in 'which the land business is performed 
by the land agent on land office days, a bond fide selector has thd greatest difficulty in getting any land 
at, all. If a man, who is a stranger, is seen on any run, looking about,- he is at once dodged and followed 
by the station hands. And if he happens to put in a peg so as'to enable him to give a description to the 
land officer of the land which he desires to take up under conditional purchase, as sure as fate the squatter 
is at the land office on the next land office day with an application for the very same ground. 
500. Chairman.] So as ,to run him to a ballot? So as to run him to a ballot; but whoever is at the office 
first 'has the prior right to select. 

Mr. Lucas.] But the squatter or his superintendent is sure to be there directly the land office 
opens? Yes. 

And as a rule it is taken up as a dummy selection? Yes; the parties in whose names the land is 
taken up are not known. 

Uhairman.] Has any case of this sort come under your notice: A case where a person who wishes to, 
purchase, and who puts in his application and description to enable him to do so, is met by the squatter, 
who does not simply put in one application but pitts in the applications of other persons besides his own, 

in 

'' Nom (on revision) :-And I may add that it has come to my knowledge within the last few days, two selections have 
- been taken up on Moira Run, through the agency of O'Shanassy, for aboriginals-Atkinson I believe to be the name; and I 
think they are both females. 
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A. Jameson, in order that when the whole of the applications go to the ballot he may have the advantage of two or 
Esq. three chances to one as against the bonc fide conditional purchaser? I will not speak certainly as to that, 
' -  but I know that on the 25th of September last I noticed, when I was present at the lands office that not 
20 Nov., 1873. only Mr. Alexander Landale but his overseer also held applications, and I think that each application they 

held was for the same ground. 
And they both had a ballot as against the conditional purchaser? Yes. 
And the chances would be as two to one against the conditional purchaser? As two to one. 
Perhaps you will proceed with your general statement if you please? I think I mentioned that it 

was a dodge of the squatter to take up land in fictitious names, or rather in the names of persons who do 
not exist in the district, or are unknown there; and his object in doing that is that the land may be 
forfeited, and then be bought up by him at public auction. I may mention that on my way from Deniiquin 
to Moama I was shown several huts situated on the Moira Run. These huts are denounced as dummy 
huts, and they consist of a few sheets of bark tied down upon a few uprights with a ridge-pole. Mr. 
Mayger will be able to give you a sketch of their appearance. 

AIr. &ewart.] What is the object in putting up these huts? Four of these huts are situated around 
Joachim's selection for the express purpose of barring him in from his grass rights. 

And seemingly to comply with the Act by making some improvements upon the ground? The huts 
were put up at the instance of the surveyor, who said he would not survey until they made some improve-
ments. These were the improvements; and from the day of their survey to the present time I am informed 
by Mr. Joachim that there is only one of the lot that has been tenanted, and that has been tenanted by a 
boundary-rider. 

Chairman.] Only one of them has been occupied? That is all. 
And there are four? There are four. 
And are these placed so as to block off the land? I have 'a tracing here which will show you. They 

are so taken up as to block Mr. Joachim in from getting his grass rights. 
They have hemmed him in so that he cannot get his preemptive lease? That is the object. 
Mr. &ewart.] And these sham huts are put up by way of calling them improvements? Yes. 
Mr. Lucas.] Was that boundary-rider the selector of that piece of ground? Yes; he is in the 

employment of Mr. O'Shanassy; and he acknowledges that he is a dummy. 
He is a boundary-rider for Mr. O'Shanassy? Yes; Palmer is his name. 
Chairman.] Would you indicate on this plan the blocks which you say were selected by Joachim and 

family, by their number and area, as they appear before you? There are eight of them. 
Would you give the numbers of Joachim's selections? No. 167, 168, 160, 165, 163, 164, 162, 161. 
Those are Joachim's selections as shown on the plan? They are. 
Would you now point out to the Committee the blocks which, as you state, have been dummied in 

order to shut him out from his pre-lease-indicate them by their numbers? There is one here (No. 169), 
an improvement purchase granted to Mr. O'Shanassy for a well sunk there-320 acres. 

Mr. Lucas.] What sort of a well was that? Simply a common well for water. 
What would it cost to sink it-be liberal in your estimate ;-what do you suppose it would cost to 

sink it? I would sink it for 5s.• a foot, and consider that very good payment. 
And how deep is it? I do not know. 
How deep do you suppose it is? It is not 100 feet deep, I am confident. 
Then you think it is not worth more than £20? It is worth more than that, for there is the expense 

of bricking or slating it, and other necessary requirements. The value of the well would not exceed £100, 
and that is allowing a good margin. 

Then he has got the right of purchasing 320 acres for sinking a well, the value of which does not 
exceed £100. Yes, if I mistake not. 

Chairman.] Now indicate the others which you say are dummies? One is in the name of James 
Palmer. 

What is the number of the lot? No. 159. This one is occupied. He is a boundary-rider, and he 
acknowledges that he is a dummy for Mr. O'Shanassy. Another is No. 160, and another No. 4, and the 
other No. 3. The names in which these selections are held are respectively those of J. Palmer, A. Atkinson, 
L. Atkinson, and P. Millage. There is another one here: No. 11, taken up in the name of Fitzgerald, 
who was overseer of the station; and I ascertained when I passed through that this overseer had left 
the station. 

.lWi-. Lucas.] Taken up in his name before he left the station? Yes, previous to his leaving the 
station. These selections have been taken up something like six months, so that there has been plenty of 
time to make improvements, •but there are no* signs of any further improvements whatever. In fact, I 
believe that some of the huts have never been lived in; the grass is growing fresh all about them, and 
there are no signs that there has ever been a fire alongside any of them. 

Chairman.] Will you furnish the Committee with a tracing of this plan, which shows the conditional 
purchases of Joachim, and the other lots you have indicated? I will do so. (Vide Appendin C 3.) 
538. A&. Lucas.] It is on Moira Run, you say? Yes. At a meeting that was held at Moama, prior to our 
leaving for Sydney, a Mr. Rogers, a selector there, stated that he had a selection on Perracouta Run, and 
that there was no purchased land within three miles of him. He applied for a grass right, but was 
informed that the lessees of the run had already secured this grass right, but for no good cause. 

Who informed him? The land agent. We were also informed by a party of the name of W. Preston, 
who had taken up a selection of 40 acres on Perracouta Run, that he was induced by the Police Magistrate 
of Moama, who is also the land agent there, to transfer his right in his selection to Robertson and Wagner, 
who are the lessees of the run, before three months had expired. - 

Before three months from the time that the-land was taken up originally? Yes, and that is contrary 
to the Act. 

Chairman.] And he was allowed to do this by the land officer? He was requested to do it by the 
land officer there, and he got £25 for his bargain, and cleared out. He was offered a situation as coach-
driver to Cobb & Co. Robertson and Wagner are the proprietors of that line. I requested him to send 
in an affidavit to that effect, and if he does so I will leave it with you. I have also brought an affidavit 
here-as one fact out of many-to show the delays which occur, and the non-arrival of maps and 
tracings. 
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Maps and tracings of land which have been measured for auction sale? Yes. This affidavit goes on A. J'ameson, 
to state as follows :'-" I, Henry Majors, of Moama, in the Colony of New South Wales, law clerk, make Esq. 
oath and say, that a sale of Crown Lands was advertised at Moama, the 17th day of February last. That 
the tracings of the land advertised for sale only arrived at Moama a few days previous to the day of sale. 20 Nov., 1873. 
That on the arrival of the said tracings Mr. Maunsell, the Crown Lands agent at Moama, was absent 
through sickness, I believe, and upon my calling upon Mr. Vaughan, senior constable, who sometimes acts 
as deputy Clerk of Petty Sessions, to inspect the said tracings, he informed me that he had forwarded 
them to Mr. Maunsell pursuant to the latter gentleman's instructions ; consequently they were not to be 
seen until his return just prior to the sale." That affidavit is signed by Mr. Majors and duly sworn on 
the 13th of November, at Echuca, before Mr. James Shackell, a Commissioner of the Supreme Court of 
the Oolony of New South Wales, for taking affidavits. That is evidence to show how dark the people 
are kept as to the whereabouts of land even that is advertised for sale. They can get no charts; no infor-
mation whatever. I would specially recommend that the Lands Department should inquire into the 
proceedings of the land officer at _Moama. There are several complaints against him in his official 
capacity. 

These charts are of course expected up a sufficiently long time before the day of sale to allow persons 
who may wish to buy an opportunity of inspecting them, and of ascertaining where the land is situated? 
Exactly. 

And in the ease you refer to they did not arrive until shortly before the day of sale? It says in 
that affidavit not until just prior to the sale. I would also say that at Moama they urged upon us the 
necessity of mentioning that a surveyor should be appointed for the district. There is no one there to 
give the people any information whatever. - 

.Mr. Lucas.]. Do you mean to say that there is no district surveyor, no Jicensed surveyor there? 
No; there is not. 

Are there many selections there? People rather than take up land there go to Deniliquin where 
they can get more information. They can get no information whatever from the Government officials at 
Moama. 

Do you think that if there was a licensed surveyor stationed at Moama there would be sufficient for 
him to do? I think that from the way that selectors are crowding in now I certainly think it would pay 
if there were one there. 

Is the land good about Moama? Yes. 
Good for cultivation? Yes; there is a great deal of cultivation about there. In fact the cultiva-

tion of the Murray district is down that way. There are a number of small selectors, and they go in for 
nothing else in that neighbourhood but cultivation. Until very lately there have been very few pastoral 
selectors. I must also mention that in the case of land taken up through the agency of squatters, pay-
ment is always tendered, as far as I have seen, by cheque, signed by the lessees of the run. 

Ohairniax.] Do you refer to the cases in which land is taken up by squatters as dummy selections? 
Yes. 

And you urge this as a collateral froof that they are dummies because the deposit is paid by the 
cheque of the lessee of the run? Yes. 

Has that come to your knowledge in many cases? I have seen that with my own eyes in several 
cases. 

Is it a matter of general notoriety? It is a general thing if a squatter goes into the land office as 
an agent for the purpose of taking up selections on his run, that the payment is tendered by the squatter 
with his own cheque. Of course the land agent generally knows the squatter's signature, and takes the 
cheque as good. Other settlers have to pay in cash. 

.Mr. Farnell.] Are you aware that the land agents are instructed not to receive cheques? I am. 
There are also great complaints as to the manner of measuring some lands in our neighbourhood, and' I 
think it is through the instrumentality of the lessee of the run that it is so measured. For instance 
I know of five, if I mistake not, 164 acre blocks adjoining each other. The reason why this is done is 
that one man can only take up the 164 acres of surveyed land. He could not take up two, because they 
would make more than 320 acres, which is all that the Act allows. These five 164 acre blocks are all 
adjoining. I firmly believe that the surveyor is often biased by the squatter. 

Mr. Far'nell.] I do not think that I quite understand what you mean by these 164 acre blocks. 
What do you wish to convey? That they are so measured, as I believe, at the instance of the squatter, 
to prevent the selector from taking up more than one block. If they were 160 acres each, the free selector 
could take up two blocks; but as they are now measured he could not take up two 164-acre blocks with-
out taking up more than the law entitles him to purchase. I also desire to recommend that it is advisable 
that an inspector should be appointed to inquire into these dummy selections down there; I mean that he 
should be stationed in the district, to see that the improvements required by the Act are carried out. 

And that the condition of residence is complied with? Yes. 
Would you have him continually travelling through the district? Most certainly I would; it is a 

very large district, and the number of selections which have been taken up lately are such as to warrant 
the appointment of some one whose duty it would be to see that the conditions are carried out. 

To see that the provisions of the law are properly carried out? Yes. 
Do you think that that would have the effect of checking the dummy system? I think that that 

would have the effect of checking dummyism. I may say that within the last few weeks the land office 
business at Deniliquin has been carried on in a more satisfactory manner than it was previously. A staff 
surveyor, Mr. Finlay, has been appointed, and I think he has given every satisfaction; but at Moama great 
ignorance prevails with regard to everything connected with the land. 

Mr. Stewart.] A good many dummy selections have been taken up for the purpose of securing other 
parts of the run? There are; and they are taken up in such a manner as to block any one from coming 
in between. 

Are they ever so shaped as to prevent the intrusion of rival selectors—are they not sometimes taken 
up in long narrow strips? No; that is contrary to the Act. The system of measurement is prescribed by 
the Act. I believe the most that can be done is to shape the lots as two to one—to 'make them say a mile 
long by half a mile wide. 

That is where there is a frontake to a road or river I believe? Yes. It is generally desired among 
- selectors 
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A. Jameon, seectors that there should be some concessions as regards improvements to the land. Suppose that a man 
q. with a family of five takes up a selection, they think that it is too much to expect him to carry out 

improvements to the amount of £1 per acre on each child's selection. They think that the value of the 
20 Nov., 1873. improvements required should be reduced by one half. 

That condition of the Land law is practically, evaded in a very large number of cases, is it not? Yes; 
there is no doubt of it. 

That is actually the fact? That is actually the fact; but not in the case of the bond jide selector. 
It does not matter by whom it is evaded—the fact is that it is evaded? By no bond fide selectors 

that I have seen. I can mention one in Lower Deniliquin Run, and it is in the name of Daniel Fox:  The 
selection had been taken out previously by a man of the name of Gaibraith, the overseer of the Lower 
Deniliquin station. After residing on the land for a year he transferred it to Daniel Fox, and Daniel Fox 
resided on the ground the remaining two years, making up the required term. In that case I am almost 
certain that the improvements are not to the value of £1 per acre. There is another selection taken up in 
his name, through the agency of the lessees of the run, Messrs. Landale Brothers. Fox took seriously ill 
not long since, and was in the Deniliquin Hospital; it was thought to be a serious matter, and the over-
seers had the selection made over to another man on the run. There was another selection taken up in 
the name of this man Galbraitli, and he acknowledges that he never knew anything of it until he saw that 
the land had been taken up in the newspapers. Another great difficulty which new settlers experience in. 
taking up land is how to properly define their boundaries. It is easy enough, looking at a map, to see the 
position of land, but when you are on the land itself it is almost impossible to tell where are the exact 
boundaries between the ieserves. 

Mr. Lucas.] If they were compelled to put posts in the ground, as I have suggested, would not that 
obviate the difficulty? I am speaking of reserves. 

Reserves should be marked also? If so there would be no difficulty. 
566. But there are no reserves marked? There is a roughly defined reserve running through Landale's 
run to Hay, about a mile wide. 

Mr. &ewart.] In fact, there seems to be no means taken to let the public know what land is open 
for free selection and what is not, either by maps or by marks upon the land? No. The marks are plain 
enough on the map, but when you place yourself on the ground, where there is a large extent of country, 
there are no indications whatever to 5110w the boundaries of the reserves. 

Mr. Lucas.] If there were posts placed, as I have suggestd, there would be no difficulty? No, 
there would not. These reserves are not surveyed, and it is in the option of the surveyor, in many 
instances, I think, to extend them. That has been done to my knowledge; but I do not know whether the 
surveyor received his instructions from head.quarters or not. - 

Chairman.] And is not the land officer in a position to inform the conditional purchaser whether the 
land he applies for is upon a reserve or not? He is not in a position to do so. 

He does not pretend to do so? He does not pretend to do so, to my knowledge. In fact, as regards 
Deniliquin, he has so many other things to atteild to that he does not, or will not, bother his head about 
the matter. 

You think that the difficulty complained of might be obviated by the reserves being conspicuously 
marked on the ground before they are proclaimed? Yes. I would also observe, as it is next to impossible 
for any conditional purchaser to get his pre-emptive rights, from the fact that he is sure to be blocked out 
by other settlers coming into the district, that the acreage should be increased to more than 320 acres. 

Mr. Lucas.] I understand you to recommend that the power to take up land should be extended 
from 320 acres to (say) 640 acres? Yes. 

Chairanaiiz.] You would allow a man to select 40 acres? Decidedly. I mean that 640 acres should 
be the maximum, and that the conditional purchaser should be allowed to take up any less number of acres 
than 640. 

Mr. &ewart.] Why should he not take up 6,000 acres, if he is able to pay for them? There are very 
few who are. 

FRIDAY, 21 NOVEMBER, 1873. 

Mn. RODD, Mn. LUCAS, 
Mn. TTJNKS, . Mn. STEWART. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE OUNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
Mr. Alfred Jamison called in and re-examined :- 

A. 3ameson, 575. Uliairmaft.] Have you completed the statement you desired to make? I have. 
sq. 576. And are you now willing to submit yourself to examination in respect to that statement? I am. 

577. In your evidence you have referred to "dummyism";—is that confined exclusively to the Crown 
21 Nov., 1873. tenants, or are the conditional purchasers also concerned in it? There are very few cases that I know of 

in which "dummyism" has been used by the conditional purchaser. 
It has been stated to this Committee by other witnesses, that whilst the squatters have been 

dummying by means of their stockmen, shepherds, boundary-riders, and other servants, the conditional 
purchasers have been doing the same thing through their children? There have been selections made by 
conditional purchasers for their children, who are minors. 

Is there any difference between the two ;—between the squatter who selects through his servants, 
and the conditional purchaser who selects through hia children, who cannot occupy the ground—is not each 
an evasion of the law? I do not think so. There is a great difference between the two cases. If the 
conditional purchaser selects—call it a dummy selection if you like; he does it through his children and for 
the settlement of the country. 

Is that for the settlement of the country when we know that the children cannot reside away from 
the parents? I belive that carries out the conditions of the Act, because the land belongs to the child, 
and you put a responsible tenant on it at some future day. The selector takes it up for bond jide settle-
ment, whi]st the squatter takes it solely to block the selector. He has no intention when he takes it up of 
improving the land, of erecting buildings, or of placing anyone upon it. 

581 
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W. Luca&j When you say he has no intention, how do you manage to get at what his intentions A. Jameson, 
are? Solely in this way, that I know of no case in which the squatter has fulfilled the conaitions of the Esq. 
Land Act. . 

Uhairrnax.] With regard to the working of your local land office, has that been satisfactory? It has 21 Nov., 1873. 
not been so hitherto. 

Do 1 understand you to say that on one particular land office day the land agent held up the 
application of one particular conditional purchaser, and asked publicly if there was any application that 
would clash with it? What was 'done was this: The land agent held up the application of the person - 
I referred to, and addressing himself to a gentleman present asked, 't Have you any application that will 
clash with this?" 

Was that done with the intention of defeating the application ? I will not say what it was for; 
but there is the simple fact—he did it. 

Now, as to the Volunteer land orders, you say that they are used for the purpose in a great degree 
of blocking the legitimate free selector;—is that the case? It is. 

Not only in taking up the 50 acres for which they. are available, but also in being made to represent 
very much larger areas? Yes. 

Can you suggest any means by which this can be rectified? It is a very difficult question to decide 
upon. They are used expressly for the purpose of evading .the law, and how a remedy is to be applied it 
is hard to say. If you provide that pegs shall be put in to mark the area., he might attend at the land 
office, and finding some land applied for that interested him he might shift the pegs. 

Who might shift them?, Anybody might. Anybody having the land order. 
I suppose even the free selector might do it? Yes: He might do so; but I think, as a general rule, 

that it would be better for everyone to put pegs into the ground, marking out the block he requires, and 
then to give an accurate description of the land he requires to take up. 

Do you think that as a matter of policy the issue of these Volunteer land orders is judicious ? I do 
not. . They have been made the means of preventing the bond fide settler from obtaining land in our 
district;  they have frustrated the most material conditions of the Land Act; and they have prevented 
population from settling down upon the land,.because any one man can hold any number of these land 
orders he can get., and with them may take up any extent of country. . 

With regard to the maximum quantity of land which may now be conditionally purchased, you are 
aware that under the present law the quantity is limited to 324 acres? I am. 

Do you think that quantity ought to be increased? I do think that it ought to be. Tabe the case of 
a single man desirous of going into farming, and havilig a considerable amount of capital to enable him to 
carry on successfully. Having no family he cannot take up more than one selection of 320 acres, that 
being all the Act allows; whereas a man with children may take up any amount-320 acres for each child—
and yet the man without children may have much more capital than the man with children, and may be 
much better in position to benefit and develop the country. 

As, a person acquainted with the views of the conditional purchasers in your district, what do you 
say is their opinion on the subject? They are all in favour of increasing the selection to 640 acre. 

They are in fa'vour of doubling the present area? Yes; so as to make the amount which may be 
selected 1 square mile. 

And that is the general opinion of the conditional purchasers ?Yes ; that is the prevailing opinion. 
You are aware that under the present Land Act the person selecting land is bound to go and reside 

on it within a month of his applying for it? I am. 
Are you in favour of the residence condition? I am,—•as a means of peopling the country and of 

enriching the district. 
The condition is that not only shall lie reside upon the land but that within three years he shall also' 

improve it to the extent of £1 per acre? I am aware of it. 
Are you in favour of the improvement clause P As far as my own opinion goes, and I believe the same 

idea is pretty general, I think that in the case of a man with a family who takes up a number of selections, 
and who naturally finds it difficult to improve each selection to the extent of £1 per acre, some remission 
might be made. He may spend a large amount of money in fencing, in building, in sinking wells, and in 
making dams; but all this may be upon one selection, and he may find a difficulty in spending the neces-
sary amount of money over the whole selections, although there may be more spent on one than would 
cover the required amount on the whole. I think then that if this required improvement were reduced 
one half, and were made lOs. per acre instead of 20s., it would be more favourably received. 

Would not that tend still further to increase dummyism—would it not encouragç the squatters to 
still further take up land? I think you will find that in the case of the squatters, where any one of 
them takes up a selection, it is not with any intention of improving or residing upon the land at all. 

And the less the land is improved the better he likes it? Yes, certainly. 
In that view, seeing that your proposal would reduce the value, of improvements from 20s. to lOs., 

would it not be better likely to please him? No 'squatter takes up land with the idea of improving it, 
eyen to the extent of Gd. per acre. 

But if he selects land he is bound by law to improve it?' That is the case; but when it comes to 
the point he will rather forfeit the land than improve it. 

You will see that the person taking up land has three years during which he may make his improve 
ments ;—now would not a legitimate selector very readily expend £1 per acre on the land in that time? 
You must understand that in the cases I refer to, where the conditional purchaser has selected for his 
children, it will be found that on the purchaser's own particular selection there are improvements to a 
greater value than £1 per acre. Possibly there may be a good substantial house, comtnodious out-house's, 
yards, fences, and everything necessary for a well-conducted establishment; but in the case of the children's 
selections it could hardly be expected that he would erect anything like a substantial house; until the 
child came of an age to reside in it. And yet in these cases the improvements on the original selection 
are of sufficient value to cover what is required for the whole lot. 
05. But viewed in this light, and taking your own explanation, do you not see that the conditional pur- 
chaser can use dummyism quite as much as the squatter? I do not see it. - 
606. Ho*ever in the light of the explanations you have just offered you think it would be advisable to 
reduce the value of improvements to lOs. per acre? As far as my opinion goes, I certainly think it would 

124—E ' be 
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A Tameson, be desirable to reduce it; or, what perhaps might be as well, I would, if any selection was improved to a 
Esq. greater extent than £1 per acre, allow the overplus to go over to an adjoining selection of the same 

owner, so as to make up what might possibly be deficient. 
21 Nov., 183. 607. Has it ever come to your 'knowledge that a large number of persons living in towns, such as drapers, 

grocers, storekeepers, and hotel-keepers, would wish to take up conditional purchases, and would willingly 
improve them by spending on them all the profits of their business, were they not precluded from so doing 
by the residence clause of the Land Act? 11 am aware that there are many persons in towns who are 
desirous of taking up land by free selection, but who cannot do so without evading the law. 

Would you be in favour of the removal of the restriction in these cases, seeing that one of the main 
conditions of the law, the improvement of the land, would be complied with? No. I think that every 
man should attend to his own business; and these persons in the towns should attend to theirs. If this 
kind of occupation were allowed it would be carried to such an extent that it would prevent men who 
really wished to settle on the ground from obtaining land. 

Would not such men as these I have spoken of be likely to plant orchards and vineyards, and gene-
rally, from the means in their possession, to improve the land in a much superior way than would be done 
by the ordinary selector; of course, instead of working themselves, which they could not do, they wolild 
employ skilled men to work for them, thus benefiting the country in another way by providing employ-
ment for the labourer ;—would you shut these men out from the advantages of free selection? I am not 
in favour of allowing business men to select land. Instead of that, I am in favour of the principle of 
putting up the land near towns to auction in smaller blocks, so that if they wished for land they may have 
an opportunity of buying it right out. 

But the storekeeper or the publican who would not be able to reside himself upon the ground could 
yet be well able to afford to pay men, vinegrowers, gardeners, builders, and labourers, to plant him a vine-
yard or an orchard, or to put him up a house; and if the capital and the labour were there to a greater 
extent than in the case of the ordinary selector, would not the provisions of the Land Act be better carried 
out than they are by the men who merely puts a hut upon the ground and does nothing else? The latter 
case is decidedly a wrong thing, not contemplated by the Act; and as to the former, I think that if any 
plan of the kind were adopted it would only have the effect of offering a temptation to speculators in town 
to take up selections for the purpose of selling them afterwards to other persons, when'they could do so at 
a profit. And moreover, I do not think that any man will ever be able to make land pay without being on 
it himself. 

Mr. .Rodd.] You think then that by allowing these persons, who would be able to bring skilled and 
paid labour to bear upon the property, you would be merely encouraging a traffic in land, and that they 
would take it up only for the purpose of selling it again? I do not think that such a plan would encourage 
the settlement of the country; but, on the contrary, I believe it would have the effect of debarring settle-
ment. They would take up all the valuable land their could lay their hands upon in favourable localities, 
and they would thus hinder other people whose business it is to make their living from farming from 
coming forward to settle in the district. 

But do you not think that it would tend to the improvement of the country if gentlemen in the 
interior who had saved money in their business, were enabled to invest their savings in land where they 
would bring in paid labour to improve it? As purchasers of the land right out they would be a benefit 
to the country, but not as selectors under the 13th clause of the Land Act. I do not think, for instance, 
that an hotel-keeper could take up land under that clause, because he could not reside on it and reside at 
his hotel to ; and the law provides that he shall not live away from the house in which he has his business. 

Apart from the hotel-keeper, there are men in business who have saved money, who have their 
savings lying idle, or at a very low rate of interest, and who, if the residence clause were abolished, 
would invest those savings in land, not to traffic in it, but as a legitimate investment for their family? As 
far as I can see, there is nothing to prevent a storekeeper from taking up a selection of land. He might 
very well go and live on it whilst, his wife and family carry on the business. There is nothing to prevent 
him from so doing, or from taking the selection for one of his family, who could reside on it whilst he 
carried on his business. 

Have you never heard of a case of this kind: Of a man in business, who had saved some con-
siderable sum of money, and who is about to leave that business in the cOurse of a few years. In such a 
case would you allow the man to select and take up land, so as to prepare it for the occupation of himself - 
and family, on his quitting business, seeing that he is not able to do so now, because of the residence 
insisted upon by law? I have heard of one instance only, of a person desiring to select under those cir-
cumstances ; but he could not fulfil the residence conditions, and considered it useless to take up the land.. 

C/thirmaa.] You are aware that minors are allowed to select? I am. 
Do you think that is a state of .things which ought to be tolerated? I do. I think it has a tendency 

to increase the population and wealth of the district, whilst it has the advantage of tying people to the 
soil. It is this very thing which has, in a great measure, been the cause of so many people coming from 
Victoria to Deniliquin at the present time. Here they can take land for themselves and for their children 
also, whilst in Victoria a minor under 18 years of age is not allowed to select land. At the same time 
I may also state, that we hardly ask for this privilege for children of very tender years. It cannot be 
expected that they should be allowed to take up land, seeing that they are of too tender years to under-
stand the nature of an oath, or the meaning of a declaration. For instance, a child of twelve months old 
has been alluded to. This is manifestly too young, because at the expiration of the three he could not 
make a declaration. There should be some certain age fixed, below which the right to select should not 
be allowed. 

You are aware that during the last few years a great number of selections have been taken up in the 
names of infants ;—I would like to know whether these names of infants are used by the Crown tenanta 
or by the free selectors, or do they both make use of them? I know of no conditional purchase having 
been taken up for an infant. 

You stated the case of the Murray family on a former occasion? Yes; but that is not what 1 mean 
when I say an infant. What I call an infant is a child (say) under twelve months old. 

But in a legal sense the term infants includes all persons under twenty-one years of age;—are these 
infants used by the free selector or by the squatter? They are used by both. - 

Are you aware whether this is regarded as an evasion of the law? No, I do not think so; the 
impression is that children are entitled to select. 621. 
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Have you any objection to their doing so? None whatever. A. Tameson, 
And the people generally ;—do they object to it? Not that I am aware of. Esq. 

I understand that lately,  there has been a very large demand for the purchase of land at auction ;-
what is your opinion with regard to the sale of land by auction? I think that no auction sale of land 21 Nov., 1873. 
should take place where the land was within a radius of 25 miles of a township of a certain population. 

Taking the population scale of the 13th clause of the Land Act, would you extend that to sales of 
land by auction? I would. And my reason for so doing is this, that the nearer a farmer lives to a town the 
greater facilities he must necessarily possess for gettig rid of his produce; but if a man is compelled to 
take up his selection at a greater distance from a township he is of course put to greater expense in getting 
his produce to market. This applies equally to the agricultural as to the pastoral occupants, their cases 
being precisely similar. 

Then you are in favour of extending the town areas in such a way as that whereas now no person 
can select land within 5 miles of a town of a certain population you would extend that to 25 miles 
in regard to auction sales? I would. 
4326. Is that the idea of the majority of persons who desire to settle upon the lands of the Colony? It is. 
They all desire to settle as near as possible to the towns, in order that they may more readily get rid of 
their produce and more easily supply themselves with provisions. This is the case with all our selectors 
in the neighbourhood of Deniliquin. Two-thirds of them at least have selected as near as they could get 
to the town. 

Then it is the opinion of persons in your district that there should be no auction sales of land situated 
within a radius of 25 miles of a town of a certain population, and you also hold that opinion? I do; 
and that is the prevailing opinion in our district. 

All beyond 25 miles might be sold by auction, but none within that limit? Exactly. 
I presume you would have graduated areas in the same way as is now done in the 13th clause of the 

Land Act with regard to free selection, only you would extend them proportionately to the free selection 
areas, until you reached the maximum of 25 miles? That is my idea. 

Mr. .Lucas.1 Are you aware of what was the object of the state in giving persons permission to 
select land? Yes. It was to settle the country. 

Was it not rather that the land which was then lying idle shOuld be rendered productive? As far 
as I have been able to learn the primary object was to settle the country. 

Does it make much difference to the State, so long as the land is improved, whether the man settles 
on it or not? I see a very wide difference between the two. A man .may take. up a selection, improve 
a portion of it so as to satisfy the law, and may not reside on it; the country could certainly never be 
settled in that way; but the man who goes to reside not only settles down himself but also brings popu-
lation with him, and induces it around him. 
4333. But if the man does not reside, so long as he improves the land he must have labour to work it, 
and would it not necessarily follow that the labourers would reside on the land, thus populating it? I do 
not see that it follows; and residence was attached as a condition in oMer that the country might be 
settled. 
634. That is your personal view; but putting that aside for the present, was it not the opinion of the 
Colony generally that the great object of the Land law was to make the lands of the Colony pro. 
ductive? And to populate them. The population was the primary ëonsideration. 
4335. In the case I have instanced the land must be populated if people are engaged upon it as labourers ? 
It does not follow, or else you may say that the labourers of thO squatter populate his run. 
630. If a man takes up an acre of land which has hitherto produced nothing but grass, and he makes it 
return him 20 bushels of wheat, can it make any difference to the State, so long as it can gain this advan-
tage, whether the man lives in the country on the land, or in the town away from it;—and in asking you 
this I am speaking only in so far as it affects the State, and as a matter of public policy? Whether as a 
matter of public policy or otherwise, I am in favour of the provision that each man should reside on his 
ground and work it. 

I believe you object to monopoly—that is, to persons buying large quantities of land, and holding 
them? Yes; I do, most certainly. 

What would you call it if a person has ten children, and takes up 320 acres for each of them, with 
a block of the same. size for himsef, and another for his wife, or twelve blocks of 320 acres, making 3,840 
acres, with a grazing right of three times that area in addition; does that strike you as looking anything 
like monopoly? No, I do not think so. 'There are twelve souls, so that each block has its equivalent in 
accordance with law. 

Take the case of the squatter then: Say he employs twentyifive men, each of them with a wife and 
family. Here would be a greater number of souls than were brought on the ground by the selector. 
Why should not the squatter be allowed to take up 10,000 acres, or whatever quantity it might come to, 
at 320 acres per head, seeing that he supports this large number of people, just as the selector does his 
family? I see no objection to the squatter taking it up so long as he complies with the provisions of 
the Act. 

Speaking of monopoly, you are in favour of shutting out the general public from the puiuhase of land 
by auction? No, not shutting them out altogether; but only from within areas of 25 miles round towns 
of a certain size. 
4341. If you prevent auction sales, should not free selection be also stopped within the same areas? No, - 
because proximity to townships offers greater facility to the farmer to bring his produce to market and to 
get his provisions. A man who has to go and settle down 50 or 60 miles from a township would have to 
labour under very great difficulties. 

But taking your own idea of 25 miles? That is too great a distance from a township. 
You do not wish to have land sold at all by auction within a radius of 25 miles of a town with a 

certain number of inhabitants? I do not 
Are you a free selector? I am. 
How much land have you selected? 320 acres. 
What are you doing with it? I am fencing it in at present. 
Do you intend to turn your attention to cultivation? To cultivation and to pastoral pursuits as well. 
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A. Jameson, 643. Do you know any bonftde selectors who have taken up more than one selection in the name of their 
Esq. children? I do-several. 

2iN183 
649. Is it their intention to improve the land, and to carry out the conditions of the Act Most certainly; 

Nov., : there will not be the slightest evasion of the Act. I have never yet seen an instance of it in my 
experience. 

Are you of opinion that the upset price of land should be increased where it is sold by aution? I 
am not. 

You think the £1 per acre is sufficient as an upset price? I do. 
Are you in favour of letting persons select in the names of their childreh? I am. 
Theli I suppose you would allow a man to select for a child in arms-an infant of twelve months old? 

No. I have already said that I am not in liwour of that. 
64. What limit in regard to age would you put to rights of sclecion for children? The child should be 
old enough to understand reading and writing. 

At what age would you fix that? I think about five years old. 
Would it not be rather a precociOus child to understand reading and writing at that age? That 

would be the age at which the child should be allowed to take up the land. At the end of three years 
from that he should be able to read and write. 

Cheirnuan..] With regard to this question of sales by auction, is there not just now a great rush for 
land in Riverina, under that clause of the Act which, provides for purchase by auction? No, I think not. 
It is rather the reverse. People prefer to select: 

Yes, but I mean by the squatters;-is there not a rush on the part of the Crown tenants to buy land? 
Yes, there is a rush for their own land-parts of their own run-but there is no competition for it. 

There is a demand for land in that respect? There is. 
Who applies for it? The squatter. 
What does he apply for? For parts of his run-the most choice parts he can find. 
Does he not apply for the frontages to the rivers and creeks on his run? Yes. He secures that 

before anything. 
It is of course likely that he would do so, but as a matter of public policy do you think That by so 

doing he is injuring the remainder of the public estate? I do not think so. 
But by purchasing these frontages may he not have an idea of getting the remainder hereafter for 

next to nothing? I believe that the squatters purchase these because their possession makes them more 
safe in their holding, by securing them access to the water. 

Do they apply for these frontages merely for the purpose of preserving them, or because they know 
that the back lands will not.be  of so much value to anybody else when they have the frontages? It certainly 
deters the settler from. taking up the back land; but the object of the squatter is to have the water. 

Still it is the fact that the Crown tenants are buying up the frontages to the creeks and rivers on 
their runs? It is. 

So that the public estate in time will consist of nothing but back lands? Very probably. 
Do you think that the Public Treasury will receivd as much as it does now for these back lands, after 

all the frontages are gone? I see nothing to undervalue it myself. As far as fny own opinion goes; I 
believe it will make no difference. For my own part I would sooner go and take up back country, because 
the land near the rivers is always subject to floods. 

And you think £1 an acre for this land is a fair price? I do. 
Is it enough to get for it? YOs, I think so. 
But if the land is only worth £1 an acre how is it that they come to give £2 an acre for it? They 

have an object in giving that. 
What object? For the purpose of blocking the conditional purchaser. 
Mr. Tunics.] In what way does £1 become the exact value of an acre of land, and why is it then 

lOs. or 15s. ;-is it not just as likely to be the value as twenty? You may put any valuation you like upon 
the land, and there will always be some worth more and some worth less; but as a general i ule I think you 
will find that £1 per acre is about a fair value. 

How much of this land does it take to keep a sheep? I Oonsider that when the land-is fenced in in 
small quantities, as is doie by the free selector, you may feed one sheep to the acre. 

Then there is some considerable outlay required to bring the land up to this state of supporting a 
sheep to the acre? Yes. They preserve the ground as much as possible, and in some cases sow it with 
English grasses. 

With this system of management do you think sheep farming will pay if you have to buy land at 
£1 an acre, and go to all the other expenses of fencing and sowing the land? I do. 

Mr. Lucas.] Is there much land in your district worth more than £1 per acre? Ther&is; much of it. 
Is there any of it worth £10 an acre? None that I know of. 
Is there any of it worth £5 an acre? At the present time there is not. 
I believe you complain that the squatters take up 'the land nader this system of dummyism, that 

they then get the land forfeited, and that they afterwards manage to secure it at £1 per acre? Yes. 
That makes 25s. per acre that they have to pay for the land? Yes. 
Are you in favor of the money which is now paid for interest being taken as a payment off the first 

cost of the purchase? I am; and I think the Government might well make this concession. 
683: Do you not think it is concession enough to the selectors to give them the right of selecting land 
where they choose at 20s. an  acre, with a cash payment of only 25 per cent., when the squatters show 
their desire to get it for 25s. 'per acre, and to pay cash for it? In some instances the land is cheap at that 
price. 

I presume that the selector does not pick out the worst land? Most certainly not. 
But generally manages to get. the best? Yes, the best he can find. 
And that according to your showing is worth more than 20s. per acre? It is; but then the selector 

has to improve it to the extent of £1 per acre. 
That, however, is for his, own benefit? Most decidedly so, or it would hardly be likely to be done. 
Then why, with all the advantages he possesses, should he have more privileges than other people. 

For instance, the squatter has to put his land that he requires up to auction, and the selector if he thinks 
fit may run up the price of the squatter's land; but the selector on the other hand may pick his land where 
he likes, and nobody can run up the price on him. In the face of this does it not seem rather too much 

that 
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that the selector should try to get rid of this small charge of 5 per cent., made as interest on the balance A. ,Jarneoa, 
of his purchase money, left unpaid P The squatter is in just as good a :position as the selector, for the F 
selector cannot compete with the large capitalists at an auction sale. 
689. But he does not want to compete, seeing that he can get it without competition? Yes; but the 21 Nov., 1873. 
large purchaser is not required to improve his land to the extent of £1 per acre. 
600. Then, on the other hand, the purchaser by auction has to pay money down? He pays 25 per cent. 
down, and the balance in three months. 

That is considered as equivalent to cash. You think then that the interest paid should be allowed to 
go off the purchase money? I think that some slight concession might be made to the selector. 

Do you not think it a concession that he is allowed to choose the best land he can find at 20s. per 
acre? I do not consider that as being at all a privilege. 

Not to get land worth £50 an acre for 20s. an  acre? I do not know of any land in our district that 
is worth £50 an acre. 

But there is much of it that is worth £3 an acre? There is a wide margin between £50 and £3. 
There is some of it worth £3 per acre. - 

Mr. Stewart.] Have you ever thought over the means by which dummyism might be checked? I 
have. - 

And in what way would you propose to put a stop, to it? By the appOintment of an inspector to 
go round and examine all the lands taken up by selection. 

To see that'the conditions of residence and improvement were complied with? Yes; and if there 
were a fine imposed on any parties who might take up land for the purpose of frustrating the settlement 
of the country, I think that would have a very good effect, and go very far towards putting a stop to the 
system. 

.lWr. .Lucas.1 There are a great number of settlers who have taken up land on the Murray in the 
names of themselves and of their families? There are. - 

Are there many of them cultivating their selections? All the old settlers are cultivating, but the 
niw ones are all engaged just now in fencing, building, sinking wells, and constructing dams. 

They have not commenced cultivating? No, not yet. 
When you speak of the new settlers and the old settlers, what do you mean by that distinction? 

There has been a great lull for years in free selection in our neighbourhood, but latterly there has 
been a great rush for land. By the old settlers I mean those who took up land in the first instance, and 
by the new ones, those who have come latterly. 

What do you call latterly? Within the last nine months. 
Since that time then there has been a renewal of selection? Yes, there have been more persons 

come into the district to select land than there were prior to that date. 
With respect to your land office at Deniliquin, what plan would you suggest to remedy the 

objections you have stated against it. You object I believe that the squatters pack the room ;-how would 
you prevent that? I would propose that the first one who arrived at the land office door should be the 
first person to be admitted, and be the first to have his application received; that each person should be 
admitted in the order of his arrival;  and that only one person should be admitted at a time. 

How would you provide for the land agent distinguishing between those who came first, second, or 
third, seeing that there might probably be a crowd round the door? Suppose there were ten persons 
round the door when it was opened, then I would let those ten persons into the office the applications 
from these should be first received, and if the applications of any two of those present clashed, then they. 
should be put into the ballot-box. 

But that is practically what is done now? Yes; since the surveyor has been in the room and super-
vised the proceedings. There is something like regularity now, but there was none before. I have known 
squatters to be present there in the room through the day for the purpose of seeing if any applications 
came in for land on their runs. If anything of the kind was announced they would at once bring out an 
application to clash with it. 

If your rule were adopted, in the event of the squatters being early at the door, being the first for 
instance, how could you keep them out? They might go in, and having done their business might go out 
again. It is not necessary that they should be standing there all day. 

But you say that the first who come shall be admitted ;-how then would you get these squatters out? 
It is in this way: Suppose that there are twenty persons there when the door opens, then you could let 
those twenty in and no more. The application from each of these persons are laid down on a table 
before the land agent. He takes them up one by one and reada them aloud, and if any of those on the 
table clash with each other it is the duty of the parties interested, or one of them, to say so at once and 
to demand a ballot. . 

They do all that now? Yes, they do, since the surveyor has looked after it. 
You see now that you cannot carry out your own proposal of letting persons into the room one at a 

time, seeing that you say you would let in twenty persons, if twenty persons happened to be there when 
the door was opened? All I wish to show is that the squatter makes it his business on land days to be 
about the land office all day long, so as to be ready to put in fictitious applications to clash with those 
of the selector. 

There is nothing to prevent him from being there? There is not, under the present system. 
You could hardly put a fence round the land office that would have the effect of keeping out 

squatters and nobody else; is there any other proposal by which you think this complaint of yours may 
be counteracted? No. In that respect I have no further suggestion to make. 

Do you think that this dummyism would be stopped by the system you propose? I think-it would 
be stopped to a very great extent. 

By the employment of an inspector?. Yes. 
As a rule these dummy selections fall in-become forfOited? As a rule they do. 
Are you aware of your own knowledge that some of these forfeited dummy selections have been 

taken up at £1 per acre? I am not aware of any. 
Do you not think that the best way of putting a stop to dummyism would be to have the law 

properly administered, to have the selection forfeited, but in such a way as that it would be at once open 
again to selection? 'Yes. If there were a clause in the Act to that effect it would be the best way,  to 
meet the difficulty. 
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A. Jameson, 718. Do you think that when the squatters find that their dummy selections are forfeited, and that they 
Esq. will have paid 5s. an  acre for land, which will be open for selection in twelve months, they will be too ready 

to make these selections, and to pay down the 5s. an  acre deposit? Not if they were to be open to re-
al Nov., 1873. selection; but if they were to be open to auction they would. 

But suppose they were open to both-to reselection in the first instance, and then to auction afterwards, 
if not selected within a certain period? I think it would put a great stop on the present system. 

Did I not understand you to say that after a selection was forfeited, the land reverted to the same 
position that it was in when selected? No; it is not in the same position, because it has to be forfeited 
first, then G-azetted, and then to be sold by auction at some particular date. 

But if on their being declared to be forfeited the selection should be again open to selection? I was 
not aware that they are so. 

If that were made clear and unmistakable by law, would that put an end to dummyism? I believe it 
would put a complete and effectual stop to it. 

Then if a squatter selects 320 acres of land, and then finds that in some few months afterwards it is 
reported upon, forfeited, and again open to selection, it is hardly likely that he will pay 5s. an  acre for land 
that he will only hold six or eight months? Of course he will not. The squatters have the idea that the 
land will not be forfeited for three years after it is taken up, and it would pay them very well to give the 
5s. if they can get the land for that time. 

So that if it is forfeited within a few months? That will put a stop to the dummyism. 
What is your own impression as to how it is to be stopped? It would be stopped if the land were 

forfeited as soon as possible, and then immediately on its being forfeited that it should be open to selection, 
and not be put up to auction sale. 

Then it seems that you desire to get rid of auction sales altogether? Only within certain areas. If 
you allow of auction sale you continue the mischief. 

But can you not see that the squatter would have to forfeit his 5s, at the end of a few months, and 
that then the land should revert to the same position it was in when first selected? Yes, I perfectly• 
understand that. 

And would the squatter give 5s. an  acre merely to hold the land for a few months? It is not likely 
he would do so. 

Then would not that put a stop to duinmyism? But if you allow it to be put up to auction he has 
a chance of buying it. 

With reference to the Volunteer land orders, have you any suggestion to make with reference to 
taking up land under them? I spoke upon that point before, and I gave it as my opinion that they 
ought to be abolished in so far as land for conditional purchase is concerned. 

Supposing them to be continued, have you any suggestion to make by which they could be taken up 
without the damage they are now doing to the public estate ? I can see no better way than that which 

M
have suggested yourself-that of placing four pegs on the boundaries. 
. Do you think that the holder of a Volunteer land order of 50 acres should be able to take up 270 

additional acres by virtue of having this land order? No. I consider it to be an utterly wrong and bad 
system. A man might have a number of these orders, and then if he took up block. s of 270 acres to each 
of them he would be able to get hold of an immense area of country without being obliged to reside on 
any one block. 

Are you aware that this additional block is taken up under the 22nd clause of the Land Act? I am. 
And that under that clause it can only be the holder of land in fee simple who can obtain the blocks 

in addition? I am aware of it. 
Are the holders of Volunteer land orders owners of land in fee simple? I should certainly say not. 
Then how can they take up land under the 22nd clause; if they take up land illegally should it not 

be forfeited if the Land law be properly administered? I do not defend the practice; I simply gave my 
evidence as to the fact of this having been done, and of the additional land having been taken .up. 

Chairman.] With regard to the preleases, is it youropinion that the conditional purchasers generally 
desire to have them if they can get them? Yes, in every case. 

What is your opinion in regard to the selectors tenure of these pre-leases-is it not a mere nominal 
tenure-a tenure of to-day and no tenure to-morrow? It is certainly most unsatisfactory; they have no 
tenure at all in reality. 

Do the conditional purchasers generally desire to have a fixed tenure? Yes. What they want is a 
certain definite tenure for a certain defined period. 

What length of tenure do they generally desire? I think myself it would be satisfactory if you gave 
them a certain lease, say for five years, with the right of purchase at a price at the end of that time. 

And during the currency of the lease would you allow the pre-leased land to be open to selection? 
Decidedly not, because this pre-leasing could never be made use of to monopolize land. It may be pretty 
well understood that a selector with a lot of children taking up a number of selections would be pretty 
well blocked in, as he would be cure to get contiguous selections; consequently he would not be able to 
take up any great number of acres for his pre-lease. 

Are you aware that there are great delays in the Lands Department before the selector can ascertain 
whether he can have his pre-lease or not? I am. 

And in the meantime quarrels arise between the squatter and the selector as to who shall have the 
right to graze on the land? Exactly; and I may mention the case of a selector named Brown, who 
applied to the Lands Department for his grazing rights, and up to the time when I saw him last he had 
had no reply to his application; and I see now that the land is being surveyed, and that it is about to be 
put up for auction sale. 

Mr. Incas.] Is there any reason why the boundary of a pre-lease should not be marked out at the 
same time as the boundary of the selection? There is no reasn why it should not; but the conditional 
purchaser is not in a position to do it. 

Do you not think that it would be also desirable that the selector should have a definite fixed tenure 
for his pre-lease, and that the surveyor should be directed to survey it at the same time that he surveys the 
selection? I think it would be a most desirable thing, because the selector would then know his boundaries 
with certainty, and he would be saved from disputes. 

Do you think that there should be an Act defining how these pre-leases should be taken up in con-
nection with the several selections? Yes; it would be a great advantage if it were clearly defined how 
they were to be taken up. 747. 
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I see by this petition that the free selectors affirm that they do not think it necessary that the pre- A. Jameson, 
lease should be taken up upon the same run as the selection ;—iS that your view also? No; I think the Esq. 

pre-lease should adjoin the selection, and be round it as much as possible; and if not to be had immediately E" 
adjoining, as near as is possible. 21 Nov., 1873. 

You said you thought it desirable that the selectors should have etme fixity of tenure to their pre-
lease? Yes; three or five years, with a right of purchase. 

Do you think there would be any objection on the part of the free selectors to fence in their pre-lease 
if they got a lease for fifteen years, with a right of purchase at the end of that time? They would be 
only too glad to fence it in if they got a lease of that kind, 

They would do it willingly? Most willingly they would do it. 
You think then it would be an advantage to the free selectors if an Act were introduced defining the 

mode of taking up the pre-lease: providing that the selector should mark the boundaries of his pre-lease 
in the same way as he does his selection; directing the surveyor to survey the boundaries of the pre-lease 
at the same time as he surveys those of the selection; and giving a fixity of tenure of the pre-lease for 
fifteen years, on condition that the selector encloses it with a good fence within four years of taking it up? 
Yes. I should certainly be in favour of such a proppsal as that, 

Do you think the free selectors generally would be in favour of it? Yes, one and all. If they could 
get a lease on such terms as that they would, one and all, be quite willing to fence. There are some of 
them who put bush fences round their pre-lease even now. 

How far out are they selecting now? They are taking up land on the boundaries of the Colony. 
I mean northwards ;—how far have they gone north of the Mtirrumbidgee River? I am not acquainted 

with that locality, and cannot theiet'ore speak to it. 
You are only acquainted with Deniliquin? With Deniliquin and the district round it. 
Are the selectors as numerous on the banks of the Murray as they are near Deniliquin? They were 

until lately; but within the last few months the population in and around Deniiquin has greatly increased. 
And selection is still going on? Yes. 
Do you know the Billybong Creek? I do not. 
Can you say whether there is much free selection going on between that creek and the Murrumbidgee? 

I cannot, as I am not acquainted with the locality. 
Chairman.] With regard to the pastoral leases ;—what is your opinion as to the tenure given to the 

squatters; do you think the five years tenure that he has is sufficient for him? I had rather not give an 
opinion upon that subject; 

Then, as to the rent paid generally for runs, do you consider it to be sufficient in amount, and that the 
public revenue receives as much as it is entitled to from the public estate? My opinion is that the 
squatters make a very handsome profit out of it. 

As to the appra.isement,—do you think that is the best way of arriving at the value of the public 
property? No. I think the Crown alone should decide as to uhat is the value of its property. 

You think the owner of the property is the best person to put a value upon it? Most decidedly. 
764, The landlord does not usually call in the tenant to value the property he is about to rent? Certainly 
not. 

If the Crown values its own land, and values it too highly, it is always optional with the lessee 
whether he will pay the higher rent or not? Yes. If the land were leased out in smaller quantities a 
much better rental would be obtained from it for the Crown. Now the rent is ridiculously small, ranging 
from one halfpenny to seven-eighths of a penny per acre. 

Could you suggest any better means of getting at the annual value? I see no better way than that 
of simply letting the Crown fix the value which it puts upon its own property. The Crown ought to do 
this of itself, and not allow the squatter to have his valuator to interfere in the matter. 

Then if the squatter did not choose to accept that rent, 'the run could be put up for auction? Yes. 
768, Do you think that would be a favourable course of procedure—the putting the pastoral leases up to 
auction where the tenant declined to pay the rent? Yes, I have no doubt it would be so; but I do not 
feel competent to speak upon the matter. 

Would that be the best way for the public to arrive at the value of these runs, by having the leases 
of the whole of them put up to public auction? Yes. They would be sure to fetch a higher rent in 
many cases—but what I should suggest would be that the Crown should fix the rental in the first instance; 
then if the tenant objects to the rent fixed, let the lease be offered at auction. 

Are you aware that there were many of the appraisements made in 1865, when stock were cheap and 
the price of wool was low, that are actually 50 per cent, higher than the re-appraisements made last yea.r, 
when stock was dear and wool high. How do you account for a reduction of rental under such circum-
stances? I cannot account for it, unless it is owing to the influence which the squatters bring to bear in 
the matter. 

Do you think that the squatters have more influence than they ought to possess, and that public 
.officers are influenced by the squatter as against the selector—as in the case of land agents, surveyors, 
and others? It is very often the case, and I think it will be found in the majority of cases that the land 
agent holds also the office of Clerk of Petty Sessions or other offices pertaining to similar duties. In that 
capacity he is of course thrown much into contact with the squatters who form the Bench in country 
laces, and thus it is that it happens he is influenced by them. 
72. Do you think it a wise thing that the land agents should also be Clerks of Petty Sessions? I do 
not think it at all an advisable thing. The land agent should be a separate officer, so as to be aloof from 
both parties. 

Do you not think that it would be better managed by a surveyor—a man who understood the 
measuring and charting of land? Yes, decidedly. 

Clerks of Petty Sessions are appointed to office because of their ability as deposition clerks, and not 
from any knowledge they possess of the Land law? Yes. They have no knowledge of the land, or of 
the reserves, or of the law, or I may say of anything connected with the subject. 

Should not a knowledge of the Land law be the matter of the greatest importance in the appointment 
of a land agent? It should be certainly; but it is certainly not the case in our district. I think myself 
that the land agent should be a surveyor, or a person who has some knowledge of the land. 

Mr. Lucas.] Do you know the Mathoura Run? I do. 
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A. Fanieson, 
IEsq. 777. Are there any selections upon it? Yes, several. 

You mentioned reserves which were made on runs ;—are these generally larger than is necessary? 
Some reserves are certainly larger than is necessary. 

Look at these reserves on the Mathoura Run—there is one of 7,646 acres, another of 16,560 acres, 
another of 3,880 acres, another of 11,330 acres, a village reserve of 2 miles square, another of 640 acres, 
and a town reserve of. U square miles. Do you think that all these reserves are necessary upon the one 
run? 

Out of 84,000 acres, which is the area of the run, there are 44,000 acres of reserve, or more than 
half the run ;—can such a large amount be necessary? Some of them are necessary, especially the larger 
ones, which extend along the whole distance of the run, and afford facilities for persons with travelling 
stock to cross the run and to take cattle to market or to water; but there are one or two which might be 
dispensed with. 

But then we have more than half the run reserved from the operation of free selection? It is so. 
And the squa.tter has the use of them without paying for them? That is the case. 
Do you think they are all necessary? No, they are not, all necessary. There are one or two which 

might be dispensed with. 
Chairman.] We have the facts that in 1865 no less than 6,000,000 of acres were reserved from the 

operation of conditional purchase, whilst their use was not lost to the squatters ;—now have you any 
reason to believe that these reserves were made for the benefit of the public, or were they made in order 
to shut out the conditional purchaser? I believe tht they were made for the benefit of travelling stock 
in order that stock might be taken to market, to water, and so forth. They are an absolutely necessary 
requirement in many instances. 

Are you aware that these reserves were proclaimed and gazetted before they were marked out and 
charted, so that the selectors could not by any possibility be aware of their position? Yes, I am aware of it. 

Do you not think that before the laud is finally reserved, it should at least be marked? I think so. 
Are you aware that the Government plans neither show where the reserves are, nor where they have 

been revoked, although there have been no less than 6,000,000 of acres reserved? I am not aware. 
If you went into the land office at Deniliquin would the land agent there be able to tell you 

where the reserves are, and where the different selections had been taken up, and what land was open to 
selection? He would not. 

And should he not be able to say, seeing that he has the sale of land entrusted to him, whether he 
really has for sale that which you wish to buy of him, and for which he takes your money? He should, 
most certainly. 

As things are done now, he actually receives the selector's money without knowing whether or not 
he has the land which is bought? He does, undoubtedly. 

Does not a great deal of confusion arise in this way, from the various reserves being neither charted, 
nor marked, nor surveyed? I know it does. There is an instance in my own neighbourhood of a selector 
having taken up selections in between two reserves. He had no idea that the reserves were there, or in 
fact of there being any reserves at all, and when his ground came to he surveyed it was found to be about 
200 yards in upon one reserve, and a selection of his child's was in upon another. 

And I suppose the land agent could not tell him whether his selection would be on a reserve, or 
even whether there was a reserve there? He could not. 

So that if the land agent did not know, it was hardly likely that the ordinary selector should? Not 
at all likely; they ought to be surveyed and marked, so that the selector might know where to go. 

.Mr. Lucas.] I see by these plans that some of these reserves are 8, some 10, and some even 12 miles 
long ;—how would you wish that they should be marked? They should be surveyed along each side line, 
and pegs put in on each line at or about 10 chains distance. 

Have you any idea of what would be the cost of a survey, if it were conducted in the way proposed 
by you? I have no notion; but all I desire is, that it should be so marked that the selectors may be able 
to tell where the lines are. 
790. . Then, if when the lines were surveyed they were marked with pegs at a quarter of a mile, interval, 
would that be sufficient? Yes. I have no doubt but that would do. 

Timber is not very plentiful on most of these runs? Not as a general rule; on some of them it is 
plentiful, but on others there is very little timber. 

Are there any maps by which persons may be able to know where the reserves are in the several 
districts? I believe there are maps in the Deniliquin land office which show the reserves. 

When the notice of a reserve appears in the Government Gazette, is that reserve at once marked off 
on a new map? No. There is no new map for several months. 

You say, however, that the reserves are marked on the maps of the Deniliquin land office? They 
are., and I produce a tracing from a plan of the lands between Deniliquin and Hay. 

One similar to this has been seen in the land office at Deniliquin? Yes. I have seen it there 
myself. 

Do you know who prepared it? No, I do not. The map in the Deniliquin land office is now about 
eight months old, and the one that we had previous to that was about eight years old. 

Ghairman.l With regard to these maps and tracings, you are aware that when a private gentleman 
cuts up. his estate into allotments for sale, he causes plans to be made, and has copies of them lithographed, 
so that they who think of buying may see what there is for sale, and where each lot is;—do the Govern-
ment do that? They send maps and tracings of the land to be sold, but they geierally come up too late 
to be of any use. They only arrive on the day, or perhaps the day before the sale, in many instances. 

And you think these plans ought to be in circulation long before that? Yes. They should be at 
the office where the sale is to take place a week at least before the sale, so as to be well circulated. 

Was there not one occasion—when there was a very large sale of land in Deniliquin—a sale of several 
thousand acres—where the lithographed plans arrived only the day before the sale? There was. 

Is not that a very loose way of selling the public estate? It is, most assuredly. I know that on the 
very occasion that you allude to there were two or three buyers, to my knowledge, waiting in town to see 
the charts; but when they found that these did not arrive they went away before the land sale day, and 
their competition was lost to the Government. 

.F.RIDA Y, 
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PR IDA Y 21 HOVEMBER, I,73.—(ArTEnNoON SITTIs) 

lrcznt 

Mn. LUCAS, Mu. TUNKS, 

Mn. STEWART. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CUNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
Mr. Jas. Fredk. Ma.yger called in and examined 

Mr. 
Cliairnian.] I understand that there has recently beón a meeting of conditional purchasers held at J. F. Mayger. 

Deniliquin? There has. 
When did this meeting take place P At the beginning of the present month. 21 Nov., 1873. 
What was the object of the meeting P The object was to get together the experience of the selectors 

in and around Deniliquin with regard to the operation of the Land law in that district, and knowing that 
this Committee was sitting to inquire into the working of the Land laws, to consider whether it would 
not be desirable to send down persons acquainted with the views of the selectors to give evidence with 
regard to its operation in the Deniliquin District. 

What decision *as arrived at P After some discussion, when the matter was canvassed very fully, the 
meeting decided to send Mr. Jameson and myself to give evidence before the  Committee. 

Then you are here now almost it may be said in a representative character? Yes, as far as that 
meeting is concerned, we certainly represent their views. I may add, however, that the meeting was not 
confined exclusively to conditional purchasers, but intended to embrace all those who were friends to the 
settlement of the country. The meeting was held at the Royal Assembly Rooms, and there were about 
120 persons present. - 

And was the proposal to send down you and Mr. Jameson adopted unanimously? It was. 
And in pursuance of the resolution of the meeting you are here to represent the views of that 

meeting? We are. 
Will you state in your own way the opinions you have formed upon the administration of the Land 

law, and upon the mode in which it has been worked in your district? Iwill. And in the first place I 
would like to tell the Committee how it is that this subject has been so persistently forced upon my atten-
tion for years past. I am the editor and proprietor of a newspaper published in Deniliquin, and I am 
almost ashamed to confess the fact that there is no subject to which, to my intense personal disgust, I have 
been more frequently compelled to revert, in the columns of that paper, than that of the administration of 
our public lands. There have been such continual and well grounded suspicions of unfair play on the one 
band, and on the other so determined an opposition to the settlement of the districts, that these contending 
feelings have proved most inimical to the well being of the district, and so opposed to every principle that 
should govern a well regulated community, that I look to their existence as furnishing my justification for 
forcing the subject on the attention of the readeis of my paper so frequently. There was a young town—
Deniliquin—created, in the first instance, by the overlanding business, by the passage of the fat and store 
cattle and sheep that were brought down from Queensland and the northern part of New South Wales 
into Victoria. That trade subsided after a time, but whilst it was in its full flow some ten or twelve years 
ago, Deniliquin was a busy little town, and a great deal of money was made in it, whilst the overlanding 
trade was brisk; the fact, that so many persons in the town made money, some of them fortunes, induced 
others to come up and settle in it, all of them coming from Victoria. They came and looked round them, 
and were induced to settle on the spot by seeing that there was there a site for a prosperous township.. 
They came there in some faumbers, bought land, built houses, erected stores, put up fine hotels, and so 
forth; from that, travelling down through the subsequent seven or eight years, their success was so 
precarious that I do not think I could mention a dozen names amongst those who settled in the town and 
invested considerable sums in it, who were not necessitated either to go through the Insolvent Court or to 
compound with their creditors. And this decline was caused purely from the circumstances that the over-
landing had almost ceased; next, that there was little trade in the district, and no settlement outside to 
create it. For instance, the town was altogether hemmed in on the north for miles by the two runs of Mr. 
Landale (the Upper and Lower. Deniliquin Runs), and on the south by Warbreccan and other runs. 

What are the areas of those runs? One of the Deniliquin runs contained an area of 96,000 acres, 
and the other of 76,000 acres, making together 172,000 acres on the north. That is the way we wero 
hemmed in on the north. Then again, on the south we were just as bad. We had first Warbreeen with 
89,920 acres; then, coming down the river, Mathoura with 76,800 acres; Moira with 128,000 acres; and 
Perrieoota with. 86,000 acres. These different stations cover an extent of country near 70 miles i 
length, that is to say, taking the northern boundary of Landale's run, north of Deniliquin, and then assing 
through the town down to Moaina, 52 miles south of Deniliquin; we had the whole of this immense 
tract of country held by the squatters and shut up at the time I allude to against all settlement. Under 
these circumstances I was not slow to perceive that the only way in which the people of 'the town couldi 
obtain a living would be by the settlement of the country round them. That, however, has always beenm 
objectionable to the squatters. 

How do you show that? In this way: The Lnd Act declares that there shall be certain areas 
around towns, in accordance with their population, within which there shall be no conditional purchase. 
Such was the case at Deniliquin; but instead of the squatters being satisfied with what they had gut, 
and with what the free selectors had been prevented from getting, the squatters commenced trying fl4 
they knew to obtain permission to buy the land contained within the population area. They were so. fart 
successful that Mr. Jennings has bought some of it, and Mr. Landale more; and thus they have been eni1edl 
to tighten their line about the town, and to hamper its resources to a great extent, seeing that they,have 
bought, hot to introduce population on the soil, not to settle the country or to develop its resourceà, lgtt 
merely to add to their already overgrown areas, on which to breed sheep and to grow wool. The v'thst 
man who free selected on the Warbreccan Run was immediately shut in. 

How do you mean by " shut in"? Surrounded by other selections, so that he was cut off from 
obtaining his grazing right. 

By whom? By the owner of the run I suppose—by Mr. Jennings. Of course I cannot prove it; 
but the inferences are very strong, in favour of his having done it. The Committee are aware that there 

124—F is 
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Mr. is legal evidence, and also moral evidence. I have no legal evidence to prove that this was done by Mr. 
J. F. Mayger. Jennings directly, but the moral evidence is very strong against him. 

819.' Mr. Jennings could hardly select all round the purchaser? He either selected by his friends round 
21 Nov., 1873. the man, or found out that there was a reserve, or pre-emptive, or partly one and partly the other; at all 

events there was something, so that the man could not get his grazing right. 
There were some selections, however, besides those of the purchaser? There were. 
To whom do they now belong? To Mr. Jennings I believe. The action I have just narrated 

sufficiently indicated to me that the squatter was not and would never be favourable to the settlement of 
the country; and, inasmuch as the town could not progress without settlement, how was the town to live? 
As a journalist I was bound to consider that question; and that more especially as I was aware of the 
fact that the squatters had made it their boast that Deniliquin should again be a sheep-walk as it had 
been before. 

To whom was this said? To several townspeople. 
By whom? It was said by a Mr. Phillips, then a squatter in the neighbourhood. He said, "I have 

seen Deniliquin a sheep-walk, and I will see it a sheep-walk again." It may readily be conceived that 
this was not at all gratifying to persons who had come to settle in a new country; who had invested several. 
thousands of pounds in buying land, building houses or stores, and establishing a business, to be told 
such .a thing as this by the very men who were known to be doing all in their power to cripple the town; 
and who, whilst townspeople had paid long prices for their land, rented, for the paltry consideration of 
some - of a penny per acre per year, the immense areas of land lying outside the town. These then are 
some of the reasons for my having given so much attention to the matter. But.besides these were other 
reasons. There were fathers of families who came to me with anxious faces asking—" What are we to do 
with our sons? There is no trade or business here ; there is nothing to which we can put them. Are 
we to send them out of New South Wales? Are we to send them to lEchuca, or Beechworth, or Sand-
hurst, or some other of the towns in Victoria, where alone they can learn a trade and get employment ?" 
What could I answer these men? What was there to warrant me in bidding them hope? Nothing. 
The prospects at the time were most discouraging; and I can assure you the subject was a most painful 
one when I came to sit down calmly and consider it. It was all the more painful to me, seeing that I 
myself was the father of a family, and that had I not put two of my boys to my own trade—that of a 
printer—I should have had to search in vain for a trade to which to apprentice them, seeing that there 
was no opening whatever for any there. 

Will you allow me to bring you back to the question, and to ask if you believe in the principles of 
free selection? Undoubtedly I do. They are the only principles which any Government in this Colony 
would ever dare to pursue. The thing has gone already entirely beyond the reach of the Government. 
Reverting, however, to what I was just saying, which brings me in very few words to the answer to the question 
you have just asked me: All this went on as I have described for some years, until at last the Victorian news-
papers took notice of the remarks which were being published in the Riverine papers on the subject of our 
Land law and its great liberality. In comparing that law with their own they made the principles of our law 
public amongst their people, and the consequence was that about nine or ten months ago I received a good 
many letters from persons residing in the western district of Victoria, especially from Warrnambool and places 
in that vicinity. When I received these letters asking me for information about our land and our Land laws, I 
answered them, and gave the writers the best advice in my power. The number of individuals who addressed 
me was very great, showing that there was evidently a very wide spread feeling in favour of settlement in New 
South Wales in preference to Victoria; and the result was that in the course of a very short time after 
my sending off my first replies I began to find my correspondents coining up to Riverina to look at. the 
country and to judge for themselves. When I entered into conversation with these persons I found that 
they had acted with great wisdom and forethought, and had not allowed themselves to be led away by my 
statements, but that they had themselves communicated with the Lands Department in Sydney, requesting 
that they might be furnished with all possible information about the matter. 

About what matter? About the facilities afforded by the Land Act in getting land for occupation. 
here is one of the letters that was received in reply. It comes from the Lands Office, and is dated the 
9th October last, and it states very clearly and unmistakably that the occupation of land by miners is 
permitted by the Government. With the reply was sent a pamphlet, put out by the Government I 
believe, and entitled "New South Wales, the oldest and richest of the Australian Colonies," written, I 
believe, by Mr. Robinson, and giving a great amount of information about the Land law and the mode of 
acquiring possession of the land by selection. 

Who was the letter directed to? That letter was given to me by a Mr. Hanson, to whom it was 
directed. Mr. Hanson was one of the parties who had corresponded with me from near Warrnambool, 
and after I had sent him my reply, the next thing I heard of him was that he was in Deniliquin with his 
goods and his family, determined to try his fortune in a country of which he had heard such good accounts. 
He is now settled down on land which he has taken up by selection, having secured selections for himself 
and for seven of his children. He was originally a blacksmith, near Warrnambool, made some money at 
his trade, and with his savings got possession of some 700 acres of land there. Notwithstanding that he 
was doing well, the facilities' offered by our Land law for obtaining more land induced him to leave 
Victoria and to try his fortune here.. The Land law of Victoria does not allow of selection by children 
under eighteen years of age, and as he had a large family for whom he was anxious to provide, he came 
here where he could select land for his children and thus make provision for them. He took up his land 
upon Morago Run, his being the first selections taken up upon that run. The Committee may perhaps 
remember that this was the run leased by Mr. Peppin, in which, in 1865, there were reserves made con-
taining a larger amount of land than possessed by the run itself. 

Are you aware who it was that moved the Government to make these reserves? No, not certainly, 
but I think Mr. J. Robertson. I should say, however, reverting to this case of Mr. Hanson, that it is only 
one of a class, and I need not refer to any more of these cases, further than to say that the families which 
have recently come up from Victoria are not men with their last sixpence in their pockets, but men of 
means, who, after paying for their selections, can put 1,500 sheep upon their ground, and still have a 
balance at the Bank. With reference to this, I think it will be admitted that Bank managers have a 
pretty shrewd comprehension of the pecuniary position of any probable customers, and I know as a matter 
of fact there has been some little jealousy on the part of the Banks as to which should have these parties 
as customers. These men have all means to improve the land when they get it, and are consequently an 
acquisition to the district. During the last ten weeks, by this form, of family selection about 250 souls 

have 
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have been settled upon the Upper and Lower Deniliquin Buns of Mr. Landale, and reckoning others, Mr. 

whom these families have brought with them, fully 300 souls have been introduced into the district. The J. P. May.ger. 

selections taken up by these parties would amount in a general way to something like 30,000 acres that 
have been taken out of those two runs within the last few months; so that whilst the squatter has been 21 Nov.,187. 
a loser of 30,000 acres, the community has been the gainer of 300 souls added to its population. Now, 
supposing these 30,000 acres had been sold at auction in the usual way, the State would have got no more 
than it has now in the way of payment, as it would have received only the 20s. an  acre. They would ocr-
tamly have had it then in cash, but that is a very small consideration compared with the increase of 
population. On the other hand the Government get 5s. per acre in cash, and they have to wait three 
years or longer for the balance—but as a set-off against that, they have 300 souls placed upon the 
land to improve it, and to add to the wealth of the country; whereas if the land had been sold by auction 
there would not have been one single soul more than there now is placed upon the land. For no increase 
of population has ever occurred from the sale of land by auction in oui district. The only change has been 
that the land has been handed over from the State to the individual, and there it remains precisely in the 
same condition as when it was owned by the State. 

Does the State suffer in any way from this passing of land to individuals? Probably it must do so 
in the case of sales of pastoral land by auction. What does the squatter purchase for? Why to found a 
bulwark, to establish a barricade against the approach of the selector, and the effect of this is that when 
the selector comes to what he has been given to understand is a promising country, he finds it purchased or 
reserved, and a blank desert in all, except grass, and there is plenty of that. In this way the squatters are 
reproducing here the same state of things that is said to be going on in Victoria, and which is gradually 
driving from that Colony some of the best of its colonists ; and the GOvernment are aiding in this by 
allowing the land to get into the hands of men who do not improve it. Having referred to this auction 
iiystem, I should like to explain a little more fully a matter that was alluded to by my colleague, and that 
is the way in which lands are presumably conditionally purchased in the first instance, and then put up to 
auction afterwards. In the first place, the land is taken up in the names of men who are employed on the 
station in some way by the squatter, for the purpose of blocking the bond ficle selector, and keeping him 
off the land until the day of sale by auction. These lots are then put up to auction by means of repre- 
sentations to the Government, but of the precise means used I can of course know nothing about; still 
such representations are so made that at the last hour they are put up and sold, at a time when everybody 
believed them to have been already conditionally purchased. Of course there is no opposition to the bids 
at the sale, and the land is thus sold to the very man who by means of their dummies had conditionally 
purchased and then obtained their cancellation. This charge refers to a particular incident that I shall go 
into very fully, and I have no hesitation about referring to it, as many of the facts are, known to myself 
personally, and I intend, before I leave Sydney, to find out all the facts and merits of the case, if it be 
possible to do so. These are the circumstances as far as I know them as yet. Certain land was advertised 
for sale by auction in fourteen blocks of 320 acres each, among others, on Deniliquin and Warbreccan 
Runs. About a fortnight before the sale these fourteen blocks were free selected, five by Mr. Landale and 
nine by Mr. Jennings. It must be remembered by the Committee that these are the gentlemen who have 
Deniliquin hemmed in, the one on the north and the other on the south; whilst I would also add that the 
operations in this case clearly show how very carefully these gentlemen went to work in order to twist the 
law to their own purposes. One of these gentlemen has told me 

Who has told you? I have no hesitation in mentioning names whenever the Committee require 
them. One of them is Mr. Jennings. He told me that there was no right or wrong in getting land, and he 
would have it, or words to that effect. Regarding the five lots on Deniliquin Run, on the 11th September 
last Mr. Aitken, the overseer for Mr. Landale, a gentleman who has figured very largely in the land office 
of Deniliquin on land days 

What was he there to do? To make dummy selections that should clash with those of the bend fide 

selector, 
How does he do that? He has a pocket full of applications ready to put in the moment he finds 

that any of the land on his employer's run is about to be selected. 
He has applicationsfor the same ground that others may apply for? Yes, that is what I mean. 

He has applications ready in order to block those of the free selector. Well, on the 11th of September, 
on the opening of the office, Mr. Aitken put in fivO applications in the names of Charles Goverd, John 
Blackwood, Donald M'Leod, Frank M'Kenzie, and John Smith, for the following lands, which had been 
advertised for sale by auction: DD, portion 4, 320 acres, in the parish of Mundiwa; BE, portion 5, 
320 acres, same parish; RB, portion 41, 292 acres parish of Coolagali; SS, portion 42, 273 acres 2 roods, 
same parish; and AC, portion 51, 320 acres, same parish. These are the five blocks which were selected 
by Mr. Aitken, Mr. Landhle's overseer. On September the 18th (that is the week following the selections 
of Mr. Landale's overseer, being the next land day) Mr. Jennings, the holder of Warbreccan Run, 
personally put in applications to the number of nine, in the name of a family named Murray, for the 
selection of nine blocks. The lots were these: B, portion 6, parish of Warbreccan; C, portion 7, same 
parish; B, portion 9, same parish; G, portion 11, same parish; H, portion 12, same parish—each of 
320 acres extent; also K, L, M, and 0, being Nos: 15, 16, 17, and 19, all in the parish of Citgathen, 
and each of 320 acres. I will now narrate the particular circumstances of taking up this land. 

You mean, I stippose, that there was some duinmyismn in the matter? I was there, and I know all 
about what occurred, and if the Committee will allow me to tell it they will be able to judge for themselves: 
On the 18th September, about 2 o'clock, I was in my office when a selector, who had previously selected 
land in the district, came in and asked me to fill up for him an application for a selection of land on the 
part of one of his children. 

What was the selector's name? His name is Frederick Rose. 1 filled up the application, and he 
then said that I might as well walk down to the land office with him. I consented, and went out with him, 
and when we reached the land office we found it closed. . 

At what hour of the day was this? It was then, I should sar, aboct five minutes past 2 o'clock. 
We found the office closed, and of course had to wait. In the.nieantime other persons came up; amongst 
others Mr. Leatham, one of our earliest selectors. Presently a Mr. Octavius Palmer and others came up—
a gentleman who is living at Warru, near Warrnambool—and who waited for the land oce to open, in 
order to take up selections. We spoke of the matter, and could not but come to the conclusion that the - . proceeding 
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J F 
proceeding of closing the office was a most irregular one; and afterwards it appeared the more so as it 

sygor. was rumoured that it had been closed to allow a certain gentleman td get his lunch. 
836. What gentleman? It was rurnoured 

21 NOV., 1873. 837. We do not require rumours—we want to have names where they have been mentioned? Well then 
it was Mr. Jennings. If I am bound to give names I will give them, as I am speaking of what subse-
quently came to my knowledge. The time went on, and we were waiting until it reached haIfpast 2 
o'clock; we were getting tired, and there was no sign of the land agent coming. He lived about half a 
mile away from the land office, but in the same street and we could see along the pathway if he were 
coming. One of my sons passed at the time, and I bade him go down to Mr. Broughton's house and tell 
him we were waiting. However the end of it was that at about twenty minutes to 3 o'clock the land agent 
got to the office and the doors were opened. Mr. Palmer and his friends got their forms of application and 
went into a second room in the land office to fill them up. There are two doors in that room in the land 
office—one leading from the main room, and the other from the back. Mr. Palmer went into this second 
room whilst I remained in the main office attending to the business which Rose had to do. When I had 
finished this, a message was brought to me that I would very much oblige Mr. Palmer, as the time was 
getting short, if I would go in and help him to fill up his applications. I did go in, and whilst I was filling 
in and perfecting the forms 
838. Who is Mr. Palmer? A gentleman from Warrnamboo], who  had come to settle in this Colony and 
wished to make large selections for himself and family. Whilst I was engaged filling up the forms for Mr. 
Palmer, Mr. Jennings and four or five of his friends kept patrolling through the room, and they soon learnt 
what was doing, for the lots which we were about to apply for had been advertised for sale and had con-
sequently been surveyed and described. Mr. Palmer left me for a moment and went into the principal 
land office room, and when he came back said that it was no use going on with the applications as Jennings 
had dummied the whole lot of them. I told him lie had better go through with it, but he said it was no 
use, and would not put in the papers. I then went into the principal room and saw Mr. Jennings putting 
in these papers for the Murray family. 
83.9. Did you not enter a protest against the proceedings? It would have been of no use, and I did not 
then trouble about it. However what I did was to go the next day to the land office to get the names of 
those for whom the selections had been made on the day previous. Mr. Broughton, the land agent, gave 
me the application papers, which had the names of the persons named Murray. I asked Mr. Broughton 
how it was since I\l r. Jennings had put in the applications, "P. J. Murray" appeared therein as the agent? 
He said he did not know, but Mr. Jennings had acted as agent for these parties, and be seemed astonished 
that Mr: Jennings' name did not appear on the papers. I was surprised too to see the name of Murray, 
and told Mr. Broughton that Mr. Jennings was certainly not acting as agent by putting in the applica-
tions. He agreed with me, and said that be did not know anything of Murray, but only Mr. Jennings, 
who had put in the applications and paid the money. Nothing however could be done, and there the 
matter rested for the while. However, on the 27th of the same month (September)—that is nine days after 
this transaction—it having been the Thursday in one week that these selections were made, and the 27th 
being the Saturday of the following week----these same blocks of land that had been selected on the 18th 
were put up for sale by auction, and Mr. Jennings, who had put in themipplicatipns for their conditional 
purchase, became the purchaser at auction of the whole with other lots at the upset price. 

Was there no competition? No. I have lived in Deniliquin thirteen years and have always made 
it a rule to attend every land sale, and I have never at any time seen a shadow of competition at these 
auction sales—never an advance of a farthing.upon the upset price. There has never been a second bid 
for country land, or for what I would call pastoral land. 

Mr. Lucas.i Then do I understand you to say that Mr. Jennings put in applications for and paid the 
money on nine blocks of land of 320 acres each in the name of a family called Murray, and that on the 
Saturday of the following week the same blocks of land were put up to auction and were purchased by 
Mr. Jennings? Yes, exactly. I was so staggered at the whole thing that I at once wrote to the Colonial 
Secretary nd others, stating the whole of the particulars. 
842. Why did you not write to the Minister for Lands, Mr. Farnell? I did not know him, so I wrote to 
Mr. Parkes, and he may or may not have given my letter to Mr. Farnell. That I do not know for certain, 
for I have not seen the Colonial Secretary, nor have I heard from him in answer to my letter. Since the 
matter reached this point, Mr. Palmer, as the intending selector of the land, made up his mitd if he did 
not get justice from the Government to call upon the Parliament to set the matter right. Some time after 
the matters I have just stated—though I do not know whether I am justified in mentioning this, but perhaps 
it would be as well- that I should do so, for very much more mischief has arisen from keeping things hidden 
than from making them pubiic,—Mr. Moriarty came down to Deniliquin in connection I believe with this 
business, having been sent by the Government to make inquiries into this and other similar matters. I 
had some cOnversation with him there, and he almost hinted to me that the purchases of Landale and 
Jennings could not be allowed, but that the selectors would be-held to their bargain, and would have to 
occupy the land, or if they did not within the proper time it would be reported as abandoned and declared 
to be forfeited. And with regard to this part of the question I have something else to say—these nine 
selections were taken up on the 18th September. On the day before I left Deniliquin, Alderman Johnston 
and I went on to these lands early in the morning to see if these selectors occupied and resided. This was 
on the 9th of the present month. •We went on the grouid and found it to be a beautiful plain with 
ma'nificent grass and not a stick of timber on it. You can see all round in every direction for a distance 
of some 12 miles. Well, we looked all round, and there 'vas not a house nor a stick of a house on any 
part of these selections. 

There were no improvements on it? Not a particle. - 
Did you see anybody on it? No one. 
Did you meet anyone? Not a soul; the whole place was perfectly bare of everything but grass, and 

there was plenty of that, and as fine a soil as could be wished, but there was not a soul on it or in sight, 
except myself Alderman Johnston, and my son. As to the five selections taken up for dummies of Mr. 
Landale, and afterwards purchased by him, at auction, I know nothing, as I have not been on the ground, 
and cannot therefore say whether there are improvements on it or not. I only desire to speak here of 
what I have seen myself and not to go beyond that: And now I will tell you next of a visit I paid to 
another set of selections. 
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840, In what you state you speak not from what you have heard but from your own actual knowledge? I 
Mr. 

do, and wherever what I say is from information given to me by other people I will tell the Committee so. F. F. Mayger. 
On the 25th September, Mr. Graves, who is a stock agent, and generally does Mr. Jenunigs' business 2lNi83 
in the way of selling and buying stock and so forth, came to Deniliquin. 

. OV., 

Where does he reside? In Victoria now, but he was then on a visit to Deniliquin, and whilst there 
on the day I have mentioned he made three selections; two surveyed in the names of Thomas Glennon 
and Mary Glennon, blocks 3 and 6, 320 acres each, in the parish of Brassi, on the Warbreccan Run; and 
the third, 320 acres unsurveyed, for Winnifred Glennon, east of the already mentioned block 3, although 
taken up by conditional purchase for these parties by Mr. Graves on the 25th September. These two 
surveyed blocks were advertised for sale by auction in the Gazette, on the 29th October, 1873, at page 2692, 
in conjunction with other two blocks 5 and 4 (two intermediate blocks of the same area and making four 
blocks in all in that parish). On the 23rd October a selector named Metcalfe, who had come from near 
Warrnambool, conditionally purchased these four blocks 3, 4, 5, and 6, they being contiguous blocks, and 
the only blocks advertised for sale on that day in that parish. Seeing them advertised in this way, Metcalfe 
thought they were open to conditional purchase, and consequently selected them; two of them however 
had been, as stated, free selected before that by Mr. Graves, though of course Metcalfe did not know that, 
having as he thought taken up the ground. Metcalfe left for Victoria to fetch his family, but before leaving 
he went to different tradesmen in the town to make contracts for sawn and other timber to be delivered on 
the ground, and for houses to be built within a certain time. All were left in process, but when he returns 
he will find that two lots have been taken before him. The lots 6 and 3, selected by Mr. Graves for Glennon, 
are the extreme lots, being one at each extremity of the lot of four (4 and 5 lying between them). These 

two blocks having been selected on the 25th September, surely on the 9th of November there should be 
some improvements onthe ground; but when I went there on that day what did I see? Why a tent on 
block 3, on the boundary-line between that block and the unsurveyed block beyond, being so placed as to 
act as a pretended residence which should cover two selections, one being this block 3 and the other the 
unsurveyed block beside it, which had also been taken up as a conditional purchase by Mr. Graves. The 
tent was just a common small-sized calico tent, 6 ft. by 4 ft. 

When you say the tent covered two blocks, do you mean to say that it was so placed on the boundary 
of the two blocks as to serve as a residence for each and so evade the Land law? There is the fact as I 
have stated it, and I leave the Committee to draw their own inferences from it. 

Were there any blankets or bedding in the tent? There was nothing whatever in it, except a pick. 
Did anybody reside there—did you see anybody? I saw nobody, nor was there any sign of any 

person having been living there. 
Is there such a person as Thomas Glennon? I do know a Thomas Glennon, and I expect he is the person 

whose name has been made use of. He was originally a policeman in the district under the old police 
system, but he left the Force when the new system was established, and since then he has been odd man or 
boundary-rider, or something of that kind, to Mr. Jennings. 

Chairman.] Were these blocks on Mr. Jennings' run? Yes, on Warbreccan. 
Do you think Glennon put the tent there, or did Jennings put it there? Most likely Glennon him- 

self put it there, as the dummy for his employer, Mr. Jennings, but he certainly had never lived there or 
slept there, for the grass was growing inside the tent, and it was not broken down as it would have been 
had anybody been there, and especially if anybody had been sleeping there. The only thing we found in 
the tent was a pick, which had apparently been used for making the holes for the tent props. I did not 
visit the other surveyed 1st, but there was a similar tent on it placed in a like situation. We could see it 
very plainly in the distance. Metcalfe's sawn timber was about a mile off on the waggons, ready to take 
possession, as he imagined, of four blocks of land. Unfortunately, however, he had not made the discovery 
that two of these blocks bad been taken up by Graves for Jennings, through Glennon, and when he comes 
back he will find a dispute over it ready for him. This is a sample of the way in which the bonftde settler 

on the land is worried and tormented until he is wearied out by men who have their thousands of acres, 

and are yet not satisfied. 
Then, though we have a very extensive area of the public estate in this district, there is a struggle 

on the part of the squatters to get possession of it, and to keep off the conditional purchaser? Yes, my 
opinion is that if you gave these men the whole earth they would not be satisfied but would want the 

moon as well. 
Who would want the moon? The squatters. However, it is a common failing of human nature to 

grasp at all, in reach and out of reach, and I suppose that others would do the same if they were placed 
in the position the administration of the law has enabled the squatters to occupy.* 

MONDAY, 24 HOVJEMBJIJR, 1873. 

jtf%Cltt 

Mu. LUCAS, Mx. STEWART. 

JAMES AIJGTJSTINE CIJNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

J. F. Mayger was called in and further examined :- 

Chairman.] Do you remember at what point of your examination you were when the Committee last 
Mr. 

adjourned? Yes. 
J. F. Mayger. 

Please continue your statement? My examination on Friday concluded with a reference to fourteen (' 
conditional purchases which had been taken up one lveek by Messrs. Landale and Jennings, through 21 Nov., 1873. 
assumed selectors, and then sold at auction on the following week to these gentlemen. 

On what run? On Deniliquin and. Warbreccan Runs. Of the fourteen conditional purchases 
Messrsl Landale bought five at the upset price, and Mr. Jennings nine for himself and partner, Mr. 

Shanahan. 

* Norz.—This of squatters as a class. I do however know a few individual members who see they must give way to 
general settlement,—admit they have never paid fair or sufficient rest; and who would scorn to employ dummies to prevent 
occupatwn of the land by a legitimate selector. 
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Mr. 
Shanahan. The case being a very curious one, I inquired into the possible reason why this double trans- J. F. Mayger. 
action had taken place, and I understand that it occurred in this way: The night before the sale-the 

-'-- auction sale-Mr. Raymond attended at the Lands Department, Sydney, in the interest of Mr. Landale, 21 Nov., 1873. 
and Mr. Fitzpatrick, a Member of your Honorable House, on the part of Mr. Jennings, and they repre- 
seated that these fourteen selectors were hemmed in and could not get to water, and so wanted to forfeit 
their conditional purchases.. That was in Sydney on the night before the auction sale took place at Deni-
liquin. These conditional purchases were then forfeited and sold to Mr. Landale and Mr. Jennings. I 
have already shown you the map representing these fourteen selections. Here are the nine purchased the 
second time by Mr. Jennings, and here are the five purchased a second time by Mr. Landale. 

Could you describe these lots by their numbers? I think I have already done so; I will send the 
Committee a tracing of this plan. . (lTide Appendix Cl*.) 

.11&. Lucas.] What does that refer to? It shows the five selections made by Mr. Aitken in the first 
instance, Mr. Landale's overseer, and purchased the next week by Mr. Landale. (J'ide Appendix' .D1.) Chairman.] Are you aware whether any refund wasmade when the lots were sold at auction? I am 
not aware. - 

Mr. Lucas.] When you send in your tracing will you be good enough to particularly distinguish the 
selections that are now the subject of this examination;  for instance, endorse each block something in 
this way :-Selected by Robert Aitken, Mr. Landale's superintendent, in the name of So-and..so, on such-
and-such a date, and sold by auction to Mr. Landale on such a date? I will do so. 

And you will do the same with regard to the other plan? Yes. With regard to the nine selections on 
Mr. Jennings' run I can say positively that there was no hemming in in that case, for there was not a selector 
within miles of them. The others I have not visited, and cannot therefore speak from personal knowledge. 

On this plan you will put :-Selected by Mr. Jennings, in the name of the Murray family, on such a 
date, and bought by Mr. Jennings on such a date? Yes. 

Chairman.] You have mentioned the names of Messrs. Raymond and Fitzpatrick in regard to these 
selections;-do you know on whose behalf they applied to the Lands Department in Sydney? Mr. Raymond, 
on the part of Mr. Landale, and Mr. Fitzpatrick, on the part of Mr. Jennings. .My authority in makin 
that statement is Mr. Moriarty. g  

M. Lucas.] What Mr. Moriarty? Mr. Moriarty, of the Lands Department. That is what he told 
me in Deniliquin. 

Chairman.] How could they, on the part of Mr. Jennings and Mr. Landale, ask to have these selec-
tions cancelled, if they were londfide selections? But they were not bonaftde selections. 

Proceed? As I have mentioned visiting these nine lots, I will now narrate a visit Mr. Jameson and 
I paid the next day on our road down to Moama. We called at Joachim's selections, and saw his 
residences. They were good and fairly substantial houses all of them, and behind one was a large garden, 
filled with vegetables and fruit trees; this garden was fenced in. These selections were occupied in March 
last. We then went to some of Mr. O'Shanassy's selections. We saw four of them. I took a drawing 
of one of the residences, which was characteristic of three out of these four lots, and I should wish to 
hand the drawing in, (Vide Appendix D 2.) 

What were these huts made of? Saplings, with box bark. They are on Mr. O'Shanassy's, Moira 
Run, and they were selected, I believe, last April or May. 

J1&. Lucas.] Were they selected by Mr. O'Shanassy, or his dummies? His name does not appear of 
course. One of the four was taken up by a man named Palmer, who is a boundary-rider in the employ-
ment of Mr. O'Shanassy. Palmer's hut was occupied ; the three others, of which the representation I have 
just handed in gives a true idea, were not. The grass growing inside them was a little higher than the 
grass growing outside. 

Are those selections supposed to be dummies taken up by Mr. O'Shauassy? Yes, they are said to be 
so. On the ground we saw no one. 
8.2. You saw that the grass was higher inside than it was out? The grass was higher inside than out, 
and that showed that the huts had not been occupied. In one of them there was a form or settle, about 
3 feet long, lying on the ground. 
873. Chairman.] How far apart were these? The lots were 320 acres each. 

Were they adjoining? Yes, they were adjoining one another. Here is a plan showing the three that 
we visited. 

Mr. Lucas.] You will put in -a tracing of that too? Yes. (See Appendix C'3*.) 
Chairman.] And you will mark it, so as to distinguish these from any other blocks? Yes. 
Mr. Lucas.] These are what are considered as dummy selections taken up by Mr. O'Shanassy? Yes, 

to hem Mr. Joachim in. 
Chairman.] How long had these been selected before you saw them? These lots with the huts on 

were selected in April or May. 
879. Mr. Lucas.] And when did you see them? On the 10th of November. I was told these huts were 
standing when the blocks were surveyed. They had been surveyed since selection, and the huts were in 
the same condition when they were surveyed. 
880. They have been surveyed since selection? I think so. 

Before, I imagine? No, I think not; because I was informed that the huts were standing at the 
time of survey. 
882. Mr. iS'iewart.] What were these sham huts put up for at all? Just to save them by a pretended 
residence. They are a long way from any authority. There is no one to took after them, and they do 
simply as they please. 

Chairman.] What is your opinion as to the reason that would induce the Crown tenant to have these 
purchased by auction after he had du.mmied. them? In order to evade the provisions of the law in regard 
to improvements. That, I have no doubt, is partly the reason. It is a great advantage for a selector to 
take up a block if it be surveyed, because he knows that he cannot afterwards be told that he has selected 
on a reserve. He is safe in selecting land that is surveyed, and he has his boundary at once defined. 

You think that this is done by the Crown tenant in order to evade the law with regard to improve- 
ments? If a man buys land at £1 per acre he has not to improve at all, and if he dummies first and then 
buys afterwards he has to pay 25s. per acre;  and the squatters will rather do that than be subject to the 
conditions with regard to residence and improvement. In our neighbourhood we find that practically the 

will 

NOTE :-Similar to Appendices 01 and 3, handed in by Mr. Jameson, pages 23 and 80. 
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will of two or three men is sufficient to over-ride the sentiment of the community, and all opinions Mn 

expressed by their representatives in the Municipal Council. In illustration of this I have one or two J." Mayger. 

strong cases to bring before the Committee; In the beginning of 1871, under the administration of Mr. 
Bowie Wilson, as Lands Secretary, the Council at Deniliquin had given to them 4,835 acres as an addition to 21 Nov., 1873. 
their temporary commonage. The Council was written to,. and informed of the circumstance, and the 
notification of the grant was published in the Government Gazette seven months afterwards or so, without 
the slightest warning or communication to the Council that acreage was withdrawn. 

.2Jr&. Stewart.]' The dedication was revoked? It was revoked, and revoked without a word being said 
to the Council about it. Now I have no hesitation in saying that that was withdrawn entirely at the 
intigation of Mr. Landale; it was on his run. 

Mr. Lucas.] At whose iivitance? At the instance of Mr. Robert Landale. I think the letter of the 
Messrs. Landale could be furnished by the Lands Department were the Committee to request a copy of 
it to be produced. There was a hubbub made about this matter at the time, but we could get no infor-
mation why the land was withdrawn. The anthver of the department was that the revocation had occurred 
in accordance with the reports of the Government, officer. When the grant was made it was founded on 
the recommendations of a, Government officer who told me that he had recommended it. 

Chairman.] What position did he hold? I refer to Mr. Woods; .1 cannot say what exact position 
he held, but I think it was that of district surveyor. The squatters had been buying our population 
common, and Mr. Woods thought that the community was deserving of some kind of compensation; and 
he therefore advised that the temporary common should be added to to the extent of these 4,835 acres. 
It was afterwards withdrawn, and we could get no reason why. 

Mr. Lucas.] Has not a portion of that 4,835 acres been sold? I could not say just now whether or 
not any portion of that particular lot has been sold. I think it has, but I would not be certain about it. 
This.year Messrs. Landale applied to have 2,800 acres of the temporary common put up'to auction. 

Chairman.] Where is that common situated? On North Deniliquin. The people met, and signed 
a memorial to the Honorable the Minister for Lands, which I hold in my hand. They said:-"  The 
petition of the undersigned commoners and others resident in the town and district of Deniliquin, humbly 
showeth :—That your petitioners learn, from the local journals, and otherwise, that Messrs. R. & A. 'Landale 
have made an application (through their agent, Mr. R. P. Raymond) to have 2,800 acres of land within the 
temporary commons at Deniliquin measured for auction sale. That a notification to that effect reached 
the Mayor and Council of Deniliquin from Mr. W. W. Stephen, of the Lands Department, by letter dated 
the 1st August, 1873. That your petitioners warmly endorse the telegraphic protest sent to you against 
the temporary commons land alluded to measured off for sale being sold. That your petitioners, individually 
and collectively, protest against such attempted sale. That your petitioners desire to impress upon you 
that a town so closely hemmed in (as the town of Deniliquin is) on all sides by properties used for pastoral 
purposes, a sale such as that alluded to would be not only detrimental but suicidal to the future interests 
and welfare of the town, ourselves, and the future residents therein, as well as inflicting great hardship on 
numerous Crown tenants beyond Deniliquin, who, in consequence of the deplorable ,condition of the road 
between this town and Moama, have long looked upon the temporary commonage at Deniliquin as a 
necessary convenience. That with the prospect of a railway being, constructed between this town and 
Moama (a work which your petitioners have long desired and hope to see accomplished), the land, if 
alienated, would further conduce to the welfare of the few and the injury of the many. In fact, in the 
opinion of your petitioners, great injustice would be rendered to the town and district generally. Your 
petitioners therefore humbly pray that the said application of Messrs. R. & A. Landale to have 2,800 acres 
of land within the temporary commons at Deniliquin measured for auction sale be refused; and your 
petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c." That memorial was signed by the community generally. 

What is the date of that memorial? It is dated the 9th of August. 
Of this year? Yes. The Municipal Council also met, and the mayor wrote the following letter to the 

Secretary for Lands, dated 9th August:-"  In reply to your letter of the 1st instant (receipt acknowledged 
by telegram), relative to Messrs. R. & A. Landale's application to have 2,800 acres of temporary commonage 
at Deniliquin measured for auction sale, and asking the Council to report whether such land is required 
for the use of the commoners,—I have the honor, by direction of the Municipal Council, to state 
(1.) That the Council observes that your letter makes no mention of the particular portion of the com-
mons the Messrs. Landale Brothers desire to have measured. Judging from the large purchases of 
commons land made by them at North Deniliquin on a former occasion, the Council assumes that the - 
land now applied for is contiguous to that which was then acquired. Whether this assumption be correct 
or not, the Council has no hesitation in reporting that the whole of the temporary commonage is required 
for the use of commoners and travellers. And as regards the particular portion indicated, it is adjacent 
to the main Sydney road via1  Conargo and Jerilderie. It has a temporary fence on it which affords - 
excellent accommodation for and is extensively used for travelling sheep and cattle, and being exempt 
from inundation forms the most valuable portion for commoners depasturing their stock. (2.) The Council 
desires me to say that the alienation of large areas of the population reserves merely for the purpose of 
being absorbed into existing pastoral properties has a most damaging effect upon the material advance-
ment of this town. Unfavourable circumstances have for some time conspired to retard the prosperity of 
Deniliquin, and if the overland trade, which now forms one of its principal supports, is destroyed by 
reducing the accommodation the commons afford, its status, as an important inland town, will be correspond- 
ingly affected, and grave injustice inflicted upon its inhabitants, who, in some instances, have paid at the 
rate of £800 per acre for their building allotments, and whose ratable property is valued at £233,400, 
and assessed for municipal purposes at £11,090. (3.) The Council is unanimous in believing that the 
Surveyor General's recommendation, if carried into effect, would raise the indignation of the whole district, 
and that the Government will be memorialized by every inhabitant, except those immediately interested. 
Since the commons here had trustees elected, frequent representations have been made to Government 
respecting their (the commons) curtailment by what were considered injudicious sales. Yet Mr. Jennings 
on one side acquired more than 1,100 acres, and the Messrs. Landale Brothers on the other, 2,235 acres, 
'of the most favoured parts." 

When did they obtain this? At previous sales. These sales have been going on since 1860. The 
mayor in this letter goes on to say:—"(4.) The Council considers that such absorption of population reserves 
is in direct opposition to the object intended when such .reservations were made. The Council would 

also 
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Mr. also point out that last year they opposed Mr. G-eo. Elliott's application to purchase 700 acres of commons 
J. F. Mayger. land on south Deniliquin, and that the Government considerately refused to have such measured for sale." 

I may mention that the Mr. G-eo. Elliott here referred to is a farmer and brewer there, who, seeing that 
21 Nov., 1873. the squatters were buying up this laud, also wanted 1:0 have a slice of it; but, as stated, the Council 

objected, and he did not succeed. The letter continues: "The objections then made apply with equal 
force now. (5). The Council, as trustees of the commons, have endeavoured to discharge their duties 
faithfully, both to commoners and the general public. A herdsman isemployed to attend to commoners' 
cattle, and direct the transit of travelling stock at a cost, including incidental expenses, &c., of £200 per 
annum, and a debt of £300 has been contracted in an endeavour to keep down the ]3athurst-burr and 
other weeds, the seeds of which are deposited on the commons in immense quantities by trvelling stock. 
(6.) From an authentic record kept at the toll-house, by direction of the Council, it appears that during 
the years 1871 and 1872, 1,546,110 sheep, and about 40,000 cattle and other stock, passed over the towns 
commons ; and when it is taken into consideration that the Deniliquin commons are the last free feeding 
places for stock on the road to Moama, a distance of some 50 miles—and as that road, to a great distance, 
is fenced in to a very lane, it must be apparent to the most partial observer that if this trade is to be 
retained and travelling stock fed, the boundaries of the permanent commons most urgently require exten-
sion instead of reduction. (7.) The Council therefore reiterate and the commoners, by the action it is 
known they are taking relative to this subject, support them." This portion of the mayor's letter refers 
to the memorial which was then being signed, and which 'I have already read to the Committee. The 
Council therefore reiterate the assertion that the commons lands, permanent and temporary, and whether 
on North or South Deniliquin, are absolutely required. The foregoing remarks may be briefly summarised 
as follows :—(1.) The land in question is absolutely required for the use of the commoners and travellers. 
(2.) In ordinary seasons stock have not more pasturage than is absolutely necessary, the permanent com-
mons being quite inadequate. (3.) The commons are required to sustain a trade, the loss of which would 
be ruinous to the town. Taking into consideration the important facts having reference to this matter, 
the Council urgently request the Government not to accede to Messrs. Landale Brothers applicatiou. I 
have the honor to bp, &c., Jxs. WATSON, Mayor of Deniliquin." Notwithstanding this effort, the decision 
of the Minister for Lands was that the commons must be sold, and the only qualification that he would give 
us was, that it should be sold in smaller lots. The sale of land so near Deniliquin is quite contrary to the 
wishes of the people; because land there will probably within a very few years be quadrupled iii value, 
and if the sale of the land were deferred until then the advance in value will go into the hands of the 
State. To sell land situated close to the town now is to make a present of that probable advance to the 
- squatter, or anybody else who buys. The final decision of Mr. Farnell was as I have stated, so far as I am 
acquainted, with it; but the exposure made more recently of the dummyism going on there I believe so 
incensed Mr. Farnell that he directed that the survey then proceeding should be stopped. I was talking 
to the Surveyor General in Deniliquin when that order came. This shows how the community and the 
Municipal Council there have been continuously treated, apparently only to please one or two wealthy 
squatters. The land to which I am referring was intended to be sold in SO-acre blocks. Most certainly 
no land should be sold near towns in quantities of 320 acres. I have never seen any competition for such. 
The land has always been purchased at £1 an acre by the gentlemen who persuaded the Government to put 
it up for sale. 

Mr. Lwcas.] I suppose there is a sort of freemasonry among the squatters—" you do not bid against 
me for the land on my station, and I will not bid against you for the land on yours" being the principle 
acted upon? I do not know. I cannot say. I should not think that any arrangement was necessary. 
Here are runs of 70,000 acres each; the owner of one bids for the land on his run, and the owner of the 
other is the only buyer for the land put up on his. 

Mr. Stewart.] There is only the one buyer in these cases? Only one buyer. There are 50 miles 
between Deniliquin and Moama. A railway is to be constructed between the two places, and I therefore 
think that it is wrong to sell any of these lands to anybody at present. 

Ohairman.] What will be the effect of the railway regarding land? It will enhance its value, perhaps 
in places to £3 an acre, and if you sell the land now you simply make a present of £2 per acre to the 
buyer, which the Government might realize if they were not to sell for six or seven years, or only when 
required by legitimate public demand. 

Have you done with that part of your statement? Yes. There is another matter to which I now 
wish to call the attention of the Committee, and that is, with regard to the style in which the surveys are 
now being made down there. I understand from letters which have come to hand since I have been in 
Sydney that some surveyors are now measuring the land in such blocks that two f them will make more 
than 320 acres. 

.ljfr. Stewart.] That is to say, in blocks of 160 acres and 163 acres? Yes, or something like that 
number; and where that is the case if a conditional purchaser wants to take 320 acres he cannot do it. 
The one block of 160 or 163 acres is not enough for him, and the two blocks are more than .the law entitles 
him to obtain. 
SOS. What is the intention of that? To baulk the conditional purchaser, and send him to another place 
other than that of the run-holder, who thus apparently influences the surveyor. The runs mentioned by. 
my correspondents are Mathoura and Boonook; and I have been desired to bring this particularly 
before the Committee and the Minister for Lands. 

.Mi. Liwas.] Or to compel him to take 163 acres instead of 320 acres? Yes, I have here a letter 
from a free selector, dated the 9th of November instant, from Forest Creek., 

Where is Forest Creek? About 17 miles from Deniliquin, on the Conargo Road. He says, "I see 
Mr. Peppin goes in heavy every land day. There are several men's names he has used three or four times 
within the twelve months as dummys. If the selections are forfeited he will buy at the upset price; the 
total cost of the land to him then being 25s. per acre." 

Anything that is sold in that way is illegal? That may be. It is all very well to say that, but we 
have seen it done. The fourteen selections to which I have already referred cost Messrs. Jennings and 
Landale 25s. an  acre; and they obtained them in the same way. 

They bought at auction? That is what the writer of this letter intends to convey. 
Chairman..] That is one way of evading the law? Yes. This free selector goes on to say, "The 

Lands Department at Sydney have sent a most obliging man here, a Mr. Donkin, staff surveyor. The 
last 
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last dodge is to survey blocks of land in 161-acre pieces to stop selection, one being too small to fulfil the Yr. 
residence, and two making 322 acres; being 2 acres above the area. We formerly had to wait nearly J. F. Mayer. 
twelve months before getting the survey made; but now, to suit the squatter, Mr. Donkm instructs 
another surveyor, Burgess, to survey selections, at once in this locality with a view to surround the selector 21 Nov., 1873. 
and to stop selection; likewise making Mr. Peppin's surveyed blocks most suitable to his interests, making 
the selector's survey in any shape, depriving him of his legal frontage, and taking land that has been 
selected months since, but not surveyed; thereby altering the bond tide selector's holding, making it any 
shape contrary to the Government Regulations. Mr. Peppin is about taking our grazing rights now, 
having them all surveyed in blocks for purchase, notwithstanding he had the use of them before." I cannot 
personally vouch for the correctness of this, but I read it to show you the kind of grievances the selectors 
there think they are suffering from. I have here a plan showing the manner in which these blocks of 160, 
161, and 163 acres, are measured. (Vide AppendiccD3) With reference to the subject of taking up 
selections by squatters so as to keep the lots secure up to the date of sale, there is a very pretty case 
standing in the name of Blackwood. 

When you speak of taking up selections in order to secure the land to the day of sale, what do you 
mean. Do you mean in order to prevent the bond fide selector from taking up the land before the day of 
sale? That is what I mean. 

That is what you are going to illustrate now by some particular case? Yes 
Mr. Lucas.] A block of land of (say) 320 acres is surveyed and advertised for sale by auction on a 

particular day, but any time before the day of sale it may be taken up by free-selection? Yes. 
After it is advertised for sale the1  squatter takes it up as a dummy selection, so as to lead the public to 

believe that it has passed from the Crown, and a few days before the sale the selection is forfeited and the 
land is put up for sale by auction without sufficient information being given to the public ;—is what I under-
stand is that to be the plan adopted? Yes; you have put it very clearly. That is one phase of it, but it 
has several others. You speak of some selections being made after the land. is advertised, and when it is 
thus supposed by the public to be selected it is then forfeited, and only notified the day before the sale by 
auction, and sold by auction the next day. In other cases, when land had been selected by bond fide 
selectors and subsequently sold at auction to the squatter, the land agent has refused to give any informa-
tion to the selector who inquired why his land was sold. That occurred in September. 

And who was the purchaser at auction? Messrs. Landale. We have only two purchasers at auction 
there—Jennings and Landale. 

Messrs. Jennings and Landale you say are the only two purchasers? We have nobody else who 
buy at auction sale, and we never had any other purchasers of immediately near country pastoral land. 
Town lots are different, of course. 

Chairman.] Do not free-selectors purchase? Not at all, as yet. 
Proceed? On this particular land day, to connect my remarks with Mr. Lucas' question, two selectors 

had some of the lands which they had selected—two lots —they had taken six or seven blocks for their 
children and themselves; but from different causes they lost two. They were put up for sale on that day. 
One of them asked, and I asked,—knowing that the lots had been conditionally purchased previously—
I said,—" Mr. Broughton, you are selling a conditional purchase. He did not answer me. The selectors 
asked the same question; and all the reply they got was,—" You will find that I am doing right." 

Mr. liucas.] Who gave them that answer? Mr. Broughton, the land agent. 
And that was all the information he gave them?. That was all the information he gave them. In 

one case the sale occurred in this way: The conditional purchaser had selected on a reserve that had been 
revoked, but the thirty days' notice would not expire until the evening before the day of sale by auction. 
The selector, Mr. Rose, selected in ignorance, but why could not the land agent have told him of his 
mistake? He did not, and the man could not find out how the thing stood. He had written to Sydney, 
and had received no answer. The last thing I did before I left Deniliquin was to put the case in the 
hands of a lawyer. The lawyer searched the Gazette, but could not find either the notice of the reserve 
or of its revocation. After I had reached Sydney, however, I found that the lawyer had written overland, 
and his letter was to the effect that lie had given the Gazette another search, and had found the notice of 
revocation; but he said the thirty days would not expire until it had got beyond the time of Rose's 
selection, and immediately before the day of sale. Here there was land advertised for sale by auction 
which was protected from free selection, haviiig been a reserve, by the thirty days notice required for 
cancellation. People were thus led to believe that they could select it, when in fact they could not; and 
before the first land day came round, when it would be possible for them to select it lega.11y, the land was 
sold by public auction. The auction took place after a land day, and on the first day the land was really 
open. 

Chairman.] Can you fix the dates? I think the selection 'as made in August. 
When was the reserve put up to auction?• I think it was in September that the sale was made to 

the Messrs. Landale. 
Are you aware of the date of the revocation of the reserve? Not just now. 
Have you ascertained where this reserve was situated? On Messrs. Landale's run. 
You are not aware when it was revoked? According to the later light thrown upon the matter it 

would be revoked exactly thirty days before the day of sale. 
WEat was the date of the day of sale? That I will ascertain and supply,—I think the 26th of 

September. 
1873? Yes. The lots were P and Q, and the revocation would date on the 26th of August. Rose 

selected between the latter end of August and the 26th of September. 
How many days elapsed after the reserve was revoked before it was put up to auction? After the 

fulfilment of the revocation notice—the thirty days,—the land was sold the next morning. 
Then there was only one day during which this land could be conditionally purchased before it was 

put up to auction? It could not be conditionally purchased at all, as there was no land office day or any 
other intervening. 

Have you any reason to believe that the dates were so arranged as to defeat the object of the Land 
law? I have a moral conviction that that was the intention. 

What? To prevent any one from selecting. I cannot believe that these coincidences would occur 
so frequently without a purpose. It is very unlikely that they would. I should like to refer to another 

124—G case, 
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Mr. case, illustrating how blocks are taken up which are intended to be bought at auction, and to prevent the 
J. F. Mayger. free selector from getting the land:—There is a man of the name of John Blackwood; he was selected 
i-' for by Mr. Aitken, Mr. Landale's overseer, on the 11th of September. It was a measured portion in 
21 Nov., 1873. Mundiwa parish, lot 5, and referred to previously by me. On Octobr 9, Mr. A'Beckett, as agent, selected 

for him a lot called No. 19, in Tholobin parish. The man had now therefore two selections, one by Mr. 
Aitken and the other by the lawyer. On October 15th the last selection was caiicelled and notice sent, 
as he could not, of course, hold two. However, for the time being, that answered the purpose of block-
ing any one else from getting it. On October the 23rd the same lot was selected by Mr. A. Landale for 
a James Williamson, and for the same firm; and now it is advertised for sale next Wednesday. The 
block is marked in that sale list as N.N. 

.lt&. Lucas.] I have now the Gazette before me. I think you stated that the reserve was revoked,—
the revocation to take effect on the day previous to the sale? Before I answer that, I begin to be in 
doubt whether it was in time for the sale. This is the date7-26th of August—and there should be thirty 
clear days between. 

Take the Gazette in your hand? Yes. 
Do you see there a notice of the revocation you have been speaking of? I think this is it. 
And would that expire the day before the sale? Yes. 
In the evening? In the evening. 
Was the sale day on a Thursday, the land office day? No; it was the day after. The 26th of 

September was on a Friday. 
Then it was not the usual land day? It was not. 
It was impossible, therefore, under the circumstances, that this land could be selected? It was quite 

impossible. 
Simply because the notice of revocation expired on the evening of the land day ? Yes. 
And it was sold by auction on the next day when applications for conditional purchases could not be 

received? It was. It could not be selected until the next land office day, the 2nd of October. 

TUESDAY, 25 HO1RMBER, 1873. 

Mn. LUCAS, I Mn. MACLEAY, 
Mn. STEWART. 

JAMES AIJGUSTINE CTJNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
J. F. Mayger, Esq., was called in and further examined 

(Witness handed in three plans. l7ide A
Mr.

ppendices C, 0, C.) 

J. F. Mayger. 01 m.] In your former examination you referred to the case of a Mr. Rose. Mr. Rose was the 
person who conditionally purchased on a reserve before the expiration of the thirty days' notice of revoca- 

25 Nov., 1873. tion? Yes. When I left Deniliquin we had not discovered the reason of his losing the land. The matter 
was put into the hands of a lawyer, and since I have been in Sydney I have received a letter from him 
respecting the matter. He writes from Deniliquin, under date November 11, 1873, as follows :-" Be 
Rose's selection. Yours of 9th instant duly to hand. I made another search this day in the Gazette for 
the cancellation of the reserve, and found that reserve No. 768 was certified as revoked on the 26th of 
August last, and was offered for sale and purchased by Messrs. Landale on the 26th of September, exactly 
thirty clear days from its being gazett.ed; consequently, as the thirty clear days expired on •a Friday, it 
could not be conditionally purchased until the following Thursday, the 2nd of October. I am afraid we 
cannot do anything in the matter, as the sale to Messrs. Landale was perfectly legal, but the conditional 
purchase by Rose was not, although I admit that it was a great hardship to Mr. Rose. However, I will 
write direct to the Minister for Lands by this evening's post, and lay the facts of the case before him." 

Will you now proceed with your statement? With regard to the salle  by auction of large blocks of 
land, the notice is sometimes esteemed down at Deniliquin to be illegal because it is too short. The Act 
requires that three months shall be the outside extent of notice, and that at least one month's notice shall be 
given. Here is a case in the Government Gazette of Tuesday, the 30th of September. The notice signed 
by the Minister for Lands is dated the 29th September; the Gazette was published on the following day; 
and the principal portion of the sales referred to in this notice took place on the 29th of October, or 
under a month. There are twenty-four sales advertised, and all but one held at Hay were held on the 
29th of October. 

Mr. &ewart.] Is that the first notice which appeared in the Gazette I It is the first notice. These 
land sales lists are generally, in fact I may say always, issued as supplements to the Government Gazette, 
and, being supplements, they do not usually come out with the current number of the Gazette, but are 
generally received in the country, at least, with the next publication of the Gazette. For instance,—
although this is a supplement to Tuesday's Gazette of 30th September, and bears that date, it did not come 
into the country with that Gazette, but reached us with the following Friday's Gazette, so that, in point of 
fact, the month's notice is reduced to about a fortnight or three weeks. 

Chairman.] For the practical information of rural inhabitants the law of course does not refer to the 
date of the notification signed by the Minister for Lands, but to the date when the notice is published in 
the Government Gazette? It must be so. Then tracings of the land to be sold come only eight or nine 
days before the sale;  and, as only one tracing comes, everybody is placed in a difficulty as to where the 
land to be sold is. 

Only one tracing is furnished? Only one tracing is furnished. 
And that is kept in the local land office? It is; and everyone must go there to see it. There is no 

information to be obtained until these tracings are received. 
What course would you recommend in regard to these tracings;—would you have them distributed 

in the same way as private individuals do who have land for sale—when they distribute lithographs giving 
all 
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all the information necessary respecting the estate to be sold? Yes; I would have lithographs made and Mr. 

distributed; and if the notice is to be brought down to the minimum of time, the notice 'should be so J. F. Mayger. 

dated and published as to allow the information to be in the particular district where the land is to be r-"--' 
sold for a full month before. the day of sale. The tracings and all information obtainable should be 25 Nov., 1873. 
exhibited to the public a month at least before the day of sale. There are thousands of acres of land put 
up for sale for which no competition ever occurs. Mr. Jamison referred to the case of a conditional 
purchaser without mentioning his name. The man's name was Cheriton, and he selected west of the 
reserve 212. Messrs. Landale put in an application for land east of that reserve; and although the 
applications were for two distinct pieces of land, the one east and the other west of the reserves mentioned, 
the land agent decided that they must go to the ballot. This plan will show you the position of the selections. 
(Vide Appendiz.V'.) Mr. H. H. Cheriton writes to me from Deniliquin under date 12th of November, 
1873, and says,—" On the 25th of September last I applied at the land office, Deniliquin, for six sections for 
myself and children. When my first application was read by the land officer he asked if there was anyone 
who had an application which clashed with it. Then Mr. Landale and his overseer said that they had 
applications which clashed with mine, although they were not described in any way like mine. Their 
description was east and adjoining extended reserve No. 212, and mine was east and adjoining railway 
reserve 525. And yet the land officer persisted that they should be balloted for, and my two applications 
were thrown out. I sent one of my applications to the Honorable the Minister for Lands about the 30th 
of September last, but I have not received any answer. I told him in my letter how the case was, but 
perhaps.I did not make myself understood. Since I have come over from Victoria with my family I find that 
Mr. Landale's selections do not clash with the applications I put in, as Mr. Landale has his surveyed now. 
What I would wish is that the Hoilorable the Minister for Lands should confirm those two applications 
which were thrown out. I will send you the other one with this note, likewise a rough tracing of the land, 
If I am deprived of these two selections I shall not have a drop of water or any place .to store water, as 
there is a watercourse on those two in the winter months. Actions like these prevent the improvement of 
the land which the people settle upon, and throw around the selecting right an air of litigation and trouble, 
which is totally unnecessary in any fair adjustment of the settlement of population in the country. 

In the case of that selector they balloted for lands that were situated directly opposite to each other? 
Directly opposite to each other, and so described in their applications. 

One was on the east side and the other on the weit? Yes; of the extended reserve mentioned; and 
yet it was held that the applications clashed*. I would suggest, with a view of putting a stop to these 
designed clashings of applications, that the land agent should receive applications for land under condi-
tional purchase on more days than one. I cannot see any overpowering reason why the transaction of 
land business should be restricted to one day of the week. If applications could be received on three or 
four days in the ordinary run of business, people would not come into collision one with another. An 
application could be received on any day or several, and a receipt given to the applicant of the time when 
it was received, and on one day in each week the applications could, be publicly announced as correct, 
informal, or competing. That would avoid these collisions altogether. It seems to me that the present 
practice throws unnecessary obstacles in the way of the settlement of the country; and I think that the 
difficulty I refer to could be very easily avoided in the way I have pointed out. It would entail no more 
trouble on the officers, and I believe it would be far more agreeable to them and to the public. They 
would then not be so hurried in deciding cases as they very often now are. And with regard to the land 
offices, and the necessity of having a surveyor, I may say that if surveyors—men skilled in their duties and 
impartial in their exercise—were appointed to these offices, they would know more 'about the business than 
clerks who are commonly appointed because they can take down depositions. Take such an office as Deni. 
liquin; the land business there is all important as compared with any other business that can otherwise come 
before it, and yet the land officer in charge there would be appointed under the present system, simply 
because he is a deposition clerk. 

His qualifications for the more important part of his duties are never considered in his appointment? 
They are not considered. Men who intend to take up land would prefer to travel 100, 200, or even 300 
miles, to an office where they could get information that would not lead them astray than travel a shorter 
distance to an office where they might be likely to get such information which, in six months afterwards, 
would very probably involve them in disappointment or in a law suit. 
045. In districts where there are large sales of land taking place, both at auction and by conditional 
purchase—having regard to the improvements required to be effected under the various clauses of the 
Land Act—do you think it would be desirable to establish an office for the purpose of dealing with the 
leasing and sale of lands? Yes, I think so, decidedly. - 
916. You think that would be preferable to the present mode of relying upon Clerks of Petty Sessions in 
these important districts? Yes; if it be the intention of the Government to go on with these large sales 
of land, and selections continued, the business will be so important that it ought to be effected under a 
separate and distinct officer, who should not be at all connected with the office of the Clerk of Petty Sessions. 
As an instance of what I mean, and to show the feeling of some of these gentlemen, I may mention a 
circumstance that has come to my knowledge: One of two men, who went into the land office at Denili-
quin on the 9th October. to select, told me that they were immediately followed by Mr. Aitken, the 
overseer of Mr. Landale, and one of the Messrs. Peppin. The men had put in their papers, when these 
gentlemen, one of whom is a Magistrate, asked the Clerk of Petty Sessions to show them the selectors' 
papers there and then. After some hesitation Mr. Broughton showed these to them. They then left the 
room to look at the map. These two free selectors were men from Victoria, and they thought it very 
singular conduct on the part of the land agent to exhibit towards them, by treating these gentlemen in 
the way I have described. They had always been led to understand that there were only two parties in 
the matter of taking up land—the Governmeflt and themselves,—and that hence squatters had no right to 
interfere. They thought that it was a piece of impudence in these gentlemen to go and ask that they 
might be allowed to look at their papers. But .this is the kind of condhct which, I think, you must expect 
from Clerks of Petty Sessions in relation to neighbouring squatters, who are also Justices of the Peace. 

I 

None :—It was satisfactory to find subsequently on inquiry at the Sydney Department, that Cheriton's six selections 
were all confirmed as correct; but that however only the more forcibly illustrates the strange proceedings adopted at Den'il-
quin land office. 
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Mr. I have here another case, which I should like to submit to the Committee; I think it also will illustrate the 
J. F. Mayger. 

impolicy of allowmg Police Magistrates and Clerks of Petty Sessions having anything to do with the land. 
It refers to the land office at Moama; and, first of all, I will read you the letter of Mr. W. W. Stephen, 

25 Nov., 1873. the Under Secretary for Lands, Sydney, 27th June, 1873. It is addressed to Mr. Wm. Preston, Post Office, 
Moama. Mr. Stephen writes :-" Sir,—Jn reply to your letter of the 26th ultimo, representing that 
on the 21th April last the agent for the sale of Crown Lands at Moama refused to receive your application 
for the conditional purchase of measured portions Nos. 109, 110, and 118, Moira Run, on the ground that 
the land applied for was within the population boundary of Moama, and had been withdrawn from sale 
by telegram from this department, and yet subsequently received applications from Messrs. Layfield, Eddy, 
and Alliband for adjoining portions,—I am directed to inform you that the telegram alluded to cannot be 
traced in this office. The land agent has therefore been called upon to report as to the cause of his 
refusal of your application. I am to add that the applications of Messrs. Layfield, Eddy, and Alliband 
were forwarded to Mr. Licensed Surveyor Finley on the 14th ultimo for report." The date of the next 
letter is—" Department of Lands, Sydney, 21st August, 1873," and it also is addressed to Mr. Wm. 
Preston, Post Office, Moama. Mr. W. W. Stephen writes :-" Sir,—With reference to your communication 
of the 26th of May last, representing that on the 24th of April last the agent for the sale of Crown Lands 
at Moama refused to receive your application for the conditional purchase of 300 acres of land, situate 
within reserve No. 318, Moira Run, although he had previously (on 3rd April) allowed Messrs. Layfield, 
Eddy, and Allibaud to select adjoining portions within the same reserve,—I aili now directed to apprise 
you that Mr. Maunsell was perfectly justified in rejecting your application, as on 17th April he was 
* informed by telegram from this department that reserve No. 318 had not been cancelled, and was not open 
to sale. I am further to add that the applications of Layfield, Eddy, and Alliband (which the land agent 
states were only received under strong protest) were sent to Mr. Licensed Surveyor Finley on 14th of 
May last, and on the receipt of his report all necessary action on the purchases will be taken. With 
respect to your reflections as to the manner in which the land agent cdnducts the business of his office, and 
your statement of the dissatisfaction which exists in consequence, I am directed to inform you that Mr. 
Maunsell has furnished an explanation which the Minister for Lands considers satisfactory." That letter 
you will see contains an admission that they could not trace the telegram referred to when. they received 
Preston's letter, and the whole correspondence has been very unsatisfactory to the selecting class. 

What was the result of the purchases by the other parties? Layfield and the others will have to 
remove, I believe, and their houses, &c., pulled down. This is an affidavit made by the party who received 
these letters. 

What is the object of that affidavit—for what purpose was it made? If you will allow me I will 
read it:-"  I, William Preston, of Tatailla, in the Colony of New South Wales, farmer, maketh oath and 
say: That on or before the 23rd day of April last I was deirous of conditionally purchasing a selection 
of land on the Moira Run, lying north of reserve No. 91 ; that I called upon Mr. Maunsell, the land 
agent at Moama, and pointed out to him the land I was desirous of taking up, when I was informed by 
that gentleman that the said land was already taken up by Mr. O'Shanassy; that subsequently, namely, 
on the 29th of May last, the very same land was selected by four persons in the employ of Mr. 
O'Shanassy—Ann Atkinson, Louisa Atkinson, Henry Palmer, and George Millage, the two first being 
aboriginals of this Colony." This affidavit is signed by William Preston, and bears the signature of James 
Shackell, a Commissioner of the Supreme Court of New South Wales for taking affidavits, as having been 
sworn before him, at Echuca, in the Colony of Victoria, on the 17th of November, 1873. I received this 
affidavit since I have been in Sydney. 

Then in this case it appears that while a bond fide conditional, purchaser was refused to be allowed 
to purchase on Moira Run, on the ground of the land being part' of a reserve, yet four dummies in the 
employment of the lessee were allowed to purchase? That would appear to be the fact from that affidavit; 
but the land referred to in that was not on a reserve. The affidavit appears to refer to one matter, and the 
letters to others. Layfield, Eddy, and Alliband were not dummies. If you look at this plan you will see 
the numbers of the selections first applied for by Mr. Preston. This plan shows the population boundary 
of Moama; and it seems to me that the land which he then applied for was more than 4 miles outside 
the town. These, again, are the four blocks referred to in the affidavit; and I believe three of these four 
were the three we visited before coming to Sydney. It was, I think, on one of these that we found the 
hut, a representation of which I handed in to the Committee as an appendix to my evidence yesterday. 
Some three or four years ago the land business of Moama was all effected at Deniliquin. It was taken 
away from Moama for some cause or other. 

It was transacted at Deniliquin? It was; I think for about eighteen months. The reason never 
transpired publicly, so that I could not say what was the cause; but I believe something had occurred 
which was not considered satisfactory by the department, and the office was removed. During that time 
there were no complaints from the public as to the way in which the land business affecting Moama was 
transacted; but since that time complaints have been frequent. I should like to bring before the Com-
mittee the matter of selections taken up by agents. It is not at all an uncommon thing for a squatter to 
go to a commission agent in Deniliquin, and to hand him a lot of papers and names, with which he fills up 
applications. The agent knows nothing whatever of the principals concerned; but he receives two or 
three guineas for his trouble, and goes to the land office, hands in the applications, and they pass. In 
all cases where an agent mnalces application at the land office in that way, excepting where he is a father 
acting for his children, I think when the first mouth has passed during which residence is not necessary, 
the principal for whom the agent has acted should be compelled to appear at the land office, and make a 
declaration that he was the person for whom So-and-so took up certain land on a particular day. We 
should then know whether these people whose names are used in applications for taking up land really 
existed or not; but at any rate an arrangement such as this would make the evasion of the law more 
difficult than it is at present. I believe that the names of persons are mentioned in many of these appli-
cations who do not exist in the district; and believe that selections have been obtained in the names of 
people who are living in Melbourne, and who have no intention whatever of crossing the Border to live in 
New South Wales. Any check by which the party named in the transaction may be brought forward and 
put in relation to the local land office as a known person, would be a great gain to the community. With 
regard to the reserve, the extended reserve at Moama, to which I have referred, concerning which certain 
applications have been received - 

951. 
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The reserve on what run? The reserve on Moira Run; it is 4 miles from Moania.. Mr. 
You mean the population reserve? The proper population reserve would be only 2 miles from J. F. Mayger. 

Moama; but somehow, down there it has been doubled, and nobody knows the reason. 
What is the population according to the last Census? I could not say exactly, but I do. not think it 25 Nov., 1873. 

is more than 300. It is only entitled to 2 miles, whereas an extra 2 miles, making 4 altogether, has been 
added, and that is just the way to kill the little township opposite Echuca. This land has been reserved; 
it has been put up to auction once or twice, and withdrawn before the day of sale. Selection has not 
been allowed on it, and yet still some selections have been taken up on it. Messrs. Layfield, Eddy, and 
Alliband, referred to in the two letters read, have selected upon it, and their selections have been cancelled. 
They have been summoned to the police office. They asked the Department to protect them, and they 
received the following telegram lately from the Department: "As' your selections stand as cancelled the 
Government cannot interfere with cutting of timber." They add after that, that ten houses are being 
erected on the alleged reserve at the present time. 

Mr. Maunsell allowed them to select under strong protest? They are directed by the Government 
that they must remove because their selections are cancelled, and they are told that they cannot be proW 
tected against timber cutting; but still, at the same time, Mr. O'Shanassy is said to be putting up ten 
houses on this very reserve. 

I suppose Mr. O'Shanssy is the lessee? He is the lesee of the run. 
Is he building these houses simply under the title of his lease and nothin,g more? I cannot tell 

under what he is doing it. 
What value would they be there—would they be for lease, or for what purpose? I do not know 

whether they would form the basis of any claim for improvements. It is expected that the reserve will be 
thrown open for purchase shortly. 

And then the lessee could purchase in virtue of his improvements? It is hard to tell what may be 
the object. The telegram to the Secretary for Lands from Messrs. Layfield, Eddy, and Alliband, dated 
Moama, November 11, 1873, was:-"  Six men engaged by O'Shanassy cutting timber on our land. Please 
stay proceedings until you decide on case as timber is very scarce on land. Your answer by telegram 
will oblige." The answer from the Department was given in the telegram I have already read. It seems 

W
eculiarly hard case. Here is an improper reserve; having regard to the number of the population of 
township, the population boundary should have been 2. miles nearer the town than it is; and had it 

been so the ground would have been open for selection, and there people would never have been turned off 
the land after they had once settled upon it. But they are to be turned off the ground, while at the same 
time they see the lessee cutting their timber and building houses upon it. Another matter which I wish 
to bring before you is the difficulty which some men experience in getting their grass rights, although there 
is no purchased land within miles of their selections. I have here an application from Mr. John Rogers, 
a selector down at Tatailla, who took up land on the 13th of May, 1869, and subsequently applied for his 
grass rights. The letter before me is from the Department of Lands, Sydney, and is dated 28 January, 
1871. It states :-" Sir,—Referring to your application of the 21st July last for a pre-emptive lease in the 
county of Cadell, I am directed to inform you that as the land applied for is already under lease to 
Robertson, Wagner, & Co., your application cannot be complied with." I have been to where they keep 
the maps in the Lands Department here, and looked at the map of this land of that time, and I cannot see 
there has been any alteration since this man selected his land. There has been nothing purchased within 
three or four miles of his selection, and yet he cannot get his grass right. Then, too, there appears to be a 
singular way of giving the grass right. Here is a plan which will illustrate what I mean. (Vide Appendix 
.V .) The plan I hand in shows three purchases, A, B, and C, and also the grass rights of each in relation 
to the position of their selections. 

Do you know any particular case in which they have been granted in this shape? I think so. If 
you will look at the maps in the Lands Office you will see it illustrated—you will see that they go back 5 
or 6 miles in this way. Here is another peculiar case, the case of Daniel Gwyder, who took up a 
selection on Stuckey's or Gulpa Island, which was afterwards said to be on a reserve. The map, in use for 
years at Deniliquisi, however, did not show any reserve; and subsequently a fresh map was sent down, in 
which G-wyder's selection was included in a reserve. I will read you the particulars of this case. This is 
what his agent says:—" On the 22nd day of February, 1872, I attended at the Crown Lands Agent's office, 
Deniliquin, for the purpose of selecting 80 acres of land on Stuckev's Island, Mathoura Run, for Daniel 
Gwyder, a minor, and on that day was shown by the agent the Government plan, which had been in use for 
that purpose for about five years, and was the only plan he then had for exhibiting to intending conditional 
purchasers for their guidance in making their selections. The plan so exhibited showed the land I required 
as situated outside any reserve, and open to conditional purchase;, and I therefore, on the faith of the 
plan being correct, selected the land for the said Daniel Gwyder, who has since resided upon it and 
improved it." About the 30th of April I received a notice from the Tinder Secretary for Lands, at 
Sydney, stating that the selection was cancelled "being within a reserve," but not stating, as is usual in 
such cases, the number of the reserve within which it was said the land conditionally purchased was 
situated. To this communication I replied, asking the Tinder Secretary for Lands to state the number of 
the reserve within which it was alleged the land selected was situated, and was favoured with the following 
reply :-" Department of Lands, Sydney, 22nd June, 1872. Sir,—With reference to your letter of the 
17th ultimo, requesting that you may be furnished with particulars of the reserve within which your 
cancelled conditional purchase of 80 acres at Deniliquin is situated, I am directed to inform you that the 
reserve alluded to is numbered 302, and was notified in the Government Gazette of the 23rd Decefriber, 1865. 
I have the honor, &c., (Signed) W. W. Stephen.—Mr. Daniel Gwyder, care of J. E. Kynaston, Deniliquin." 
I replied to this communication, stating that it must be an error, as I was prepared to prove from the 
Government plans, exhibited by the Crown Lands Agent at the time of making the conditional purchase 
now referred to, as also for the past five years, that reserve 302, as shown clearly and distinctly (its 
boundaries being most definitely shown by green coloured edges), was situated more than a mile from the 
land conditionally purchased by Daniel Gwyder. The plan showed the south boundary-line of reserve 
302 about 2 miles north of the north boundary-line of Gwyder's selection, or thereabouts. In the 
margin of my letter I affixed a tracing, taken from the Crown Lands Agent's plan, of reserve 302, and 
took the precaution to get the same witaessed by the Crown Lands Agent himself as being a correct copy. 
To this communication I received the following reply :-" Department of Lands, Sydney, 8th February, 

1873. 
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Mr. 1878. Sir,—With reference to your letter of 7th ultimo, respecting your conditional purchase of 80 acres at 
J. F. Myger. Deniliquin, which was cancelled on account of its being within the reserve 302, I am directed to inform you 

that the matter has been again investigated, and it has been ascertained beyond doubt that the portion is 
25 Nov., 1873. situated within the reserve alluded to—I have the honor, &c., (signed) W. W. Stephen.—Mr. Daniel 

G-wyder, care of J. E. Kynaston, Esq., Deniliquin." To this letter I replied in a very lengthy one, dated 15th 
February, 1873, calling the attention of the Department to my former statements as to the plan exhibited, 
a subject which the Department has in all its communications ever carefully avoided. Why, I cannot say, 
although inference would strongly suggest a possible reason. In that letter I showed most clearly that the 
gazetted description of reserve 302 included the whole island, and if that was still a correct description of 
the reserve all the conditional purchases, numbering 16 to 20, and which had all been allowed to pass 
unchallenged on account of reserve 302, must also be wrong if G-wyder's were so; and I asked the Under 
Secretarv for an explanation of how it was that the Deniliquin Crown Lands Agent's plan showed so distinctly 
only about one-third of the island as reserve 302 P To that letter I have not as yet received any reply; but 
an act has very recently been performed in the charting branch of the Lands Department in reference to the 
land selected by G-wvder, which, if not very suspicious, is at least most extraordinary in its appearance. It is 
this: On the 10th of this month the Crown Lands Agent at Deniliquin received from the Sydney office a newly 
compiled plan of the Police District of Deniliquin to exhibit (as the one previously alluded to had been) 
to intending conditional purchasers for their guidance in making their selections. This plan was accom- 
panied by a letter, requesting the Crown Lands Agent to return to Sydney the plan hitherto in use. Being 
in the land office that morning, and at the precise time the Crown Lands Agent received and opened the 
plan, I was the first person to inspect it, and upon looking over the county Townsend portion, showing the 
locality of reserve 302, I was struck with surprise to observe that a strip of groñnd, about a mile wide 
and extending across the island about 2 miles or more, had been edged with green colour along all its 
boundaries, taking in the 80 acres of land selected by Daniel G-wyder, and written upon thus: "Part of 
reserve 302"; and such is the very extraordinary as well as most fatally objectionable feature as a 
reserve in this would-be clever device, that by it reserve 302 is now made to appear on the plan in 
two detached portions, the south boundary of the one marked reserve 302 being about a mile from 
the north boundary of the lately new created reserve portion, on the plan marked "part of reserve 302." 
The selector was, after all, worried from the land; and I believe that about a month ago, they still per- 
sisting that he was on the reserve, he selected again, but it has prevented him from making much improve- 
ments on the land. They persisted that he was wrong, and yet all the evidence seems to show that this 
reserve was made specially to include his selection—made to do so as an after-thought.It was certainly 
not shown on the map which was in use there for five tears; and how two pieces of land with .a mile inter-
vening can be classed as one reserve I fail to understand. I desire to have this tracing appended to my 
evidence to more fully illustrate the matter. (l7ide Appendix .D 0. .) 

Have you now concluded your statement? I think so. 
A&. Lucas.] Have you given any evidence with reference to the Volunteer land orders P No. 

902. What is your opinion with respect to them P My opinion is that they introduce an element that was 
never foreseen in settlement under the Land law, and a principle which has been grossly abused. 
963. In what way? I consider it wrong that they should ever have been made transferable; of course, the 
law says they may be transferred. I, however, think it would have been better if they had been so granted 
that a Volunteer alone might use them in the acquisition of land at any time during his life. 
.964. But you admit that the orders are transferred? Have you any suggestion to make with a view to 
limit what you call the abuse of the system P If a land order be transferred, it should be used within a 
certain time, (say) three, four, or six months—it should not be held by the transferree for an unlimited 
period. At present it is held in a sort of in terros-em fashion; it is bought by the •squatter to be used 
when most wanted to baulk settlement. 
965. You think that any man who buys a Volunteer land order should be compelled to use it within a short 
period? I do; or that the orders should be cancelled or forfeited. 
066. Do you think that when a man selects land under a Volunteer order, he should be compelled to mark 
his ground P I certainly think that he should be compelled to do that. Many of the new Victorian 
settlers mark the boundaries of the land which they take up now. 

How would you correct this system of dummyism? I do not consider a child a dummy; I approve 
of allowing selection by minors. 

You do approve of that? Yes, decidedly. 
From what age would you allow minors to select P I consider it a good thing that a father 

should be able to endow his children with land in that way, supposing he has the means. It is a 
very good form of endowment for a child, and a most beneficial arrangement for the State; but land taken 
up in the name of a minor ought not to be dealt with by anyone until the child becomes of age. 

Would you allow the father to transfer? The child's estate? 
Yes P Certainly not; that would be rendering the child a dummy in my opinion. It would be pre 

tending that a child had an interest
'
in certain land, when if that land could be disposed of without 

reference to him he would in fact have none. 
U1airman.] Do the squatters take up land in the names of minors—do they dummy by taking up 

land in the names of the children of their shepherds and stock-keepers? They do, decidedly. 
Then, if you grant the right of taking up land in the names of minors, the squatters would also avail 

themselves of it? No doubt of it. What is right for one is right for the other; but the free selector, if you 
will use the, term dummy for him, only dummies for his own children. There is another point with regard 
to this matter: when a free-selector takes up land for his children these selections are altogether, 
but when a squatter takes up land in a similar way he scatters his selections all about; he takes up land 
in different places—his object being not to consolidate an estate, but simply to prevent other people from 
coming on to his run or to spoil any selections which may possibly have been or shall be taken up by 
others. 

Are there many bond Jide selectors who take up land in the names of their children P Yes, those who 
have the means do so. 

I suppose that is generally done by selectors who wish to get more than 320 acres P Yes, by 
selectors who wish to keep a flock of sheep, for instance. 

To combine agriculture with squatting? Yes i or rather with wool-growing. 
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Are there many of that class settling down in Biverina? Yes; I should say that within the last Mr. 

ten weeks we have had the population immediately around Deniliquin increased by about 300 persons. 
J. F. Mayger. 

What proportion do you think those who wish to combine grazing with agriculture bear to those who 25 Nov.,1873 
merely go in for agriculture? I should say that they all intend to combine the two, unless their areas are 
too limited, and a very profitable combination it is too. 

.Mr. Lucas.] You have not told me the age you would fix for the selection of minors? Well, 
believing that it is very beneficial to the country that a father should be allowed to endow his children by 
taking up land in this way, I would say any age. 

Do not confine your attention to any particular aspect of the question, but look at it as a matter of 
national policy? I see no reason in that view why any child should not be selected for. 

Would you allow the squatter to select for himself and his children? Decidedly I would, but I 
would not permit him to throw about his selections. If he selects for his family, let him do as the free-
selector does, and take up all his selections in one block,-keep them altogether. 

There is nothing to compel him to keep them together? I know there is not, but the law can compel 
each party to do so. 

How can it compel them? There is no necessity at present, but an amendment regulating family 
selections could effect it. 

You cannot have two laws-one for the squatter and one for the free-selector? No, but I think that 
a person who selects for himself and his family should be compelled to make his selections all together, and 
I think that could very well be enforced. It is a great advantage to a family possessing means that they 
should be able to take up for each member of the family a selection of 320 acres. 

Are you in favour of allowing the 5 per cent. interest being allowed to stand part of the principal? 
I am not; I am thoroughly against anything approaching repudiation. If, however, on a general review of 
the whole matter, as affecting the position and prospects of selectors throughout the Colony, the Parlia-
ment should think it better, in regard to future transactions, to fall back upon the principal, of payment 
by instalments instead of the present plan of allowing portion of the purchase money to remain at interest 
for an indefinite period, that would be another question, but I would be no party to repudiate present 
engagements. 

Are you in favour of increasing the present per centage, so that the selector should be compelled to 
pay off the whole amount within a certain number of years; for instance, suppose that in place of 5 per 
cent. he should be required to pay 7 per cent., by which means he would not only be paying the interest 
but be reducing the principal at a rate which would liquidate his debt within a certain number of years? 
I have not thought much of that, but it appears to me that it would be possibly a very desirable arrange-
ment to make. 

To pay 71  per cent.? Yes; I do not think that that would be too much; 2& per cent, would not be 
a very great increase with that pirpose in view. 

And it would clear off the debt in less than twenty years? That would be very desirable indeed. 
You are in favour of the grazing right? It is rather illusory. 
Supposing a law were to be passed by which the free-selector would obtain some fixity of tenure 

with regard to his grazing right? Then I would reduce it. 
Instead of allowing three acres to one, what would you give him? I would give him one for one; 

I think that that would be enough. 
Are you in favour of the free-selector being required to mark out his grazing right at the same time 

that he marks out his free selection? I do not know whether it could be done. 
Why not-they do it with their free selections? Well, suppose it could be done? 
Are you in favour of having the shape in which the grazing right should be taken up clearly defined? 

Yes; I think that the clearer you make that by law the better. 
Do you think thiit it would be an advantage if the free selector were to have something, five or ten 

years' lease of his grazing right with the option of purchase at any time within that period? I do. I 
would say five years in preference to ten, as that coincides with the squatters' leases. 

If that were the law, I presume there would be no objectiou to a Fencing Bill? I should say they 
could not make the grazing right of any fair value to themselves without fencing. 

Do you think it desirable that it should be fenced? Decidedly. 
Would it not, in a great measure, get rid of the objections which the run-holders now have to the 

free-selectors, and also tend to keep the squatter's stock from trespassing upon the property of the free 
selector? Decidedly. 

Do you not think that a Fencing Bill would be a great boon to the free-selectors themselves? If 
they want to use the land they must fence. 
1000. Suppose there was a Bill brought in by which one party, on receiving due notice from the other, 
should be compelled to pay half the cost of the erection of a fence dividing their properties ? Yes. 
1001. Do you think that would be an advantage to both parties? Yes; I do. 
1002. Do you think that the free-selectors would object to such a measure? It is possible-many might. 
1003. But you think it would be an advantage? I do; I think it must come to that. 
1004. Are you in favour of abolishing the sale of lands by auction? I am, most decidedly, for the 
present. 
1005. The sale of public lands in the country? Yes; or at any rate nithiii certain distances of rising 
townships; where townships should be encouraged to form themselves. 
1006. Then there would . be no way of obtaining land but by free selection? I am not referring to lands 
which can be properly classed as suburban or town lands, but to what we called country lands. I mean 
that sales by auction should be abolished within a certain radius of a township. For instance, there 
is Deniliquin, 50 miles from Moama; I would not sell another acre of ground between these two places 
before a certain date, because a railway is to be constructed there. 
1007. If sales by auction were to be abolished, no person would hO able to obtain land, except by free 
selection? That would be so in the localities thus treated. 
1008. Suppose a free-selector took up 320 acres of land, would you allow him to sell it? Within what 
time? 
1009. Within any time I would have him fulfil the conditions of the Act for three years. 
1010. Then, after you allow him to sell one selection, would you allow him to take up another 320 acres? 
I do not see what there is to prevent him. 

1011. 
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Mr. 1011. Do you not see that under your system the free-selectors would be able to levy black mail upon the 
J. F. Mayger. people of the Colony? I do not see that at present. 

-'--' 1012. Free selection would become a sort of profession? But I am sp3aking of abolishing the sale of 
25 Nov., 1873. land at auction within certain areas. 

1013. There is i large tract of land between Deniliquin and Noama. Then there is also a large tract of land 
between Hay and Deniliquin. If you take all the, intermediate country there would be no land open for 
sale? They could sell, if necessary, on both sides, beyond a regulated distance. 
1014. Moama and Deniliquin are 50 miles from each other ir Yes. 
1015. And you would have no land sold by auction between those two places? No, not immediately 
between; and I mentioned, I believe, as a reason for my opinion, that I believe there will be a railway 
constructed there shortly. I think decidedly that land should not be sold within some miles of that rail-
way line, in the way in which auction sales are now carried on. 
1016. But you would let the fre-se1ectors take it up? I would. 
1017. And would allow them to re-select again in three years? Yes. 
1018. Would you not be making free selection a mere trade, by which people would be able to make their 
fortunes? I do not see that. 
1019. Have you calculated the number of persons in this Country who are likely to become free-selectors? 
We shall draw people from other countries. 
1020. Take the malepopulation of this Country ;-do you know the number? I do not remember that 
just now. 
1021. If every male adult in the Colony were to select 320 acres of land, the area would not be much 
larger than some of the present runs? Perhaps not. 
1022. I thouht you wanted to promote the settlement of the Country? We do. 
1023. But you do not object to a free-selector taking up 320 acres of land, and at the expiration of three 
years selling it to the squatter? You cannot regulate as to whom he shall sell. 
1024.. But you do not object to him selling to the squatter? How can I object to him selling to any-
one he pleases, when be has the title? 
1025. You do not object to him selling to the squatter? I cannot effectually object.  
1026. And you do not care what use the squatterr-puts the land to, so long as it comes to him through the 
hands of the free-selector? I cannot object to people putting their own land to any use they please. 
1027. Do you not see by your system you would compel the squatter to buy land through the free- 
selector to pay the money into his hands instead of the Treasury? I do not see anything of that kind 
as a result. 
1028. Do you not see that the only persons who would be able to take up land would be the free-selectors? 
I suppose it is not necessary for the squatter to buy land in the particular spots I have mentioned. 
Surely he can leave such for the purposes of general settlement. 
1029. You have no objection to the squatter buying land in any quantities and thell letting it revert to a 
sheep-walk as long as it comes through the hands of the free selectors? There could be no objection to 
that if he found it profitable to pay the price he would have to give to the selector. 
1030. And still you say there is an objection to selling land by auction? Certainly, in certain cases. 
1031. When it is sold to the highest bidder? There is no lowest or highest bidder. There is only one 
bidder. The pretence of competition is a mere sham. 
1032. There is nothing to prevent i dozen bidders? No; any number can go there. 
1033.- How many persons are there in the town of Deniliquin? About 1,100 in the district. 
1034. I suppose there are some mcii of good means there? Yes; but they would never compete against 
the squatter. 
1035. Why not? They would have no chance. 
1036. Can they not bid? Of course they can bid. 
1037. If they do not like to bid the squatter gets his land at the upset price and pays the Government 
for it as much as the free-selector? Yes, he does. 
1038. And if he takes up land by means of dummies he pays more-he pays £1 5s. an  acre? Yes; but 
you do not get another soul more settled upon the land. It is better to have people settled on the ground 
than the £1 or 25s. and no people. 
1039. But you have no objection to selling the ground after it is free selected? You cannot prevent a 
man who has a title to his land selling it if he wishes to do so, If you do that you strike at the foundation 
of all personal rights regarding land. 
1040. The only way we can cheek the resale of land by the selector to the squatter is to let land be sold 
by public auction? There is no such check at all required at present. - 
1041. Still the people of the town might if they thought proper bid at auction? Yes, 
1042. And some of them are in tolerably good circumstances? Not many; they have enough to do to 
carry on their own business with their own capital. - 
1043. M. Stewart.] I suppose land is put up for sale by auction when there is only one person who wants 
it ? Yes. 
1044. And there is only one bidder? I have never known more than one bidder for any series of lots on 
any one run. The only instance in which there was competition was when one squatter bid against another 
to spite him, and the other returned the compliment. 

-- - - - .H THUESDA F, 



9.7 

ON THE ADMflTISTRATION OP THE LAND LAW. 57 

THURSDAY, 27 .NOVEMBER, 1873. 

Mn. STEWART, I Mn. RODD, 
Mn. TTTNKS. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CTJNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Mr. James Frederick Mayger called in and further examined :- 
1045. Oliairmam.] With regard to the qua.ntity of land which a person may be allowed to select;—do you Mr. 
think that 320 acres form a sufficient quantity of land to allow persons to combine grazing with agri J. F. Mayger. 
culture? I do not. Of course this difficulty would not be felt so much where there was a family, because 
a selection could be taken up for each child; but in the case of an unmarried man it is not sufficient. 27 NoT., 1873. 

1046. We are speaking of the case of individuals? In that case it should be extended, most decidedly. 
1047. As a question of principle, and apart from the consideration of whether a man has a large family 
or not, you consider the quantity too small? I do. 
1048. For those who wish to settle on the land and to combine grazing with agriculture? Yes. The 
320 acres are sufficiently large for mere agricultural purposes, but certainly not for grazing to be associated 
with them. 
1049. Are there many conditional purchasers who have come under your notice, who have taken. up land 
for the purpose of agriculture alone? No; very few indeed. I do not know half a dozen among the 
more recent selectors. 
1050. In your district the mere pursuit of agriculture, if it be not combined with the management of 
stock, would be a very miserable state of existence? It would, except in a few exceptional cases, from 
the absence of population. 
1051. Have you formed any opinion as to what.quantity of land ought to be allowed to be selected? I 
should certainly allow a first selection to be taken up double the size now permitted—that is, 640 acres, 
instead of 320; but at the same time I should be sorry to limit it to that; because a man might go on 
improving his land, getting a return from it, and then adding selection to selection, until he got his 5,000 
or 10,000 acres; and this might be done not only to the benefit of the individual but also with advantage 
to the public, either by purchase or by leasing a portion. 
1052. According to the accumulation of the man's means you would allow him to extend his area for 
grazing purposes? Yes; and I can tell the Committee that I have been spoken to by many persons, 
managers of stations, who were anxious to avail themselves of this right of selection, but who required to 
do so upon a much more extended scale than that now permitted, and who have been waiting for an 
alteration of the Land law to enable them to do so. These men have always been connected with large 
stations, and are consequently larger in their ideas of what a station ought to be than an ordinary selector; 
and they would prefer some larger area—of 5,000, 10,000, or 20,000 acres, either by way of lease or con- 
ditional purchase—to be allowed to be taken up. 
1053. Then, do we understand you to say that in the first instance the purchaser should be allowed to 
select 640 acres, and then that he should be allowed to increase his selection by additional selections, so 
long as he continued to improve his land? Yes, so long as he improved, and was a bon%jide settler, to be 
proved in the manner to be provided by law. 
1054. Do you think that the allowing of minors to select has acted benOficially or injuriously? I think it 
has been exceedingly beneficial. It has enabled a class of relatively small graziers to grow up by the 
aggregation of selections taken up by the selector and his family; whilst any man standing alone cannot 
get more than 320 acres. Of course he may get his grazing right of three times that area, but then his 
hold upon that is very insecure, and he cannot deal with it in the only way in which land can be made to 
pay; therefore, to my mind, the system of family settlement comes in most advantageously, and enables a 
class to settle down who are certain to succeed, and to show what is really the true value of the land to 
the country. You have not the land taken up by one man, as you have under the present squatting 
system ; for by family selection you have a thousand souls settling down where there was before only one 
or a few. In the course of some three or four years from the present time this will be very fully proved. 
And I think also that in such cases as these the law might very fairly be altered so as to dispense with 
the residence of infants, in the ordinary sense of the word, on their ground, so long as the land was 
improved to the extent demanded by law. 
1055. Are you aware that in some instances the Crown tenants have taken advantage of this, and have 
selected land in the names of minors, being the children of their shepherds and other employés? Yes, I 
am aware of it, and he is quite as much entitled to do so as the ordinary and bond fide selector, so far as 
his family are purchasers. But the difference between them is this: The squatter does not make use of 
the name of the infant in order to bring together a population upon the ground, and to make an estate for 
an industrious family, but does it to prevent the formation of a nucleus of population, to get the people 
who conditionally purchase dispersed, and to prevent others from coming in on the land. The selector is 
the conductor of population; the squatter is a bar to its influx. The one goes on to the land to prevent 
the true operation or effect of the Land law ; the other to fulfil its conditions. 
1056. And the squatter is desirous, at the same time, to take up what he considers to be the key to his 
run, so as to keep to himself the occupation of the public estate; or, in other words, picking out all the 
choice spots he renders the remainder of more value to himself than to the public? Yes, and so com- 
paratively valueless to others that he has no reason to expect any interfereiice with himself. 
1057. By so doing he is also able to secure the remainder at a nominal rent? They have secured that 
already. My belief is, that if any district could be set apart for leasing on any other system than the 
present, by the subdivision of these large runs into areas of from 2,000, 4,000, to 8,000 or 10,000 acres, it 
would he found of very great advantage to the public. 
1058. Mr. Stewart.] Will grazing pay upon land for which you have to give £1 per acre? Yes. I think 
it would in some, perhaps most tolerably settled localities; otherwise the squatters would not buy it at 
that price. In fact, they are giving often 25s. an  acre for it. 
1059. And more than that? Yes. I am aware at a recent sale the land was run up to £2 lOs. Gd. per 
acre.; but then there were peculiar circumstances in that case: two squatters were running each other up 
for the land. 

124—H . 100. 
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Mr. 1060. At Deniliquin would grazing pay if you have to give £1 per acre for the land? Yes. I believe it 
J. F. Mayger. would, or the squatters would not give that, and even 25s. per acre. Looking at the large areas of land 

held there, stock is relatively very scarce in the district. - 
27 Nov., 1873. 1061. Mr. Eoda&] Have you known any instance of the purchase of a large run at £1 per acre; or do 

Crown tenants only purchase blocks of land here and there, so as to give them the command of the rest? 
I do not know of any instance where this has been done; that is, £1 per acre given to the State for the 
whole run. No whole run has yet been sold by the Crown. 
1062. Mr. Stewart.] Does the squatter purchase blocks in such a position as to give him the command of 
the unpurchased land? Yes; they are always the more salient points of the run that are brought to sale 
by auction, and this at the particular request of the squatter. 
1063. Chairman.] What is the opinion of the persons with whom you have come into contact with regard 
to the conditions of residence and improvements, provided for by the Laud law? No one—that is, bond fide 
selectors—objects to the condition of residence. I have heard the idea expressed, though it has been by 
very few persons, and would in my opinion be a very undesirable thing to adopt on a general view of the 
matter, that persons, being residents in town, considered it very hard that they should be prevented by this 
condition of residence from taking up selections outside the town, because they were unable to reside on 
them; they considered that it put them in a very unfair position as regards the rest of the population, 
and that some relaxation of the law might be made in their case. But to do away with this condition of 
residence, without very careful, stringent, and special guards, would be very disadvantageous to the 
country, since it would open the door to dummyism to an extent that would throw into the shade what is 
going on now, and we certainly do not want that increased. 
1064. Would not his improvements come in as a set-off against his non-residence—it would be hard for 
such men to comply with the conditions of residence, but easy for them to make improvements by the 
expenditure of their money. Are you of opinion that it would be sufficient, if in such cases we enforced 
the improvements condition in these cases in excess of the cases of resident selectors—say that we made 
them improve to the extent of £2 per acre? I do not think that that altogether would be sufficient. If you 
have the bondjlde settler you have a man who resides on his land; it is his home; he knows that everything 
be does to it is for his own advantage, and he is consequently improving it every day. On the other hand, if 
you permit the man from the town to take up land, he will often do so as a speculation with a view to get 
a higher price for it at some future time when selling. He will improve it, but only just up to the mark 
which the law provides, to secure his right to it, and will then hold it till he can sell for a profit. By this 
you will probably prevent a better class of settlers from coming on that ground, who would use it for 
a better purpose, both as regards themselves and the Country. I am entirely in favour of enforcing the 
residence clause at present. 
1065. Mr. Stewart.] You would on the one hand prevent any man from taking up excessively large areas 
of land, whilst on the other you would hold out encouragement for the access of population? Yes ; that 
is precisely what we want. If you hand over the land to the mere improver, to the extent to which it is 
so handed over, you keep back general population from the neighbourhood of the towns; for the towns-
man would be sure to select as near as possible to the town, so as to be within easy reach by a ride or a 
drive. 
1066. Chairman.] Does it not take population to improve land;—would not men be required to fence and 
build, and make all the other improvements, such as a townsman would require? Yes, but the genuine 
resident is always improving; whilst the other man would only improve just to a sufficient extent to save 
him from forfeiture under the law, and of course the class I refer to, that is townspeople, would, as I have 
said, be sure to take up their selections as near to the town as they could get, so that if any number of 
them exercised the right they would shut up all the land round the town, and prevent really useful men 
from selecting in its vicinity. 
1067. Would not the population areas prevent that? Yes, to the extent of that area so reserved—in 
Deniliquin it is 4 miles. I may say with regard to improvements that several selectors waited on me 
prior to my starting to come to Sydney, and urged upon me to do all I could to get a regulation agreed to 
by which the improvements on a series of family selections, or on one, might all be taken into account 
together—that the improvements upon any one or part of a selection might go into account for the whole 
area selected; and that the value should not be confined to the one block or acre upon which the improve-
ments were made; in fact, that all improvements above £1 an acre should be taken into account in favour 
of the other acres where improvements did not come up to that value. Then again, they suggested that 
the time within which the improvements should be made should be extended, as they doubted in fact 
whether as regarded land used for grazing it was fairly possible to make the required improvements in the 
time prescribed by law. 
1068. Do you think that in framing the Land Act the idea of those who passed it was to raise up a 
second class of graziers, or was it to establish a class of auriculturists, and to throw open the land of the 
Colony for the spread of agriculture? I imagine that the idea was to enable the people to go upon the 
land and to use it in the most profitable manner they could. 
1069. .21&. Stewart.] To attract population in fact? Yes, and without dictating to them whether they 
should be agriculturists or whether they should be graziers. 
1070. Chairman.] Do you not think it would be unjust to the Crown tenants to introduce the same class 
of persons as themselves upon the land, to enter into.competition with them, and to give to those persons 
advantages denied to the Crown tenant? Not more unjust than for a landlord who has a number of 
houses to let one for the carrying on of the same business, if so chosen, as that followed by the previous 
occupant of one of his other premises. 
1071. But you must remember that the land is under lease to the Crown tenants, and that you take it 
from them to give to these others who are competing with them? I would only point again to what an 
ordinary landlord would do under similar circumstances. If he had land leased out on similar conditions 
as those under which the squatters hold, he would have no hesitation where he found he could make a better 
bargain with small men, about cutting up his property into smaller lots, and improving his income. In 
this case the State is the landlord, and under the terms of the squatters lease the State has the power to 
resume any portion of the leased lands, and so to give encouragement to a class of smaller tenants by leasing 
out to them lesser areas than those now held. 
1072. By introducing this class of small graziers do you think that you would have more population on the 
ground? Yes, most decidedly; and you would have them employed in a business smtable at present to 
the mass of the country—grazing. 1073. 
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1073. Then you would by your plan have more people but less bullocks and sheep? We would not only Mr. 

have more people but more bullocks and more sheep too. If we had more people we should by improved J. F. Mayger. 

management be sure to have more stock also—the only changes would be that the stock would be larger E- 
and also in a larger number of hands. 27 Nor., 1873. 
1074. To further continue your idea of establishing a class of small graziers on the land, what; would you 
say to cutting up the large areas now held as runs by the Crown tenants into small runs of 25,000 or 
50,000 acres? I think it would be a very desirable thing, and that if it could be done, even to much 
smaller areas—to five, ten, or fifteen thousand. But I confess that I do not see my way clear to doing it, 
unless you enforced the principle of the Land Act, which declares that on the expiry of their leases the 
lessees shall have no right in respect to the land held by them. But there is great objection to any 
squatters doing that. 
1075. It has been suggested to this Committee by gentlemen well acquainted with pastoral pursuits that 
to carry on grazing on a small scale will not pay? In that they make a mistake. 1 can point to men who 
have for years furnished proofs to the contrary. 
1070. Is that statement accurate? No, it is not. 
1077. I suppose you know as a fact that many of those who are now large squatters began their business. 
in a very small way? That is well known; and I myself know an instance of a man who recently, having 
a selection of 320 acres and his son 320 acres, with a portion of grazing right, sold his few cattle, and 
spent £147 in the purchase of sheep. Within one year from that purchase he will clear £290 from his 
fleeces and his lambs, and have his ewes still left. That is on Avatula Bun. 
1078. Mr. Roc/d.] Do you think the Colony would benefit if the runs which -are now carrying 50,000 
sheep were cut up into eight or ten or twent.y small runs, and conditions of residence and improvements 
were made in the leases ;—would it be more beneficial to the Country to have that number of persons 
resident on the land in the place of one squatter? There can be no question about that. The more 
people we have the better for everybody. Were it not for this possible influx of population our towns 
would stagnate and die out. 
1079. Does not the same argument apply to the residence condition under the 13th clause of the Land 
Act. You contend that if townspeople were allowed to select without residence, such selection would be 
sure to lead to jobbery; but he would have to improve, and improvements could not be made without 
labour, and though his labour would be bought labour would it not bring people on to the ground and so 
benefit the Country? Yes, to a certain extent; but then he wduld not employ so many hands as the 
selector who lives on the ground and is settled on it with his family. Neither would his improvements be 
so great or so continuous. The first thing a man would do if he took up ground as you suggest, would be 
to improve it up to a certain amount, to the extent prescribed by law, and then the improvement would 
cease ; whereas with the man who is settled on the ground the improvements still go on, even afte;,the 
limit prescribed by the Act is reached. If at the end of three years he has complied with the law, he sfil toes 
on improving, and at the end of the next three years he has probably added improvements to the extent 
of another 20s. or more an acre. But besides this, the great objection to doing away with the residence 
in any ease is, that it will be sure to lead to wrong doing. 
1080. Mr. Stewart.] Do these improvements you speak of render the land more productive? Certainly; 
until it is improved very little can be got from it, except that obtained from the natural herbage. 
1081. And the holders of small properties can improve much more efficiently than the holders of large 
ones?.  Yes, because the care and attention cover the smaller area of land much better. As, for instance, the 
large man after a good deal of study and consideration will have a well made or a dam constructed in some 
particular part of the run; but whilst he is thinking about it, the small man will have sunk or made half- 
a-dozen of the one or the other where likely or required. And I may say here that notwithstanding all 
that has been said about the dry character of IRiverina I have never seen any difficulty about getting 
water. There is not a man that I am acquainted with as yet who has failed to obtain water by 
sinking. 
1082. Chairman.] Do you get it by sinking for springs, or from the surface? From springs and by dams 
on water runs. 
1083. What depth do you have to sink? Once a selector sunk no more than 41  feet; the depths lately 
gone have been 14 feet; and the deepest sinking I know of at present on Mr. Landale's run, by a recent 
selector, is 41 feet. 
1084. And you get good water at that depth? Yes, perfectly good. 
1085. .Mr. Stewart.] What do they have to come to to get water—gravel? We meet with no stone; we 
go through the top soil, agreat deal of clay, and meet the water in a layer of gravel or sand. 
1086. Chairman.] Do you recommend to the Committee any remedy or check for dummyism? Yes. I 
think there are several regulations which might be made that would have the effect of checking it. In the 
first place I would recommend the appointment of an inspector of selections. 
1087. You would recommend the appointment of an inspector? Yes; but I do not know but that the 
police might very well do this duty, since in their going about the country these selections come very much 
under their view. Our police, in the Deniliquin district, are a very good body of men, from the officers 
downwards. The sergeants in charge in the town have resided there for a long time, some fourteen years, 
I believe, and know the country intimately. They would have no trouble in looking up these selections, 
either specially or in their journeys, and I am sure from the character of these men that they would do the 
duty conscientiously. 
1088. Do you not think that the purchaser would have some little objection to being placed as it were 
under the surveillance of the police? No. -Because the real settlers would know the object for which it 
would be done, and would be only too glad to see that so important a matter was being attended to. 
The police are employed in collecting the Census, in making out the Electoral Roll, and in gathering 
general statistics, so that they know all the various localities, and most of the persons living in them; they 
go to the different farms and holdings, and ask questions for the purposes of these returns; and where 
would be the difference in their asking questions in connection with the selections? All that would be 
required would be to furnish them with a list of the selections from date to date, and the names of those 
who had taken up, and they would soon find out whether the conditions had been complied with. 
1089. Are the men in the Force intelligent enough to conduct a correspondence and to draw up a report? 
The men in charge at ]Jeniliquin and other places have always been intelligent enough for that, and some-

thing 
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Mr. thing more. In general, we have either a sub-inspector or a sergeant in charge, and I think these might 
J. F. Maygor. be made the means of good in the direction of checking dummyism. This dummyism however is mainly 

carried on by means of an agent—a man who takes up selections for parties who do not show themselves. 
27 Nov., 1873. A commission agent may be delegated by a squatter to go to the land office and put in the names of six 

and twenty persons whom he (the agent) knows are living in Melbourne. The applications are received, 
and the money is paid, and there is nobody to say a word about the matter. Now, as the dummyism is 
carried on in this way through an agent, I would suggest that in all cases where land is selected for 
another—except where a father selects for his children—but in all other cases that when the second 
month comes, when the selector must take up his residence on the ground, the party for whom the ground 
is taken up should appear at the land oflice and make a declaration that he is the person for whom certain 
land has been selected. It migh run something in this form :—"I A.B. do declare that I am the person for 
whom C.D. took up so many acres in such a parish on such a day." You would gain this advantage, that 
if there were a dummy in the case he would have to make his appearance. 
1090. 1 gather from your evidence with respect to sales by auction that you think it would be best not to 
sell land by auction within a certain distance of a town? With the exception of town and suburban 
lands. 
1091. With that exception you think that only land outside a certain area should be sold by auction;—
would you have that land put up at the same upset price as if it were near the town, or would you 
classify the land, putting it at different upset prices? I have not thought much about that point, because 
my acquaintance with the land itself is not so intimate as to enable me to say what it is worth in different 
localities, or to give an opinion as to whether there is any great difference in the general land; or whether 
in buying a block you would not get it of mixed quality, with as much good as indifferent. I confess that 
I am not acquainted with this part of the subject—the relative value of land. From all I hear it appears 
to possess, broadly looked at, much the same intrinsic value, excepting any differences arising from 
position. 
1092. With regard to the pre-lease, are you of opinion that the conditional purchaser desires to obtain it 
if he can get it? He does, in all cases. 
1093. They approve of the principle? Yes. Where the selection is taken up with a view to grazing it is 
very advantageous, and directly necessary. It enables the single man who can only take up one selection 
to do a little in the way of grazing. 
1094. Are you aware that there has been a great deal ofdelay and trouble before selectors have been 
able to get their pre-lease from the Lands Office? I am, and I may say say that 1 know a man—one 
named John Rogers, on Perracoota Run—who applied three years ago for his pre-lease. There was then 
no purchased land within 3 or 4 miles on either side of him. He got an answer from the Depart-
ment, informing him that he could not have the land, because it came within the pre-emptive leases of 
Messrs. Robertson and Wagner, who had bought large quantities of land in that neighbourhood. 
1095. Who are they? They are large coach proprietors, and carry on business as Cobb & Co. They own 
the Perracoota Station, near Moama. Their grass rights are given in such a way, though I have never been 
able to discover how it is done, that they have miles upon miles of country secured—not adjoining their 
purchased lots, but stretching away in a long line miles behind it. However, in consequence of this, John 
Rogers was not able to obtain his grazing right, although the grass rights of Robertson and Wagner 
did not adjoin the original purchase, as they ought to have done.* With regard to the action of agents in 
taking up land for other persons, I should like to mention to the Committee that it is not at all clear whether 
such action is legal or not. I took so much interest in this matter that I had the opinion of two legal gentle-
men on the point—that of Mr. Robertson, the Member for The Hume, and that of the Attorney General, Mr. 
Butler. Unfortunately their opinions clashed: Mr. Robertson said that it was not legal, whilst Mr. Butler 
said that it was. The cause of my taking this opinion arose in this way :—One person, who was acting as 
agent for a certain principal, gave his papers over to another person, to go and put them in for him; as 
thus :—A being the agent for B, gives his papers over to C, making C the agent of B, or the agent of an 
agent. I thought that if this thing were allowed it might be carried on ad infinitum, so I took professional 
advice as to its legality. One lawyer said it was not legal; the other said that the only difficulty was that it 
was not proved whether or not the first agent had given a written authority to thee-second one to act for him; 
or, in other words, admitted the legality if a written order had been given. I have reason to believe, 
however, that the present Secretary for Lands thinks that the party selecting must be present in person at 
the time of selection—at least, that was the tendency of an opinion which he expressed to me yesterday. 
1096. With regard to the present tenure by the selector of his pre-lease, what is your opinion with regard 
to that? My opinion is that it should be made more secure. 
1097. Do you think they should have it for a fixed term? Yes. 
1098. Or for a term, with a right of purchase? The right of purchase would be an advantage. 
1099. Do you think that would be acceptable to the selectors? I do. 
1100. For what term of years would you give them a lease? I should say that three or five years 
would be sufficient. 
1101. Would they generally, within three years, be in the possession of means to purchase the leased, 
land;—would they, do you think, have this after having paid up the money on their conditional purchase? 
As a rule, the selectors who take up land in our district for grazing are comparatively wealthy men. 
Further north I have been given to understand that they are a different class of men—that they are very 
poor indeed, and can scarcely live upon their selections, which are small. 
1102. Then, without defining any particular number of years to which the lease might extend, you think 
it should be at the option of the selector to purchase his leased land? Yes, but not three times the area 
of his selection. Tjnder the circumstances you mention, if his tenure is made more secure I do not think 
that he should be allowed to take more than double the area of his selection. 
1103. M. Rodd.] In that case where would be the necessity of any pre-emption, supposing we increased 
the area of the original selection, as you have suggested? No, there would be none. If that increase of Zn 

area 

Norz (on revision) —From subsequent inquiry at the Department (Dec. 4), I find that the refusal to Rogers is considered 
quite correct, as the several station freehold purchases, from time to time, were lumped together, and the grass rights, as a 
whole, proportionately extended, going beyond Rogers' 320 acres northwards some 3 miles or more. If each particular 
grass right had been required to "adjoin" its purchase, as a basis, Rogers could have had his pre-lease; but, as the law is 
nterpretcd, he cannot, nor can any other selector on this "preserve." 
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area were granted, I think we might wipe away the grass right altogether. As it stands now, it is of very Mr. 

little use to anybody, and has been provocative of ill-feeling not only between the squatter and the selector F. Maygi. 

but between neighbouring selectors. There are many opinions expressed about the grass rights, and 
2 1 S its being utterly valueless, since often o sooner is it taken up than it is selected upon. 3. 

1104. You are aware that the rent of the runs throughout the Colony is fixed by appraisers? Yes, and it 
is a wrong system altogether; an incalculable amount of revenue has been lost to the Country by means 
of that system. 
1105. Have you noticed that there has lately been a great falling off in rents of runs? Yes; and 
according to the rule which these appraisers act upon, the rents should vanish altogether in a few years, 
and the State give a premium to the squatters for holding the land; that is really what the logic of the thing 
would lead to. I was noticing to-day the list of appraisements published, and I find here, among 
numerous others, the case of a run called Ne.rriwa, belonging to Mr. M'Culloch. The old rent was £70 a 
year, the new rent is £27, being a reduction of £43 a year, and the reason assigned by the appraiser is, 
that the Crown tenant has made a well which cost £50. Now, if within the next term he makes another 
well worth £50, lie will have to pay no rent at all, but on the other hand the Government will have to 
pay him something. If this sort of thing is allowed to go on we shall in a very short time wipe away 
our squatting revenue altogether. I think that throughout we have followed a most unjust system in our 
mode of leasing the public lands. Upon the same principle that you allow the Crown tenant to call in his 
arbitrator against the Government, any landlord of a shop in George-street ought to allow his tenant to 
call in an arbitrator to fix his rent. The thing is absurd on the face of it, and a more ridiculous principle 
could not well have been devised. The Government itself should fix the rent without reference to the 
tenant. . 
1106. That is by an officer of its own? Yes. 
1107. I suppose you are aware that the Government of South Australia did. something of the same kind 
when they appointed Mr. Goyder to .go round the runs of that Colony, and to value them? I do. 
1108. Do you know what the result of that plan was? I know that it increased the revenue of the 
Colony very greatly, but how much I am not prepared to say. In my opinion the Government should fix 
a rent upon each run, and if the present lessee refused to pay it he should leave, and another who would 
pay it should be allowed to come in and take the run from auction. I cannot see any difference between 
a pastoral run and any other estate, except that the run is the property of the public; and we shall never 
come to anything like a satisfactory settlement of the matter until runs are dealt with in the same way as 
all other property. 
1109. Mr. Radd.] Do you think it would simplify matters if rents were paid in proportion to the quantity 
of stock fed on the run? No; no more than charging  a tenant rent according to the.business done on 
any premises; a squatter might take care that the run should not carry all it ought to do. And then I fancy 
it would be rather difficult to get in returns of the stock fed. How are you to get them—is the lessee to 
furnish them? 
1110. I see no reason why he should not? In that case they might be understated. 
1111. I should imagine that returns might very easily be obtained, especially as the grazing capabilities of 
the run would be pretty well known? Yes; but still there would be a difficulty, because you could not 
tell absolutely how many head of stock a certain run could carry and did carry. It is well known that men of 
the greatest alleged experience differ in opinion as to the grazing capabilities of a particular country. It 
would be very much better if the Government fixed the rent by a special officer, who should be responsible 
for what he did, and should be authorized to say what the rent should be. It certainly ought not to be 
dependent upon any,  return sent in by the squatters themselves, for such capability would be sure to be 
under-estimated. And I say this in no illiberal spirit, for it is not expected that a man should be too 
liberal as against himself, or that he will overstate rather than understate what he has to be charged for, if 
he himself has to give the return. I do not say that the Crown tenant would willingly do wrong, but we 
know that the tendency in such cases would naturally be to take care that as small a bill as possible should 
be brought against them, and there would be an attempt to show that an animal required more acres to 
feed it than it really did require. We know very well that not very long ago it was estimated that 4 to 6 acres 
per sheep were required for feeding, but now many graziers do with 3 or 21 acres, and some with less than 
that. However, that is hardly a guide, as we know that country varies in quality as far as feeding is 
concerned. But apart from all this, it is essentially the business - of the Government, being the person 
who lets the runs, to state the amount of rent at which each shall be let. 
1112. Chairman.] Has your attention been drawn, or have you heard complaints about the state of the 
maps and charts in your local land office, and of the surveys in the field, so that the selector is not certain 
what land is reserved, and what is open for sale? Yes, that is the general complaint everywhere. And 
with regard to the reserves, I was completely staggered yesterday, when in a conference with the Land 
Minister I found that there was no legal foundation for a certain complaint that was sent to me. 5 or 
6 miles from Deniliquin, a man selected, but ultimately found that he was on a reserve, that one of his 
selections cut into a reserve, and a second a good bit in another. The man sets to work to find out the 
reason, and this was ultimately effected; the very people who tried to keep all out by a reserve got the 
reserve cancelled, but managed to fit the proclamation of the revocation and the day of auction sale so 
well to each other, that no opportunity was given for legally free selecting the land. The proclamation 
of the revocation carries thirty days with it, so that land cannot be selected on a revoked reserve until 
after the expiration of. thirty days from the date of proclamation. Almost at the same time as the revoca-
tion the proclamation was issued for the sale of the land, the thirty days expiring the day before the sale, 
and not on a land day, so that the land could not be conditionally purchased. In this way the people who 
had worked the matter got it all their own way, and bought the land at the sale at the upset price. 
1113. Mr. .Rodd.] Did that case occur recently? Yes, only the other day. It is one of the cases that I had 
to bring before Mr. Farnell yesterday. You see they had no opportunity of finding out how the matter 
stood and making their selections right before the sale, because no land day intervened between the end of 
the thirty days and the day of sale. 
1114. How long have these reserves been in existence? Ever since the Land Act came into force. There 
is an example of the extent to which these people will go in the case. of the Morago Run, where the lessees 
were so active in obtaihing reserves that they actually got reserved more land than the run contained. 
However, notwithstanding all this, I am happy to say that only last month the first selection was made on 
this run by a man with eleven children. 

1115. 
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Mr. 1115. In the case you alluded to the land was sold by auction immediately on the expiration of the thirty 
I. F. Mayger. days? It was. 

1116. Who were the purchasers? The tenants of the Crown of course. I never knew anybody else buy 
27 Nov., 1873. at an auction sale, and never knew any two competing bids at a sale. With regard to these reserves, they 

ought to be marked in the maps of the land office of the district in which they are situated, as soon as 
possible after they are proclaimed; and the land agent should keep a book in which all these reserves 
should be entered, so that a selector by consulting it might know at ohce in what direction the reserves 
were situated. This could be done very,  completely, and without any expense whatever; the proclamations 
setting out the boundaries of the reserves are always published in the Gazette, as are the lots to be sold at 
land sales. Slips of the latter are sent out by the G-overnment Printer to different offices, and it would be 

re very easy to get slips of any additional reserves, and to paste them in a book for refence. In that way 
you would be able to see all the reserves that concerned the land in the district. People would then know 
where to go to select, but now no one knows anything. The selector cannot be expected to know; the 
land agent does not know; the surveyor will not know; and so the poor selector goes out, takes up land, 
and after having spent a bit of money on it, finds that he will have to forfeit it for being on a reserve, a 
blck of purchased land, pre-emptive, or something else. However, to meet the case I have alluded to, I 
would recommend that no land which has once been included in a reerve should be offered for sale by 
auction until after one month's notice of the revocation of the reserve had been published in some local 
paper; or, if there be no local paper, then that such a notice should be posted outside the land office. 
1117. fliEr. Stewart.] So that all parties should know that it was open to selection? Yes, or that it was 
not open, being reserved. People ought to be kept well informed in all directions. The squatter is always 
well informed in all such matters, as his agents in town keep him pretty well posted up. The selector, 
however, is not, for he has no one to direct him or look after his interest. He has to find his way in the 
dark, and has not only to lay out his money as prescribed by law, but is uncertain when he does so whether 
he may not be spending it on a reserve or on somebody else's land. In the case I have referred to, the 
man took up the selections in August or September, and now it is November, and the man has been 
kept all this time uncertain whether he would get the land or not. 
1118. Cllairmãsz.] It has been represented to us by some of the largest landholders in IRiverina that there 
has been an organization set on foot in Victoria to select the entire area of certain runs in IRiverina, for 
speculative purposes, and not for.the purpose of bond fide settlement. This has been stated in. document 
signed by over thirty runholders in IRiverina ;—have you become aware of anything of the kind? I have 
never heard of anything of the kind, or of its being intended. The only thing of the kind I know is that 
one speculator came to iDeniliquin; he just looked round him, did not stop long, and did nothing there. I 
believe he went on to Hay. 
1119. You are not aware then of any such organization, nor of whom it is constituted? I know nothing 
at all of it, and I should like you to have these thirty gentlemen here to examine them on the point. 
Certainly it may exist, but I have never heard of it, and I do not really think that it has ever been heard 
of by them in such a way as to lead them to believe it. 
1120. They also recommend that the conditional purchases of minors should be cancelled ;—is that a 
principle of which you would approve? It is not. 
1121. They further recommend that land once surveyed should not be allowed to be selected, but should 
be sold by auction only;—do you think that the people would be in favour of that? I think they had 
better at once apply for the. freehold of their runs as a gift. 
1122. Would the general sentiment of the Country be in favour of such a thing? Certainly not; the 
thing is simply ridiculous. 
1123. The Committee would now feel obliged to you for any suggestions you maydesire to make in regard 
to what you may consider to be necessary alterations of the Land law. The gentlemen from whose memorial 
I have just quoted recommend certain alterations, and we should like to hear what is said on the other side? 
Why, their recommendation that the land once surveyed should not be open to selection seems to me too 
monstrous to be entertained for a moment. They would only have to get their run .surveyed and then 
nobody could touch them. 
1124. Have you considered what portions of the Land law you would consider it wise to amend, or could 
you suggest any alterations which would improve them? I cannot see any valid reason why the applica-
tions for land should not be made on more days than one in the week. The land day is now limited to 
one day in the week, from 10 o'clock to 4, and there is really no reason why this should be so. On the 
contrary, it is objectionable for the reason that it brings men together at the one time and place, and 
then these collisions take place, and these clashings of applications which have brought about very absurd 
decisions of our land agents. Why a person cannot make an application for land just as he can make 
an application for a summons I do not know. If this were permitted, it would do away with most of the 
chances of dispute, and would be a very great convenience to the selector. Now men are brought together 
simply because there is the one day and the one hour fixed for all parties. If I want to take up land I 
go to the office on the particular land day, and if another person wants the same land he has to go to 
the office on the same day; we are brought together, and a dispute arises. But why should we be brought 
together, when by allowing the applications to be put in at any time we might be kept separate; no 
dispute would arise, and the land agent would have no difficulty in deciding who was the first applicant? 
1125. Mr. Stewart.] What is the land agent doing all the rest of his time? He has quite enough to do; 
but still he would have time to attend to this matter as it occurred. 
1126. Is he the Clerk of Petty Sessions there? Yes. 
1127. As arranged now, he only attends to the land business on one day in the week? Yes. 
1128. And if the work which he does on this one day were divided and spread over the six days, it would 
cause less confusion, and give the agent no more work ? Exactly; and it would at the same time do 
away with the cause of much of the ill feeling that prevails between the selector and the squatter. It 
would prevent their being jostled together over the selections; and we should not have men coming 
with a whole pocket full of applications, ready prepared for the purpose of clashing with anything that 
might come in for the ground they wish to retain. In fact it would be better in every way. 
1129. Where does the land agent take up his position in the land sales room? He sits at a table, and 
then the applicants crowd round him. 
1130. In that case the strongest men would have the best of it? No, they are all there together, and 
there is not such a crowd but that all cannot get to the table who require to do so. But I object to the 

plan 



963 

ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE LAND LAW. 63 

plan pursued. Every man should be served in the order in which he comes. If he is first he should be Mr. 

served first; if second, served second; but I do object to a man who may come in third being allowed to J. F. Mayger. 
put in an application to clash with that put in by the man who was first. All this would be avoided if land 
were allowed to be taken up at any time, just the same as you would allow a summons to be taken out. 27 NoT., 1873, 

1131. Mr. Rodd.] Does the land agent act impartially? Sometimes, I am sorry to say, I have suspected 
him of a leaning towards the squatter. In one or two instauces decidedly so. I have known him to 
shut up the land office in the middle of the day for an hour, and public rumour, which was very busy on 
the subject, declared that this was done for a particular purpose. However, whatever it was done for 
I thought it a most improper thing to close the office at all. 
1132. chairman.] Has the land agent in any way forfeited the confidence of the general body of the 
selectors? That is a very difficult question to answer. From what I have seen and heard, I should say 
that there was a degree of suspicion in regard to the land agent on the part of the selectors as a body. 
This has been, to a certain extent, justified by the acts of the agent; but things are better now since this 
gentleman has had Mr. Finley associated with him. Business is conducted more regularly, and there are 
fewer causes of fair complaint. 
1133. What are Mr. Finley's duties? Office duties in connection with the land. I will not say who 
superintends that branch, because I do not know their relative official position; but from what I have 
seen 1. should say that though Mr. Broughton is land agent yet Mr. Finley has been sent to give him 
directions; and I. say this by reason of the following circumstances :—On the 6th November two selectors 
named Tonkins and Oust attended at 10 o'clock—Tomkins' were taken first, and Oust's second, as they 
were on different runs. While Tomkins' were being entered, at 1010 Mr. George Peppin, the owner of 
a run, came in, and when Oust wanted to proceed with his, claimed that his (Mr. G. Peppin's) would 
clash, as Oust's were on his run. 
1134. Who was the second applicant? Mr. George Peppin, the owner of the run. Oust's application was 
for land on his run, and he knew it, and although it was in ten minutes before his he claimed to come in 
and demand a ballot. When I saw this, I objected at once to the second application being then received. 
Mr. Broughton hesitatingly agreed, but Mr. Finley, without referring to him in any way, at once said that 
Oust was the first, and that he must have the land. As he said this without reference to Mr. Broughton, I 
concluded that practically that gentleman was superintended by Mr. Finley, and had to take his orders 
from him. As to their official relations, however, I cannot say how these stand. 
1135. Taking the Land Act as a whole, what is your opinion as to the working of it—has it been satisfac-
tory? I think the system of public auction sales is carried much too far. 
1136. Is that  a part of the Act? Yes. I think the notice of the sales is far too short. In some cases it 
is not a legal notice, or, if legal, only just barely so. Then land is offered for sale without any maps, charts, 
or tracings, except those sent up at the very last moment, perhaps only eight or nine days before the sale. 
All these maps, tracings, and descriptions ought to be on the ground—in the office at which the land is to 
be sold—as soon as ever the land is advertised for sale; and I would allow no land to be sold until a month 
after these plans and tracings were made public in the local land office, whatever that time might be. 
1137. lIft. &ewartj At present there is a total want of publicity? Yes. This would not be the case if 
the plans were exposed in the land office for general information, with a notice on them that the land was 
to be sold on such a date. 
1138. C/iairmasz.] Would you be good enough to append to your evidence any recommendations you may 
consider it desirable to make with regard to amendments of the Land law—in the Land Alienation and 
the Land Occupation Acts—whether as regards the sale or the lease of land? I shall have much 
pleasure in doing so. 
1139. It was proposed in Parliament some time ago to introduce a Fencing Bill, but when it came on for 
discussion there was a great diversity of opinion upon it. One party declared that it was the only safe-
guard of the selector; the other that it took the sting out of free selection, and would destroy the selector; 
—have you formed any opinion upon this point, or do you think it would be desirable to compel the condi-
tional purchaser to fence his land (say) within three years? I look upon fencing as being absolutely 
necessary for the genuine use of the land. 
1140. Do you think it would be acceptable to the conditional purchaser, who has to lay out a considerable 
sum of money in other directions in first taking up his land, if he were compelled to fence it in within a 
certain period? When a man selects he ought to look at his means, and be sure that he has the where-
withal to carry on upon the land he has taken. If he has not the means of fencing it in he ought not to 
go upon the land, as he will never otherwise get out of it all the advantage he ought to have to make it 
pay him. I do not think that men should be attracted to go on the land to be idle, or to take up more 
land than they can make use of or make the most of. 
1141. .11fr. &ewart] And they cannot make the most of land until they do fence it? No, certainly not. 
The time, however, is rather short to bind him down to fence in the whole of his purchase, especially if he 
is a man with a large family, for whom he has taken selections. I would extend the time for a longer 
period, and I would also allow him to make terms with the richer man'whose land bounds his. With such. 
qualification I do not see any difficulty in the way. 
1142. is it now the rule amongst the selectors in your district to fence? Yes; most are fencing in now. 
In regard to fencing, however, they should not be compelled to fence in their grass rights, because the 
tenure by which they are held is too insecure to warrant them in going to that, expense. However, the 
principal people who have selected in our district are men who are well to do, and can afford to do every 
thing that is required to make the land available. This they know can only be done by fencing. If they 
had not the money for securing all their selection in, they would have taken up less land, and would 
have fenced that less area in. 
1143. Chairman.] Are you aware that of the total number of free selectors in the Colony not more than 
25 per cent. have taken hp areas exceeding 80 acres? I am not at this moment. 
1144. That being the case the free selectors, as a class, must necessarily be poor men? I should imagine 
so. Nearly all our selections in the Biverine District, about Deniliquin, are above that area. 
1145. But I mean the free selectors all over the Colony of New South Wales? Yes, I perfectly under-
stand. 
1146. Do you think a Fencing Bill would be acceptable to the free-selectors of the Colony generally? I 
think it is absolutely necessary-, but I have no doubt that there are a great many among the selectors who 
would rather not have it. 

1147. 
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Mr. 1147. But what do you consider would be the general sentimcnt? Speaking for those I know in the 
J. F. Mayger. iRiverine District I am sure they would nearly all be in favour of it. It is a question that has not been 
---- talked over there much, but they are intelligent men, and they know that they cannot use the land to 

27 Nov., 1873. advantage without fencing. If he combines grazing with agriculture he would have to shepherd his Hocks 
if he did not fence. 
1148. Would you make the man who buys land fence it in, as well as the man who selects? Yes. They 
should be put upon the same footing, and the purchaser should also be compelled to pay his share of a 
party fence, on his receiving proper notice from the other party. 
1149. That is the law now? Yes, I think it is; but it is an old law. 

WEDH1'S'DAY, 3 DEC.EMBIER, 1873. 

MR.. LUCAS, I MR. IRODD, 
Mx. STEWART. 

JAMES ATJGTTSTINE CTTNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
Mr. John Black called in and examined :- 

Mr. J. Black. 1150. Chairman.] I believe you are an old resident of the Colony? Yes. 
,-.---- 1151. And have been a conditional purchaser for many years? Ten years. 
3 Dec., 1873. 1152. In what district? The Hunter River District. 

1153. What is your experience of the effects of conditional purchase in regard to yourself and conditional 
purchasers generally, that you have come in contact with, as it at present exists? The principal objection 
is, that in my case and a great many others it does not allow a man a sufficient quantity of land. 
1154. You do not think 320 acres a sufficient quantity? Not nearly enough. 
1155. Do you think that is the general impression amongst the class you are connected with? Yes; all 
that I have came in contact with always complain about the difficulty of getting enough land. 
1156. They wish to extend their holdings, and would do so if they had the means? Yes, they generally 
extend them as soon as they can. 
1157. Have you resided on the same selection during the whole. ten years? No; I have been for the last 
seven years on one. 
1158. Then you have conditionally purchased more than once? Yes. 
1159. Have you formed any idea what quantity of land should be permitted to be taken up as a maximum? 
For a grazing country a man ought to have at all events 5,000 acres. 
1160. For ordinary purposes of conditional purchase, farming and all, do I understand you would allow 
selections to range from 40 to 5,000 acres? Yes, that is what I mean. On fair grass country to combine 
grazing with a proportion of cultivation, but not on rich agricultural land, such as the coast rivers. 
1161. And you would allow any person who has already conditionally purchased to extend the area of his 
holding from 40 to 5,000 acres? Yes, or any less quantity. 
1162. Mr. L'ucar.] Upon what conditions? Something similar to what they are at present. 
1163. Why would you limit the quantity taken up to 5,000 acres? Because in a grazing country less 
would not, be worth holding. 
1164. Why stop there-why,  not say 10,000 acres? That might look like monopoly. 
1165. That is the only reason? That is the only reason; so as to let every one have something. 
1166. Then if it were not for the look of the thing it would be better to have no limit? It is better to 
have a limit, or one man might take up the whole Colony. 
1167. Do you know how much land there is in the Colony? I know there is a great deal. 
1168. Chairman.] Would you insist upon residence and improvement? Yes, most decidedly. 
1169. Then you would simply extend the principle of the, present law to the right of taking up 5,000 acres 
instead of 320 acres? Yes. The terms and conditions of the present Act are excessive; a fair average, 
in a fair average season, is one head of cattle to the 6 acres-the year round, as at present constituted;  
that comes to £12 per head, or an equivalent in interest for every head of cattle the land will carry. 
1170. What advantage would that be to the people of the Colony generally ;-do you think we should get 
a middle class between the very poor selector and the very large squatter? Yes, certainly you would. 
1171. Do you think that if that was allowed it would induce people of capital to come to the Colony? 
Yes. I have known people to refuse to come from Eugland because there was no law of that sort in 
force-because they could not get land sufficient to live on as freeholders. 
1172. They wish to be freeholders of a more wealthy class? Yes. They could have come here with about 
£2,000 each. No man would come to this Colony from England, to become a free selector, who knows 
the terms, and what he is likely to encounter. 
1173. You know that of your own knowledge? Yes; a letter was written to me asking for my opinion. 
1174. You say that if the area was extended you would require the same conditions of residence and 
improvement as at present? Yes. A longer period of residence before transfer-five or seven years. 
1175. £1 an acre is the required value of improvements now? That would be too much. 
1176. You think that if a man selected 5,000 acres that would be too much capital to require him to lay 
out? Yes. If a conditional purchaser fences his land substantially, and waters it, if dry, it should be 
sufficient improvement to insist on. 
1177. Would you have the improvements in that case completed within three years, or would you extend 
the time for making the improvements from three years to five years, or any longer period? I would give 
five years. The terms of improvement should be easy, to admit of a conditional purchaser laying out his 
capital in stock if the land is chiefly adapted for grazing. 
1178. Mr. Lucas.1 How much land have you selected? I hold nearly 2,000 acres now. 
1179. How did you manage to take so much? In different names. 
1180. Members of your own family? Yes. 
1181. Your children? Yes. 
1182. How old are they? Fourteen or fifteen. 

1183. 
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1183. What is the age of the youngest? Quite young; but I have never selected for the youngest. Mr.J. Black. 
1184. What was the age of the youngest you selected for? About ten years. Ten now. 
1185. Have you taken up any land and sold it? Yes, I sold the first lot, because the area could not be 3 Dec., 1873. 
extended with advantage. 
1186. What quantity? My first selections came to a little over 400 acres. 
1187. How did you take them up? One in my own name, and one in the name of my sister-in-law. 
1188. Had you resided on the property the usual time when you sold it? Yes. 
1189. And you have selected again since? Yes. 
1190. How much land have you in cultivation? None at all. 
1191. Your object is grazing? Yes. 
1192. Have you any pre-emptive right? Yes. 
1193. How much? Only about 500 acres that I can call my own. 
1194: How do you mean that you can call your own? There are so many diculties about getting it-to 
know whose it is.  
1195.- Do you mean that you have only 500 acres pre-emptive in right of the 2,000 acres you have taken 
up in the names of yourself and children? Yes. 
1196. How long is it since you took up that land? Seven years ago. 
1197. How have you improved it? I have fenced and watered it, ringbar1d the trees, taken out burrs 
and thistles and stuff of no value, besides having done other things to improve it. I have tried English 
grass seed, but it does not stand dry seasons, and box ridges are very dry. 
1198. How many houses have you on it? I had to put a house on each conditional purchase, and some of 
them I have removed since.  
1199. You have only one house occupied now? Yes. 
1200. How much land have you fenced in? All, of it. 
1201. With what description offence? Post and rail. - 
1202. How much did the fencing cost you? About £50 or £60 a mile. 
1203. How many miles of it are there? Nearly 20 miles, including subdivisions. Upon calculating, 
the outside and dividing fences measure in length between 15 and 16 miles, the preright being in the 
centre nearly. 
1204. Are you an Englishman? No, a native of the colony. 
1205. You say you know of persons who have been deterred from coming from England here because they 
could not get enough land? Yes. 
1206. How did you arrive at that conclusion? Because a letter asking my opinion on the subject was - 
sent to me from a gentleman I know. My friends all live in England, and I have been there myself. In 
fact these parties who were coming here were my brothers-in-law. 
1207. Are you in favour of allowing parents to take up selections in the name of their children? No, I 
am not. 
1203. Nevertheless you took advantage of the law? Yes, I was obliged to do it in order to get enough 
land. 
1209. At what age would you allow young people to take up land? At the age when they would be able 
to fulfil the conditions and live upon the land themselves. 
1210. What age would that be, in your opinion? About 'fifteen or sixteen. 
1211. They would be rather precocious if they could fulfil the conditions at that age? Boys are quite 
capable of doing that. 
1212. You have taken up your land for grazing purposes? Yes. It cannot possibly be said that the land 
is adapted for other than grazing purposes; ploughing only spoils it. 
1213. Have many others taken up land on the same principle? Yes. 
1214. Are there many persons in your district taking up land for purposes of cultivation? None. They 
have tried to cultivate a little, but they have given it up. 
1215. Why? It does not pay.  
1216. Where are your selections situated? Near Muswellbrook. 
1217. Is that not an agricultural district? The ground is good enough, but this year and last year the 
crops all failed. Its grazing country, box ridges-any person depending on cultivation would be ruined; 
patches rich enough to cultivate. 
1218. Did many persons plough their land last year and this year? They all tried it but me. 
1219. And all failed? All the late wheat is gone. The rust has taken all the late wheat. 
1220. Could they find no other crop? The early wheat is poor stuff. 
1221. Do they sow nothing but wheat? No; and very little of that; about an acre or two; they are all 
grazing. 
1222. Mr. Stewart.] Sheep or cattle? Cattle. 
1223. Mi. Lucas.] What. do you consider the value of the best land in that neighbourhood? The best 
land has all been granted away many years ago. 
1224. I mean the best Crown Land unalienated? It is not worth more than lOs. an  acre. 
1225. How is it it has been taken up by free-selectors at £1 an acre? They had no alternative. 
1226. Could they not go further afield-New England way? Yes, they might do that. 
1227. The land about New England is first-class, is it not Some.of it is. 
1228. A.s a rule? I do not think it is first-class. 
1229. Is it not notorious as a good wheat country? Yes, but it is soon overcropped. I consider that 
New England is a poor country, taking it altogether. 
1230. Nevertheless it has got the name of being a first-class wheatproducing country? Yes. 
1231. Chair-man.] If you could have taken up in your own name the quantity of land you have taken up, 
by using the names of your children, would you have done it? Yes, certainly. 
1232. You have taken it up for your children because the- Act did not allow you to take it up yourself? 
Yes, because I could not get enough in my own name, or in any . other way. If put to auction I would 
not have got an acre. 
1233. Do you not think it more advisable that the Act should permit it to be done directly? Yes; a 
maximum of 5,000 acres would do away with all the necessity for using other names. There would be no 
fear of the genuine selector being closed in by Volunteer orders or dummies, and no occasion to resort to 
that practice on his own part.  
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Mr. T. Black. 1234. Do you think that conditional purchasers generally would wish, if they had the means, to add to 
their holdings by additional conditional purchases? Yes, I am certain they would. 

3 Dec., 1873. 1235. What would be the result of that,-that we should have a middle class-a yeomanry-growing up, 
not so wealthy as the squatter, but not so poor as the ordinary selector? Yes ; a class who would throw 
in their lot with the country, who would make it their home, and could desire no better. 
1236. Do you think that a desirable class to have in the country? Yes, certainly. 
1237. Then, with regard to the houses for the children, there has had to be a house built upon each 
selection to represent their improvement and residence? Yes. 
1238. That was money thrown away? Yes. 
1239. The houses were built, not because they were required by you but because the law compelled you 
to do it? Yes; money that could have been put into stock, to make the place pay, is thus simply throws 
away, and benefits no one. 
1240. You would have saved that expense if you could have selected the whole of the land directly for 
yourself? Yes. 
1241. Could you suggest any other method of allowing people to increase their holdings than by taking 
up additional selections to the extent of 5,000 acres? Unless also by giving them a lease of the pre-
emptive right, and the right to buy it; but in a vast number of cases conditional purchasers are disap-
pointed about pre-leases. 
1242. You could do that even if they took up the larger quantity? If the maximum were increased, as I 
suggest, I would do away with pre-emptive leases altogether. 
1243. Do you think that would be generally acceptable to the class of free-selectors? I am sure they 
would all take advantage of it if they could. 
1244. They would prefer it to the present doubtful position of their leases? Yes. 
1245. .lWi. Stewart.] Would you prohibit any man from holding more than 5,000 acres in any part of the 
Colony? No; a man might have a freehold in one part of the Colony, and still be allowed to select 5,000 
acres somewhere else. 
1246. If he had already obtained 5,000 acres you would not allow him to select any more? No; not by 
selecting any adjoining land, nor by making use of dummies. 
1247. Chairman.] Not under the auction system? This would have nothing to do with the auction 
system. If the area were extended the auction system would dwindle to little in comparison. 
1248. Mr. Stewart.] Do you think large landholders are so prejudicial to the advancement of the Colony? 
I have seen so much of it that .1 would not allow it. The ruin of all inlalid towns is attributable to single 
individuals holding as much land as would serve twenty or more families. 
1249. How are you to prevent it? They should only get it by buying at auction, and if selectors could 
obtain a sufficient area they would not be so likely to sell out to them. 
1250. You know of no means by which men can be prevented from accumulating more than 5,000 acres 
of land? No; by auction sale is the present system. There is rarel any competition, and it locks up 
the country from actual settlement. A much better plan would be to hold the land from sale, and charge a 
fair rent until applied for as selections;  land near town is valuable and should be surveyed in smaller 
blocks for residence selections. Men engaged in business in towns should be allowed to select upon 
condition of improvements (fencing, &c.) without residence. 
1251. Chairman.] With regard to the auction system, do you think that as at present carried, out it is of 
advantage generally? It is of advantage to the persons buying. 
1252. Is it worked in any wy so as to render what remains of the public estate less valuable? It is. 
1253. Do you think land is purchased with a view to getting the key to other portions of the public 
estate, or with a view to the intrinsic value of the land itself? It is generally put up to auction, and bought 
as a block to prevent other people from coming in; for instance, along the brink of a creek or gully where 
there is any chance of getting water, and of course no one will take the other country round about, it 
is bought in patches so as to deter conditional purchasers from settling near, and ruriholders, knowing 
the country, have a great advantage in picking out the choice spots before any other person. 
1254. Do you think there is any danger of this leading to a monopoly of the rest of the unsold land? 
No)ody will take the unsold land if the eyes of the country are sold by auction. All the natural water 
supply about this part of the country was sold, and no access left, and I was two years on my selections 
before the dams held a supply. 
1255. Do you not think it desirable that a regulation or order should be promulgated, that every surveyor 
who surveys land to be sold at auction, should report to head quarters if he considers its sale will preju-
dice the rest of the public estate? Yes, it would be advisable. 
1256. Do you think we could rely upon the surveyors to send in truthful statements on that head? Any 
that I have had to do with I could always rely upon. 
1257. Have you known many instances, practically, within your own experience, where sales by auction 
have been made to the prejudice of the value and usefulness of the rest of the Crown Lands? Yes, it is 
invariably done in that way; it is invariably bought at auction, so that the purchased land shall act as a 
block to stop people from selecting the back land, or as a key to ad,joining country. 
1258. To secure the water frontages? To secure the water frontages, if possible, or spots where water is 
likely to be secured by dams. 
1259. Are the Volunteer land orders used for any purposes of that sort? They serve the same purpose; 
they are generally put round selections to block men out from their pre-emptive right, and to take up 
valuable spots likely to be selected. 
1260. How is it, when you state that you think the lands are only worth lOs. an  acre, that persons are so 
ready to give at the rate of £2 or £2 lOs. an  acre for land orders? The land orders are very valuable, 
becaus they act as blocks against other purchasers. Some land is worth much more-cheap at Li per 
acre. Rich land on water is better worth £1 per acre than dry ridges are worth 2s. Gd. 
1261. Persons do not purchase these land orders merely to enable them to take up 50 acres? Certainly 
not. 
1262. But for some other reason? Yes. 
1263. What other reason? To prevent anyone else getting it; to prevent an extension of the area in 
any likely direction, or to stop access to pre-lease, and to pick up choice spots where people are .likely 
to settle on. 
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1264. Would you have any classification of lands sold by auction;-do you think all lands should have the Mr. T. Black. 
same upset price? For conditional purchase I would have them classified if possible. 
1265. Why for conditional purchase-every man will take the best land if free to take it where he thinks 3 Dec., 1873. 
fit? It is not all of one value. The best land has been given away or sold long ago. In every district 
there are thousands of acres of hilly country available for grazing, but certainly of less value than good 
rich country; 'all would be taken up if classified. 
1266. You mean under the old grants in the settled districts? Yes. 
1267. If land is to continue to be sold by auction do you think it desirable that land should be classified? 
No, not if sold by auction. 
1268. With regard to pre-leases, do you find any difficulty in obtaining them at present? I have had 
great difficulty in obtaining mine. 
1269. Do you think selectors generally experience the same difficulty? Yes, a great many of them do. 
1270. How does that arise? In my neighbourhood it has arisen from the land having been granted in favour 
of old grants, as pre-emptive leases to them. It is very unfair to allow pre-leases in favour of these old 
grants being free grants; such a thing was never contemplated or expected; leased sections were changed 
into pre-leases by the lessees and owners of these old grants. The pre-leases which the A. A. Company 
(erroneously so-called, for they cultivate nothing) are as much entitled to as any one else, would include 
several counties and many squattages, but seeing it would interfere with the squatting interest it would 
be hopeless to try and claim it. It would have put a stop to granting leases in favour of any old grants, 
but as all that have been granted have only interfered with the grazing rights of conditional purchasers 
nothing has been done to oppose it. - 
1271. They take in large areas of Crown lands under their pre-leases? Yes, they take in the whole 
country. 
1272. If a person selects on one of these large pre-leases, a pre-lease is not allowed within a pre-lease? 
No. 
1273. You are aware it formerly was? Yes. 
1274. Do you think it an improvement that, it should not be allowed? It is best not to allow it, because 
it would lead to endless confusion. 
1275. Do persons very often select within these old pre-leases, notwithstanding that they cannot get a 
pre-lease? Yes, very often. 
1276. For the sake of the conditional purchase alone? In my neighbourhood the whole county is selected, 
but at the time it was done we had no idea that the country had been, given away in pre-leases for these 
old grants. 
1277. In the early days a good many selected under the rule that a pre-lease would be granted within a 
pre-lease? Yes. In my neighbourhood the land is computed to carry one head of cattle to 6 acres, so 
that 320 acres only carries about fifty cattle; or, if the terms are completed, the run of fifty cattle for 
land that has cost £640-an exorbitant price-and that is why I think the interest should be accepted to 
pay off the principal, or its hopeless ever to think of these selections paying off the debt on them. That is 
why selectors so frequently sell out, and leave. They would hold them if possible, but it is working the 
dead horse. 
1278. Then the alteration acted prejudicially to them? Yes. Not one of them got a pre-lease except 
myself; I have a little. 
1279. Did you experience much delay before you got. this lease? Yes; I have been five years getting a 
lease from the time of making application until I got it, although the reading of the Act makes it appear 
immediately valuable. 
1280. Have you paid any attention to leases of pastoral runs, and the rents paid for them? Yes. 
1281. Do you think the rents paid are what might be expected in return for the use of these properties? 
No, they are not high enough. 
1282. As compared with what a conditional purchaser pays for his pre-lease ;-are you aware how it stands? 
It is not even so high as that. The price a conditional purchaser pays for his land is out of all proportion 
high to what the land is leased at to Crown tenants, and a cause of wide-spread dissatisfaction. 
1283. You are aware that at present the rents are arrived at by appraisement? Yes. 
1284. Has it ever struck you that these appraisements vary very much? Yes. 
1285. Even of the same run? Yes. 
1286. Or of runs of very much the same capabilities? Yes, runs close together. 
1287. In the same sort of country? Yes. 
1288. How do you account for that? Only by the different ideas of the different valuators. 
1289. Do you think it is an advantage to the country to have these very large runs of 100,000 acres or 
more? No, it is not. 
1290. If blocks of 25,000 acres were leased, do you think the pastoral system would be more productive, 
or otherwise? A great deal more productive. 10,000 acre blocks would be still more so; but if thrown 
open to selection in blocks of 5,000 acres infinitely more productive, both in revenue and natural produc-
tiveness. 
1291. How so? A man that has only 10,000 acres would look after it better than a man who has 100,000. 
Besides, lessees would be more inclined to make the country their home. 
1292. Do you think the public revenue would be benefited by the runs being let in smaller blocks? Yes, 
it would be greatly increased, I am sure. 
1293. Has it ever struck you that there is any better way of arriving at the value of pastoral holdings 
than by appraisement? I do not think there is any other way of getting at it. It might also be got at 
by a valuation of the land, the interest being the rent; in the same way as free selectors pay now. If the 
one can pay that rate so should the lessee, especially as both live by grazing.. 
1294. You remember that in South Australia a Government appraiser (Mr. Goyder) was appointed to 
appraise all the runs? I have heard so, but I do not know the circumstances. 
1295. Have you experienced any defects or shortcomings in the state of the maps and charts in the country 
offices? Yes. 
1296. What deficiencies have you noticed in respect to them? There is no knowing what land is sold 
and what is not sold within (say) twelve months. The plans are not filled in or made up. . 
1297. Cannot the land agents give you any information as to land sold or not sold, or lands reserved or not 
reserved? No; they can give a guess, but that is all. 
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Mr. J. Black. 1298. With regard to lands sold by auction-you are aware that if a private gentleman cuts up his estate he 
issues lithographs of it some time before the day of sale; to show the situation and extent of the lots ;-

3 Pm, 1573. is anything of that sort done when these large auction sales of Crown lands take place? No. 
1299. Are people left in ignorance where the land is situated? They do not know where it is situated, 
nor its extent; and in fact they have no means of finding out unless by applying to the surv yor, who has 
enough to do to mind his other business. 
1300. Do you think it advisable that the Government should act as other people in similar circumstances 
would do, and issue lithographs giving the necessary information? Yes; lithographs should be out at 
least six months before the land is sold, so that any one could get them in Sydney, or at the land office of 
the district, by sending the price in stamps, if living at a distance, by post. 
1301. Do you think people would have any objection to pay a small charge for these lithographs? No, 
they would buy them readily. 
1302. Are there many reserves in your district? Yes, there are several. 
1303. Are you aware what description of reserves they are-reserves for water, reserves for townships, or 
reserves for travelling stock? Re.serves for townships and travelling stock, 
1304. Are these reserves, although proclaimed as reserves for the use of travelling stock or for townships, 
leased to Crown tenants and not open to the public? I do not know whether they are leased or not, but 
they are not open. The lease amounts to a mere trifle; all should be cancelled, especially the leases of 
proclaimed gold fields. 
1305. If you run stock upon them when travelling, what is the result? You cannot; they are fenced in. 
1306. Do you not think that is an anomaly? Most decidedly. Even station stock ought to be kept off 
them, to allow the grass to grow for the benefit of those intended to get the use of them. All sheep 
stations should immediately be removed from these reserves; they are generally kept bare as a road, useless 
as reserves, by station sheep. 
1307. Are there many of these reserves in the Muswellbrook District? Yes, a good many. 
1308. Are travelling stock much inconvenienced by these reserves not being open? Yes, they are put to 
the greatest possible inconvenience. A man's stock are starving, and cannot get a bite or a drink of water. 
1309. Then, these reserves are nominally proclaimed for public purposes,, but are closed against the public 
and fenced in? Yes, there is no getting on them at all. 
1310. Has it come under your notice, or have you found it complained of, that very often when a selector 
gets a prelease the Crown tenant buys 40 acres of the prelease adjoining his conditional purchase, and 
shuts him off from the rest of it? Nothing is more common than that. That is the use the Volunteer 
land orders are put to; and dummy selections are made with the same object. I know a case that 
happened the other day. A gentleman selected 320 acres, and applied for 960 acres as a pre-lease; but no 
sooner was it gazetted than a shepherd had a selection just at the back of him, cutting him off from it. 
The land was selected by the shepherd for the squatter. 
1311. How much was selected? He could not have selected more than three 40-acre blocks. 
1312. What becrne of the other 800 acres? It was shut off from the selector. 
1313. Is that a common thing? Yes. 
1314. .Mi. .Roda&] Has that happened recently? Yes. 
1315. Could you give the names of the parties? Yes; but I would rather not enter into personal matters. 
1316. Who has the 800 acres now? It was completely cut off from the man's selection, but it is his yet. 
I think the land should belong to the man who has paid the rent for it, although separated from his con-
ditional purchase. 
1317. Has that case been represented to the Land Office? No. The only way it will be represented will 
probably be in the Supreme Court. 
1318. Have you known other instances of the same kind? Yes. 
1319. Is there a bad feeling in your district between the pastoral tenants and the conditional purchasers? 
Not exactly in my district. Muswellbrook is not what we call a pastoral district. It is in the settled 
districts. 'The antagonism between the two classes is proverbial, ind perfectly true; whilst the miserable 
scrap of 320 acres places the conditional purchaser quite at the mecy of the Crown tenant, especially as 
there is so much delay about the pre-lease. 
1320. You understand what is meant by the dummy system? Yes. 
1321. Is there much of that carried on? Yes, there is a good deal of it. 
1322. Chairman.] What constitutes a dummy, according to your ideas? I call any one a dummy who has 
land selected in his own name with the intention of transferring it afterwards. 
1323. Are there different descriptions of dummies? Yes. 
1324. How many different descriptions? Three or four. 
1325. What are they? There is the fellow who gets some one to select for him with the intention of trans-
ferring; the dummy lives on it and transfers it at the end of the year, or three yars, if he is asked to 
do it. 
1326. What class puts forth this sort of dummy? Both the squatters and selectors work that system. 
1327. The selector in order to increase his holding, and the squatter in order to block the selector? Yes. 
1328. What other class of dummy is there? There is the dummy who never resides at all on it. 
1329. Is he a myth? No, he is not a myth; the land is selected for him; he will go upon it when the sur-
veyor goes, and go away when the surveyor goes away; he goes to the land agent at the end of the three 
years, makes his declaration, and transfers to the person who employed him. The land agent knows 
nothing about it. I have known that to be done frequently. 
1330. Is there any other class of dummy? There is another way of doing it-being a selector for a man, 
and some one else may personate him, and another party again go and make• the declaration, and transfer 
it. Land may be taken up in the name of a myth, or otherwise,. Any one not known can personate. 
1331. Instead of the man himself? Yes. 
1332. How would that be done? It is very easily done. 
1333. Would you state a case? I have heard of it having been done; I will not say by whom; but it 
can be done in this way :-I will say I want a piece of land; I select it for some one who does not show 
up; at the time the surveyor goes up to survey the ground any man goes and says he is the man the place 
was selected for; the surveyor cannot tell; and at the end of three years either this man or any other 
man can go to the land office and make a declaration and transfer it. 

1334. 
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1334. .21&. Rodd.] Has this been done by conditional purchasers to increase their holdings? It was not a Mr. X. Black. 
conditional purchaser that I heard of selecting that way. I have heard of it being done by a squatter. 
1335. UJz airman.] Do you think that, in order to prevent dummyism and all such evasions of the Land 3 Dec., 1873. 
law, including evasions of the residence and improvement clauses, it would be any check if an inspector 
of conditional purchases were appointed, whose duty it should be to visit the various districts and report 
whether the conditions were fulfilled? It would be, if he knew the country and had a map of it. 
1336. A man who would understand the maps, charts, and land regulations? A man of that sort could 
cheek it. 
1337. Could you suggest any other means? No, unless the selectors were allowed to take a sufficient 
quantity of land to start with; then there would be no occasion for dummyism. 
1338. Do you think a Fencing Bill, or a ondition that every person who selected should fence, is desired 
by conditional purchasers? I do not think that in general they desire it. Of course they improve their 
land ; it is of no use having it without, and they all fence it if they can ; but to force them to fence would 
not, I think, be desirable. For the poorer selector it would hardly do. Unenclosed land is of little use to 
a selector, and if he possibly can, will fence, but there are many parts of the country where fencing is a 
most expensive and difficult matter, owing to the scarcity of timber. 
1339. ALr. Rodd.i It is in regard to the pre-emptive leases that the fencing difficulty arises ;-is it not. 
Conditional purchasers having pre-emptive leases on an insecure tenure seldom find it worth while to fence 
them? No, they will not. 
1340. Are there any other conditional purchasers in your neighbourhood who have as much land as you 
have-2,000 acres? No. Plenty of them have that quantity further up on Liverpool Plains-and more 
than that. 
1341. Chairman.] You are of opinion that unless the area allowed to be taken up by one person is 
increased, minors ought to be allowed to select? Yes, as it is at present. It is the only safe means whereby 
a conditional purchaser can safely increase his area or secure a part of his pre-lease, if ordered for sale, 
or defend himself from being enclosed. In which case 320 acres is worthless, if only grazing land. 
1342. If fencing were made compulsory, would you allow a leaseholder to compel a freeholder to fence, or 
vice versti. They would not be on equal terms? No. 
1343. how would you propose to arrange that,-  supposing fencing to be considered desirable? It is a very 
good way as at present-put up the fence on the freehold land, and when the adjoining land is sold, let 
the person who buys it pay half the cost of the fence. 
1344. Supposing the law made it imperative that every person who purchased should fence, would you 
have it as one of the conditions, or would you have it dependent upon the adjoining holder giving, notice? 
Dependent upon the adjoining holder giving notice; that is the way it is at present. 
1345. Fencing between freeholders and leaseholders is not dealt with under the present law -it is only 
between freeholder and freeholder? That is all. 
1346. There was somethingyou wished to point out to the Committee to show how certain lands have been 
surveyed and sold on Con's Creek, in the Liverpool Plains District ;-will you point out what you refer to. 
(Map qf the count'y of .Pottin.qer on the table, on which witness pointed out the land referred to.) 
1347. Will you state what, in your opinion, is the effect of that sort of survey? The effect is apparent. 
This land, which has been in and sold by auction, is chosen with the intention of preventing selection. 
No man will select on that creek frontage when he cannot get out backwards on account of these 40-acre 
blocks, connected together as they are, intervening between the land on the creek and the back country; 
and nobody will go back behind them because he cannot get to the creek. The consequence is that the 
whole of the land thereabouts is practically shut out from conditional purchase. 
1348. A&. .Rodd.] How long is it since that was surveyed? Several years ago. 
1349. Who is the 'How tenant of that land now? Mr. James White and Mr. Clark are the holders of 
the runs. This is on Mr. Clark's run. 
1350. What are the names of the runs? Bandoo and G-ullendaddy. That is an illustration of how the 
auction system is carried on all over the Country. All the frontages are bought on Bundi Bun. 
1351. C/airinan.] You draw the Committees attention to this for the purpose of showing that the land is 
purchased not for its intrinsic value but because it gives the key to other parts of the public estate ? 
Yes, that is the reason. 
1352. Do you know anywhere else that this has been dine? I have seen the same system all over the 
country, but not so thoroughly carried out as that is. By the present regulation land can only be bought 
in strips not exceeding f of a mile. 
1353. How many miles do these purchased blocks extend along the creek? I think about 20 miles. 
1354. Is there any further statement you wish to make? No, except in regard to pre-emptive rights. In 
1866 I conditionally purchased 320 acres, and applied for a pre-emptive right; and I knew there was 
Government land adjoining me not in the possession of anybody. In 1871-five years afterwards-I got 
the pre-emptive lease. I paid for it for three years, but I never got any use of it. I applied to the 
Department to find out how it was, and I am told that it was a mistake-that it was somebody else's land 
granted in virtue of old grants. - 
1355. How long was it before you discovered this? Seven years. I have lost my money, and I have lost 
the grass ; and that is one reason why I think the pre-emptive lease a complete delusion, and the sooner it 
is done away with the better. 
1356. Have you any other statenient to make? No. 

Mr. Frederick William Butter examined 

1357. Chairman.] You belong to the Survey Department? Yes. Mr. 
1358. You have heard Mr. Black's evidence respecting the blocks of land surveyed to be sold by auction F. W. Butter. 
on Cox's Creek, Liverpool Plains? Yes; that is its local name; the proper name isTurrabeile Creek. 
It is in the County of. Pottinger. 3 Dec., 1873. 
1359. Will you direct your attention to these lots, surveyed in a line, some distance back from the water ;- 
what run are they situated on? Melville Bun-not the runs stated by Mr. Black, 
1360. How long ago were they surveyed? In 1869. 

1361. 
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Mr. 1361. Have they been all purchased at auction? Not all of them; a great number of them have. 
F. W. Rutter. 1362. By the Crown tenant? Yes. 
r-'- 1363. Both sides of the creek have been taken, to some extent? Yes. 
3 Dec.. 1873. 1364. Are you aware whether any lands between these blocks and the creek have since been purchased by 

other parties? No. 
1365. Have any lands at the back been purchased? No. 
1366. Have any applications been made to purchase? I did not inquire about that before I came here. 
1367. These seem to be the only ones? Yes; they are the only ones charted. 
1368. A&. Rodd.] How far back from the creek does this purchased land extend? It varies from about 
40 chains to about a mile. 
1369. What amount of spare country is there at the back of that? It is practically unlimited; it extends 
for many miles. 
1370. Has the purchaser of this land near the creek got possession of the back country? He is the 
Crown lessee. 
1371. Ohairman.] If any person were to select at the back of these blocks he could not get to the water 
without trespassing on this purchased land? Yes, he could, by means of these reserves, which were made 
in the office. (Reserves referred to pointed out.) 
1372. How far do they extend? From 3 to 5 miles back. 
1373. What are these lines running across the reserves? These are portions which were measured for 
sale, but which were reserved in order to afford access to the water. They had been surveyed, but were 
withdrawn from sale or selection. 
1374. They were not sold by auction? No; not 14, 26, and 31, of Coogal; and 11, 12, 24, and 36, of 
Denison. 
1375. Could you furnish the Committee with a tracing of this creek, showing the lands purchased upon it, 
and append it to your evidence? Yes. (See Appendix.) The necessity of reserving these portions was 
discovered in the office, and they were reserved by the special desire of the Surveyor General. The 
intention was seen, and that was the reason for proclaiming these reserves. 
1376. The surveyor in the field did not make any report of this? No; no report whatever. 
1377. Was he called to account for not reporting? No, not in this instance. This was one of the few 
cases of the kind that occurred. Of course they carried their own condemnation with them. A few 
escaped unnoticed;  but after a time the intention of applications of this kind was noticed in the office, 
and surveyors are now instructed not to survey in that manner. In fact one of them was suspended for 
many months for measuring in this way. I may add, that in consequence of something like this there 
was an addition made to the 31st regulation, preventing selections taking place at any greater.distance 
than 60 chains. The selectors would do the same thing if they could, but that was stopped by this 
addition to the 31st regulation, which was made in 1871, and is printed in italics in the eighth edition of 
the Land Act. 

THURSDAY, 4 DECEMBER, 1873. 
reftnt 

Mn. 110DB, I Mn. STEWA11T, 
Mn. TUNKS. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CTJNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
Patrick Alfred Jennings, Esq., called in and examined :- 

P. A. 1378. Chairman.] You are an old inhThitant of the Colony, and have been a Member of the L9gislative 
Jenmngs, Esq. Council and Legislative Assembly of New South Wales? Yes; I have lived in New South Wales for 
---". ten years, and in Australia altogether for twenty-one years. 

4 Dec., 1873. 1379. You are an occupier of a large extent of land in the Colony—leasehold and freehold? In con 
junction with my partner I am a leaseholder of several runs in the 'Murrumbidgee, the Albert, the 
Liverpool Plains, and the Bligh Districts;  and we have freeholds in connection with those runs. 
1380. I suppose you have paid some attention to the administration and working of the present Land 
laws of New South Wales? It has been forced upon me, not only in the pursuit of my business but as 
matter of observation that would naturally occur to any person brought into contact with the working 
of the Land laws. 
1381. Are you in favour of the policy embodied in the conditional purchase clauses of the present Land 
law? As a policy I would not say I was in favour of free selection before survey; but it is a large 
question, and there are a great number of issues involved. From my experience of the working of the 
Land law I have been led to form an adverse opinion to the system of free selection before survey as a 
general policy for the whole country. I have looked upon it as a sort of transition measure—as a tentative 
measure. 
1382. Do you think any sound objections exist to the policy of conditional purchase before survey? I 
have made a few notes of certain peculiarities I have observed in the working of both the Land Acts—the 
Alienation and the Occupation Acts—and if it would be convenient to the Committee I should prefer in 
the first instance to speak to the results of my experience. 
1383. Will you make any statement you may have arrived at respecting the policy and operation of the 
Land Acts? When the present law came into operation the part of the country in which I was then 
residing was all leased under the old Orders in Council—fourteen years leases—and in the year 1866 these 
leases expired, and the runs all came under the operation of the law. There was no free selection before 
survey up to that time on nearly the whole of the runs. There were certain reserves, but the runs in 
that part of the country were all held by fourteen years leases. 
1384. Mr. Stewart.] What part of the country was that? The Murruinbidgee District particularly  I am 
alluding to; and the same remark would apply to the Albert, the Lachlan, and the Darling Districts. 
Perhaps I may explain that these districts being further out, the leases issued in them were dated later 
than in those nearer Sydney; they commenced from 1852, while many of those nearer Sydney commenced 
three or four years before that, and consequently came under the operation of the present law some years 

before 
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before the outlying leases. When the present Land law came into operation in that part of the country, 
according to a provision contained in it it was competent for holders of runs to apply for a pre- gs, 

emptive right of 640 acres for every 25 square miles they held, to purchase without competition. 
4 Dec.,1873 

I mention what follows as an illustration of the working of the law. The run on which I was 
then living was an old run containing an area, computed by private survey, of about 90,000 acres, 
and I applied for 640 acres for every 25 square miles. There seemed to be some degree of confusion 
in the department as to how these applications were to be treated. That arose from the wording of the 
Act, which presumed that a run meant a certain quantity of 25 square miles, whereas many of the old 
runs contained several times that quantity. My applications were entertained, and the land was measured 
in the way in which I asked for it. I asked the surveyor if there were any regulations to guide him in 
the measurement of this land: For a run of 140 square miles I was entitled to nearly six sections. The 
land was surveyed and appraised, and I was called upon to pay the money, and on the faith of this I 
cOmmenced improving these sections. 1 may mention that they were surveyed close together. A change 
of administration occurred at that time, and I was informed that this survey would not be permitted, 
because the incoming Minister read the law differently. 
1385. Ohairman.] Who was the Minister when tli7e land was urveyed? The land was surveyed during 
Mr. Robertson's administration, and when he went out Mr. Cowper was Acting Minister for Lands. They 
were surveyed in accordance with the regulations held at the time by the surveyor. I was told that the 
Department would not permit land to be alienated in that form, and that the run would have to be divided 
into imaginary blocks of 25 square miles, and that I could take 640 acres in each of these. I considered 
that scarcely fair, because the whole mattr had been carried on in accordance with existing regulations. 
I was told that the only remedy I had was to improve this land, which had been already improved up to 
(say) about 10 shillings an acre up to L1 an acre; and I had to spend £1 an acre in improvements in order 
to get it. The land therefore cost me £2 an acre instead of £1. There are many cases besides this where 
different readings of the law by different Ministers have been productive of great inconvenience, and have 
caused confusion in the public mind; and therefore I should say it is desirable, if any change takes place, that 
all matters should be laid down as explicitly as possible. The practical effect in my case was that I had to 
spend £1,280 in comparatively useless improvements—or rather I will say £700 or £800 in further 
improvements, the land having been already partially improved—in order to entitle me to claim the land 
without competition. If it had been put up to auction of course the improvements that were upon it 
would have caused other persons to compete against me. 
1386. Mr. Stewart.] You were then allowed to hold blocks contiguous to one another? I was allowed to 
take, in place of those I had not improved, two others at the back of the run; but as a matter of fact I 
did not buy these, because being back land, and there being at that time no demand for land in that part 
of the country, I did not think them worth buying. They were surveyed afterwards and put up to auction, 
and I bought them a year or two ago. 
1387. Did the Minister point to any enactment of the law which required to take selections so far apart ?-
The fact was the law did not provide for it, and it had to be dealt with as a matter of compromise. The 
Minister said that each 640 acres should be on a separate run. 
1388. Chairman.] The administration of the two Ministers was contradictory? Yes. In the first instance 
the land was surveyed in pursuance of written instructions sent to the surveyor, who was told that on old 
runs of large extent the blocks might be taken contiguously. I presume you are aware that, although 
the Occupation Act defines a run as being 25 square miles, many of the old runs contain from 100 to 300 
or 400 square miles; so that the Act was in some degree silent upon the subject. 
1389. Mr. Stewart.] One would have supposed the law allows what the law does not prohibit? I should 
have supposed so. Considering that the land had been appraised and nething remained to be done to 
complete the transaction but the payment of the money, perhaps if I had come to Sydney I might have 
got the purchase allowed. It appeared that I was the first person who applied to have land measured in 
that way. At that time there was so little idea of purchasing land in the neighbouhood of Deniliquin, 
that many of my neighbours did not bqy, although they applied for their sections. In fact times were too 
bad. I cite that case to show that I think I suffered some hardship by the Act being so loosely worded as 
to be capable of two constructions. That is the only object I have in mentioning it, for the matter is 
long past now. The next matter I would advert to is the system of what are called pre-emptive leases or 
grazing rights. These grazing rights are held in virtue of freebolds or conditionally purchased lands. 
My opinion is, that at the time the Crown Lands Alienation Act was passed, they could not have been 
any contemplation of the fact that so many of the runs and so much of the country held under pastoral 
lease would be fenced in. 
1390. I think there was nothing of that kind at the time the Act was passed? No. I wish to point out 
that the question of grazing rights makes the operation of conditional purchase on all fenced in runs much 
more injurious to the run-holder. The impression is that, as the pastoral tenant pays a rent to the Crown 
a year in advance, it is not fair to give a second person also a grazing right on the top of his lease. Before 
fencing was introduced, when sheep were shepherded, the hardship was not so great, because it was 
perfectly easy for the shepherds to be directed to keep away. Nor was there the temptation to select for 
the secondary object of getting a grazing lease. The experience of the present working of the Act, where 
a family of persons select in a fenced-in paddock, now is, that they can select in such a way as to have the 
benefit of the whole enclosure, although it may be twice the area of what they are entitled to. This is one 
of the causes of the rush of selectors from Victoria—the temptation of getting nearly the exclusive use 
of a paddock of probably double the area that is selected by the selector; and the loss of course is the 
grOater to the holder of the run. I have known- rare cases where the selector and the holder of the 
remaining part of the paddock have come to terms—compromised their respective rights. If I have a 
paddock that holds 5,000 sheep, and a man comes in and with his family selects a certain number 
of pieces about the paddock and claims grazing rights between them, it is impossible my sheep can run in 
that paddock. In the majority of cases if he can hold his ground the selector gets the use of the whole 
of it. I have known two cases in which a bargain was made. The seleitor having taken up land which 
was equivalent in area with his grazing lease to half the paddock, but having taken it up in such a way 
that the remaining portions could not be used by any other person, in order to avoid conflict both parties 
have agreed to run their sheep according to acreage in the same enclosure. But as matter of fact this 
could not be frequently done. If persons were jealoug about the quality or improvement of their stock it 
could not be done at all. This is a question of great importance, for the whole country between the 
- Murray 
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P. A. Murray and Murrumbidgee is fenced in as far north as the Lachian; and even on the Darling now we have 
Jnniugs,Lsq. fenced in our runs. With regard to the operation of conditional purchase, in the neighbourhood where I 

have seen it worked there are' two altogether distinct classes of selectors. 
Dec., 1873. 1391. Chairman.] Who have availed themselves of the thirteenth clause? Yes. 

1392. What is the distinction? In the first place there are men who never come into conflict with the 
runholder, but who are in fact very useful to him. They are generally persons who, have been employed 
on the runs, and who, .knowing the country, prefer to settle down there. They are, as a rule, teamsters, 
contractors for fencing, or bush hands who take contracts for improvements on stations, but who also 
desire to have a home. I consider them a very, desirable class of settlers; and as far as my experience 
goes they have been in every way encouraged because they supply a want that is very much felt. Nearly 
all the wool in that part of the country is carried to Melbourne by many of these men who are bullock-
drivers. They require to have a home, and it is felt by the squatter that they are a necessity—that their 
labour is essential. Of course, in many ways they are very desirable. 
1393. AIr. Stewart.] What quantity do they usually select? From 40 to 320 acres; and some of them 
who are well off take two lots of 320 acres. 
1394. What use do they make of the land? They cultivate a 'small patch about the house—a garden; 
but the principal thing they want is a run for their bullocks. 
1395. Do they fence in their selections ? That is matter principally of agreement with the runholder. 
If he is entitled to run fifty bulloeks, and does not wish to trespass on the runholder, of course there is no 
question of fencing ; but if he takes up 320 acres, and tries to put on it three times as much stock as it 
will carry, he will be asked to fence, or be in some cases fenced out. The cultivation in that part of the 
country is mainly for hay. 
1396. Do they not grow wheat? No, not to any extent, except for hay. There is a mill at Deniliquin; but 
the greater part of the wheat used is carted down from Wahgunyah. I have been in the habit of growing 
wheat for hay there. It is rather too hot for oats ; and wheat makes better hay than barley. 
1397. Chairman.] What is the other class of selectors you spoke of? Principally residents of the towns 
and speculators, who have more capital and want more land—hotelkeepers, professional men, and business 
men generally. Of course, when they require land it has to be taken up by the intervention of third 
parties. I heard one hotelkeeper at Deniliquin state at a public meeting that he had taken up seventeen 
selections through his family ;—he had eight or nine children and his servants. 
1398. .21fr. Stewart.] Do you know what was the size of these selections? I presume they were about 
320 acres each. Any man taking up lots like that would take them as large as he could. 
1399. What was his object in taking them? He was a sort of factotum—hotelkeeper, butcher, baker, and 
so on. He having become insolvent a great many of them are now passed over to a Bank. 
1400. Did he make any use of them? He kept cattle and sheep on them, and also let them out as 
accOmmodation paddocks. I never heard any objection made to persons living in towns taking u p land 
and getting other persons to perform the residence; but it is made matter of reproach to the squatters 
that they should do the same if they find it necessary to take up portions of their runs. A large 
quantity of land has been applied for lately in that way by most of the settlers round Deniliquin in the 
names of their friends ; but I think the ultimate intention is to forfeit it and let it go to auction. This 
brings me to the consideration of the practice of the Government with regard to selling land by auction. 
On application from either the lessee or anybody else, the Crown will measure land for auction on payment 
of Gd. an acre in advance, to cover in some degree the cost of survey, in order that if the land is not 
bought the Government may not be the loser. 
1401. Chairman.] It has been stated that Gd. ,in acre is not enough, and that as a guarantee of the boad 
Jides of the application there could be no objection to the whole cost of survey being paid in advance ;—
what is your view? I think the whole cost of the survey should be paid, and would be paid if the 
Government asked for it. 'Until lately people were never asked to pay anything at all. There was no 
great demand for land until the price of wool rose in 1871. By reason of the increased price of wool 
the position of the Crown tenants was changed; they were enabled to pay off their debts; and most of 
them were desirous of getting some portion of freehold estate round about their homesteads, particularly 
those who lived on river frontages or in advantageous situations. I am speaking now of the Murrum-
bidgee District particularly. 
1402. Is land applied for and surveyed for auction generally purchased by the person applying for it? I 
have known cases where the Government got applications for large quantities of land, both under pre 
emptive right and by auction, and it was not purchased; I suppose people found they could not do it. 
1403. Mr. Stewart.] Why then apply to have it surveyed? If a squatter applies for land to be surveyed 
for sale, and in the meantime prices of produce fall, or the seasons operate against him, he is not able to 
buy it. Lands passed at auction can always be taken up afterwards conditionally or otherwise. In 1865, 
when the old leases were falling out, there were many applications for pre-emptive rights and improvement 
rights, ,but there came two droughts consecutively, and times werevery bad, and many of the applicants 
were unable to go on with their purchases; they lay there till times were better, and have since been 
gradually taken up. 
1404. No one applied to have these lands surveyed, for the purpose of preventing free selection P They 
could not prevent free selection. Land passed at auction can be selected at any time. 
1405. Has that been the practice always? Yes, so fa as my knowledge extends it was always the law, and 
always presumed to be the law, that lands surveyed for auction could be selected at any time. I do not 
think any land could be lifted out of the operation of conditional purchase in that way. On the contrary, 
when land is surveyed for auction it is very frequently what they call spotted. 'W'ithiu the last few 
months a number of persons, who have achieved their titles under the Land Act of Victoria, have been 
selling out, and have been selecting in New South Wales. They have been informed that it is legal to 
select'through minors; but my information from high legal authority is that selections by minors are not 
legal. 
1400. It has been settled in our Supreme Court? I am informed that even though the selections may 
be legal the acts of the minors in dealing with them are not legal. If blocks of four or five thousand 
acres be surveyed for sale, by taking up one-third of that quantity by conditional purchase, of course the 
rest would be rendered useless to any person who wanted to buy it at auction. It has been stafed by the 
framer, of the Land Acts to be the policy of the law to encourage both small and large proprietors, and 
therefore sales by auction were sanctioned; but while admitting the policy the law destroys the efficacy of it 

by 
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by allowing lands to be conditionallypurchased after they have been proclaimed for auction. My idea with P. A. 
regard, to that part part of the law would be that if a person applied for the survey of land for auction, paying Jenniiigs, Esq. 
at the same time any deposit that might be required for the cost of survey, or even more than the cost 
of survey, upon the approval of such survey by the Minister, the land should not be open for conditional 4 Dec., 1873. 
purchase until passed at auction. The present system gives rise to a class of speculators who come up 
with the idea of spoiling a survey, in order to be bought off. 
1407. Have conditional purchasers in your district any difficulty in finding out what land is open for 
selection? No more than they have in any other district that I know of. The maps are generally kept 
pretty well up. Where there is a rush, as there has been lately, conditional purchasers may find a difficulty. 
For years there was very little land taken up, but latterly there has been a, great deal. I understood that 
the Surveyor General visited the district in order to see that the maps were charted up. 
1408. Is there a good deal of land sold by auction? Yes. 
1409. Does it bring more than the upset price? Very little more. The only case in which I have known 
land to fetch more than the upset price was, were speculators came up from Melbourne to be bought off. 
1410. Bought off by the party who put the land up for sale? Yes. Speculators have come up lately to 
compete at the land sales, and those who were purchasing agreed that they would not in any way counten-
ance them, but rather take their chance of buying the land, and if the speculators ran the land up too high 
they would let them have it. Two speculators from Ballarat came up to a land sale at Hay, and the 
lessees of the run on which the land was to be sold, who were going to purchase, received information that 
if they would pay a certain sum these men would stand out and not, purchase; but they refused to pay 
anything, and the land was run up to 25s. an  acre, and these men bought it, and immediately after the sale 
they came and offered to sell it for the price they had paid for it. I and some of my friends agreed we 
would not pay them anything. 
1411. So that they made nothing by it? No. The land was surveyed in blocks, and as they are free-
holders they have received notice to fence. That is the only case where I have known land to be run up, 
except in case of rivalry between two neighbours. I have bought a great deal of land at auction, but there 
has never been any competition. 
1412. Then the sale by auction-is a most unnecessary proceeding? There is just the chance of competi-
tion. It is the only way the law prescribes. 
1413. Okairrnan.] Do you think there ought to be a classification of lands—do you think all lands ought 
to be put up at the same upset price, or according to value. Land varies in value the same as other com-
modities? Yes, very much. Classification is a matter of extreme difficulty as far as I- can see. 
1414. You are aware that under the Land Act the Minister may place a higher upset price upon land, but 
not a lower? Yes. 
1415. Have you ever known an instance of a higher upset price than £1 an acre having been fixed for 
country lands? No. 
1416. Do you think it desirable that the Minister should have the option of fixing a lower upset price for 
inferior land? I think it desirable that land should be offered at a certain upset price, and, if not bought, 
should be offered again, after a certain time, at a lower price. The fact of its not fetching the price in the 
first instance would be a fair test of its value. It would be very difficult to arrive at the value of land by 
classifying. 
1417. You would allow competition to prove its value? Yes. 
1418. You are aware that leases of runs are put up at a certain price, and if not purchased are put up 
again at a lower price? Yes. 
1419. And you would apply that principle to sales of land by auction? I would, if the Government 
initiated sales by auction; but they do not; they only sell on application. As a matter of fact land not 
considered worth lOs. an  acre three years ago is now being bought freely at £1, for the simple reason that 
£1 now is not what £1 was then to the parties who desire to purchase. The times are better. 
1420. It has been stated that land applied for by auction is not applied for so much for the intrinsic value 
of the land itself as for its value as a key to other portions of the public estate, in order to get water 
frontage or other advantages that would give the purchaser such command of other land as to make it of 
less value to any other person. Do you think that is the fact? No doubt it has been done. But the fact 
is that where people can get thEough the window the key is of very little use. It is a mere question of 
demand. Back land will not be taken up. People buy what they consider most valuable; but it does not 
give any permanent hold to the owner over other land. Persons will naturally buy the frontage to perma-
nent water as being the most valuable; but its value is very much overrated, inasmuch as if you can 
procure sufficient water for sheep and cattle the back country, which is the most extensive, is the most 
valuable. 
1421. .2l&. &ewart.IJ As long as roads are reserved, the back land is not cut off entirely from water? No. 
There are reserves of a mile wide every 5 miles. 
1422. C?zairrnan.] Practically speaking, if stock have to travel 10 miles down these narrow reserves to 
water they would not fatten well? They have to do it in any case. We will put the question in this 
way: If I have the frontage and a run 10 miles back, the cattle have to come down to the frontage and 
camp on it, and as a matter of fact it gets bare in summer with the constant traffic, so that they must go a 
long way back to feed. Moreover, as a rule, there is a main road along the frontage of each main water-
course, and stock can travel half-a-mile on each side of that, so that you will seldom find any feed on it. 
My imprescion is now that however useful it may be for a time to hold the key of 1 run, those who really 
desire to purchase any quantity of land would rather have it in a block with sufficient water frontage to 
make it useful. With regard to the present practice as to making conditional purchases, as far as it has 
come under my notice, they are usually made in the names of the children of the families and not in the 
names of the parents, and the condition of the law is specially unsatisfactory at present, inasmuch as it 
leaves it open to dispute whether these minors' selections are legal—I will not say whether the selections 
are legal, but whether the acts of these minors are legal as selectors —whether in fact they can delegate 
their powers to others. I think that is one of the matters that will require attention in any new Land law. 
1423. Do you think that when conditional purchasers take up land in the names of their children they do 
it bonfide, in order to endow their children with an estate, or to obtain additional land for their own use? 
That is a matter I could not speak of; it lies in the breast of the man; but I have known that in the case 
of many selections lately made the head of the family does not take a selection for himself. The father 
has no property in the land, and incurs no liability with regard to it. I believe it is the practice of the 
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P. A. Department not to transfer till the children are of age, and as many of them are mere infants there will be 
Jemnngs,Esq. a number of titles in abeyance, and perhaps eventually many in dispute. I question if any law for the 
c—'-- commutation of purchase money at a fixed rate would be binding in such a state of things. 
4 Dec., 1873. 1424. Do you think conditional purchasers ever give in the names of persons that do not exist at all, in 

order to take up additional land? If it is done it is only done with a view to forfeiture. 
1425. It is done with the object of evading the law? I do not know whether that be an evasion of the 
law, because if the conditions are not fulfilled no title is given, and the deposit of 5s. an  acre is forfeited. 
1426. It would interfere with other bond jide people taking it up—they would be informed that the land 
was already taken up? Yes, it is quite possible it may operate in that way. In stating that I considered 
it the policy of the present law that there should be large as well as small holders of land, I should wish 
to add that as far as my observation and reading go it is undoubtedly beneficial for stock farming, as a 
rule, that there should be large holdings as well as small. 
1427. Mr. Stewart.] You mean freeholds? Yes. I look upon the pastoral leases as a transition state. 
1428. What is the maximum area you would allow? That would depend upon the capabilities of the 
country. If a person has spent a great deal of time in improving a lot of sheep, which is a work of years, 
he must have had the whole of a run of moderate size to do it; and I think he should be allowed to pur-
chase a fair proportion of that run as a freehold. If he could purchase it he would so improve it as to 
increase its capabilities, and make a portion of the run carry as many sheep as the whole of it did before. 
In the pick of the Murrumbidgee country it is reckoned that it will take 3 acres to feed a sheep all the 
year round, and on the Lachlan and Darling back country from 4 to 8 acres. A run of 61,000 acres on 
the Murrumbidgee would feed about 21,000 sheep all the year round. I have had experience in appraise-
ments, and I look upon that as a fair computation on the best of the Murrumbidgee country. It comes 
also within my knowledge that it has taken that number of sheep to be able to breed up a really good 
breed of sheep. If the land were purchased it could be so improved as to be able to keep a sheep on 
2 acres instead of 3; that is, improved to the full extent in its natural state, without breaking up the 
ground, which I do not think desirable. A sheep to 2 acres is the very outside that the improved land will 
carry; consequently, if a man requires to keep 10,000 sheep, he would require to purchase 20,000 acres, 
and would have to pay the Government £20,000. The sub-division of the land into paddocks, and the cost 
of buildings and other matters, would amount to £10,000, and his run would therefore represent a capital 
of £30,000. 
1429. Would it be a good investment for capital? There are persons who, having £30,000, would make 
three times the money in other pursuits; but there are other persons who prefer pastoral pursuits, and are 
fitted for them, perhaps born and bred on a station, who would prefer to invest their money in the purchase 
of a homestead in that class of country. Of course of inferior country they would require more. I think 
these are the persons from whom we might expect the greatest improvement in sheep. I speak of sheep 
as different from cattle, because it is on small holdings that cattle can be most advantageously improved 
and kept with profit. It seems to be admitted that for sheep purposes large holdings are required. 

MOHDAY, 8 DEaFJMBER, 1873. 

Mx. CUNNEEN, I Mx. RODD, 
Mx. STEWART. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CTJNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
Patrick Alfred Jennings, Esq., called in and further examined :- 

p. A. 1430. Ukairman.] We understood you to have concluded your statement on the last occasion? Yes, as 
Jennings, Eq. far as a general statement is concerned. There is one matter, however, on which I had intended to speak, 

but I am not aware how far your Committee may consider it within the scope of your inquiry. I think it 
8 Dec., 18' 3. would be judicious to devote, if possible, the proceeds of lands sold by auction to the making of roads, 

bridges, and railways; that is to say, to provide specifically in any future legislation that a certain sum 
should be laid apart out of the receipts from land sales for that purpose. 
1431. That system is in force now in Victoria? By the present Land law of Victoria it is enacted that a 
sum of £200,000 annually, to be realized from the sale of lands by auction, is to be devoted to the 
extinction of the existing debt on railways, or to the making of new branch lines. It is expressly confined 
to railways there. I think that in this Country, which is so much more extensive, it would be found advan-
tageous to make the object more general, and to apply the money to the construction of bridges and roads 
where railways  at present would not pay to make. My idea is this: Speaking in round numbers, we have 
about 200,000,000 of unalienated land in New South Wales. If £500,000 worth of that land were sold 
by auction in each year, and the proceeds devoted to public works, we would have in ten years.5,000,000 
worth of work executed; and, however desirable it may be considered to allow a very large quantity of the 
public lands to remain open for selection, there would still be a very large choice for the selector, taking 
into account the enormous extent of our territory. It would in no degree cramp the operations of our 
selectors if a certain quantity of land (say 500,000 acres) should be realized in each year. But in order to 
be certain that we should really be able to realize in each year this £500,000 worth of land by auction, it 
would be necessary to adopt the system they have in Victoria, that when land is surveyed or proclaimed 
for auction it should not be open for selection until after it has passed the hammer. I think, moreover, 
that where lines of railway were projected there should be a mixture of the American and Victorian 
systems; allowing only a certain portion of the lands within a certain distance of the projected lines to be 
sold conditionally. I think if this were done it would be possible to supply the wants of those who wished 
to purchase large estates without interfering with the bond jide operations of free selectors.' 
1432. You are aware that under the present law not more than 320 acres can be conditionally purchased 
by more than one person? Yes. 
1433. Do you think that a sufficient quantity to enable a sort of yeomanry to spring up here? I think 
the proposition made by the IRiverina Association, that each person taking up 320 acres should have an 
indefeasible lease of 320 acres more, with the right of purchase-640 acres in all—would give a sufficient 
area for the bontifide selector. 

1434. 
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1434. Any additional acreage you would have him go to auction for? Yes. As a general principle, P. A. 
I presumç, the lands of the Colony are let to the pastoral tenants for pastoral purposes until they can come Jeimings, Esq. 
into a more profitable form of occupation. The grazing right, which merely continues that form of occu-
pation in other hands, is simply putting one pastoral lease on the top of another. I think any future 4 Dec., 1873. 
settlement should proceed on a freehold basis. 
1435. Do you think it desirable to extend the maximum area that may be taken up by selection beyond 
the 320 acres now allowed? I think it might be extended with advantage up to 640 acres. That would 
be more desirable than the present system of grazing rights, which is very unsatisfactory. 
1436. Mr. Stewart.] You would increase the maximum to 640 acres, and do away with grazing rights? 
Yes. I may say that several selectors have told me they would be much better satisfied with a certainty 
of 640 acres than with a holding of 320 acres and the very intangible tenure they at present have of their 
grazing. right. 
1437. Mr. Rodd.] Would 640 acres satisfy selectors generally? Those with whom I have conversed have 
told me so; but it may be hard to say what would really satisfy them, for every man, no doubt, would like 
to get as much as he could. I am basing my observations on the principle that it is much better that 
settlement should proceed on a freehold basis than that one pastoral lease should be given on the top of 
another lease. I think the pbsolute holding of land is a great incentive to improving it. It is just the 
same with the squatter as with the selector. If the squatter is enabled to purchase a certain quantity of 
land he will not be afraid to spend money upon. it;' and a selector having absolute tenure of his land will be 
influenced by the same considerations. They would both spend money on a freehold that they would not 
on a grazing lease. 
1438. With regard to the conditions of residence and improvement contained in the present law—do you 
think them advisable and wise—that a person must reside upon his land within a month, and improve it to 
the extent of £1 an acre within three years? I think they do not act uniformly well. There may be 
circumstances in which the land can be improved to that amount with justice to the interests of the persons 
holding it ; but there are many cases in which it is not necessary to spend so much money. With regard 
to residence, I think, on the whole, that the proposition shadowed forth in the Land Bill laid upon the 
table of the House a couple of years ago, when Mr. Wilson was Minister for Lands, was a very good one, 
that persons not wishing to reside should pay a larger price for their land and make improvements to a 
larger amount, I think 50 per cent, more. The idea was to make the upset price of land lower, 5s. or lOs. 
an  acre instead of £1, and that where persons resided they should have the benefit of the lowerprice, 
but that those who could not reside should pay the higher price and spend more money upon the land. 
The question of residence is undoubtedly a difficulty, and I think a concession is due to those who do 
reside. The fact of continuous residence for three years is to my mind a very important guarantee for 
the bonafides of the selector. At the same time many persons desiring to select find it impossible to 
perform the condition of residence, but they are persons who could afford, to pay the difference in the 
price of the land; and although it is a rough way of settling the difficulty, it is the only feasible way I 
have heard proposed. It has always been suggested that if you get rid of the condition of i'esidence 
altogether it may cut the other way, and persons in possession of runs may be the first to take advantage 
of it. I therefore look upon the plan as a very reasonable compromise of what is undoubtedly a very 
difficult subject. 
1439. It has been stated to the Committee, and there seems to be an impression abroad, which has been 
given utterance to in certain portions of the press, that sales by auction are at present carried out and 
availed of more for the purpose of getting the key to the remaining part of the public estate than for the 
intrinsic value of the land applied for;—do you think there is any reason for this opinion? My experience 
is this: When I first began to purchase land on a run, I purchased what seemed to be the most valuable 
parts, with regard not to the intrinsic value of the land but with regard, to its being conveniently situated 
for working the run. 
1440. J!&. Stewart.] Preserving the rest of the run? Yes. But I found that, owing to the system of reserves 
for admision to natural water, it was more desirable to endeavour to get a block of land which could be 
worked as a separate estate, presuming the rest of the run were taken away, than to endeavour to dot small 
purchases over different parts of the run. In all new countries certain spots are first taken up, but the 
holders find that in order to sustain the value of these spots they must have the adjoining country. 
1441. In other words, the Government does not allow you to purchase in freehold sufficient land for 
grazing stock P No. A man buying a piece of land takes into account his getting a grazing lease of 
three times the area. As a matter of fact the run on which I live has been nearly extinguished in that 
way. In proportion to the land I have bought I have taken up pre-emptive leases, but I now find I have 
to purchase these pre-emptive leases; and that has been the experience of all with whom I have conversed, 
that it is more advantageous to acquire a block of land, which may be held as an estate, than to dot the 
country, as it were, with smaller purchases. I speak of country where land is sold by auction. In the 
districts futher out there is no attempt at acquiring land, because there is no temptation to do it. No 
person would buy land in the back country of the Darling or the Lachlan. 
1442. Chairman.] Do you think 320 acres ought to be the maximum allowed to be put up in one block to 
auction, or would you extend that as you would the right to make additional selections? It would not 
matter much if the Victorian principle were adopted of not having land open to selection from the time 
it was surveyed for sale by auction. I know of a case where a block of about 2,000 acres, intended for sale 
by auction, was spoiled by one man taking up 320 acres in the middle of it. It was not on my run, but 
on open country not under lease. I would have bid. £2,000 for the 2,000 acres if this allotment of 320 
acres had not been taken up upon it under free selection. The consequence has been that the person who 
applied to have that land surveyed for auction has not taken up the whole of it to the present day. What 
I want to impress upon you is this: That it does not matter so much what is the sie of portions measured 
for auction, provided they go to auction as applied for; if there is any' uncertainty about their going to 
auction; if three or four small pieces are allowed to be taken out, it may vitiate the value of the whole 
block as applied for. 
1443. With regard to the upset price of land sold by auction, would you classify the land, or would you 
have all lands good or bad put up at the same upset price? I think we alluded to that at our previous 
sitting. Classification is acknowledged to be a very difficult matter, although an undoubted difference 
exists. I do not know how you are to arrive at the value of land, except by first putting it up at the 
ordinary upset price, and reducing that upset price if the land is not sold. I am not prepared to suggest 
anything else. . 1444. 
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P. A. 1444. Air. Stewart.] If pastoral leaseholders were allowed to purchase blocks of 5,000 or 10,000 acres, 
4 ennings, Esq. would many take advantage of the opportunity? A great many would. But with regard to the area you 
,- mention, 5,000 or 10,000 acres, what would be an undoubted boon and sufficient acreage in one part of 
4 Dec., 1873. the country would not be, by any means, sufficient in another; for instance, in the Darling District. I do 

not know how you would get at it, except by classification. 
1445. Do you think most of the pastoral tenants would prefer freehold to leasehold? I am quite sure the 
majority of the pastoral tenants would in the older and more settled parts of the country. I am aware 
that to many it would be a great inconvenience, and perhaps an impossibility to pay for the estate in cash 
but I think they might man.ge  it if an easy system of deferred payments were permitted. 
1446. Do you see any good objection to allowing persons to purchase as much land as they require for 
grazing purposes? I know of no objection, except such as may be called theoretical objections—for 
instance, that it is undesirable that land should pass at all into freehold. I do not know of any practical 
objections, and I do not know how, in many cases, the pursuit is to be followed profitably, unless persons 
can buy enough land to work with the capital they have. If a man cannot get enough land to work as a 
pastoral estate he will simply take his money out of the pursuit. 
1447. Would the possession of a large freehold be likely to tie the owner to the country? I think it 
would tie the owner and his family to the country. Of course there being no law of primogeniture and entail 
here, estates would not pass as they do at Home, but although they cannot be, as it were, shut up in that 
way, a feeling of affection for the birth-place and estate of a family would still remain. 
1448. A good many of our leaseholders, finding it impossible to get the quantity of land they require, do 
not intendto settle permanently ? No, a great many have that idea, and they refuse to spend a single 
shilling in improvements that can be avoided. The good really done to the country by a freehold system 
would be that the persons having the land would not be afraid of improving it. 
1449. A good many might be tempted to stay in the country for good, if allowed to purchase the land they 
required? Yes, I think so. Attachment to the country where persons have been born or resided is an 
element which enters very largely into dealings with land. 
1450. The only difference in that repect between squatters and selectors is that one has larger means than 
the other? Yes. 
.1451. The man of small means, being a man of limited aspirations, gets what he wants under the present 
rrlstem, while the man of larger means cannot get what he wants, and therefore will not stay in the colony? 
That is the practical effect. If our territorial area was so small as to make it undesirable to sell large 
quantities of land, I could understand our refusing to do so; but having so much land, and persons of all 
conditions being desirous of buying, I think it unwise to continue a system that drives people out of the 
country because they cannot get as much land as they require. 
1452. Is there not a good deal of land altogether unoccupied? Yes, there are large runs open for lease 
at low prices. The ordinary price is £10 a year for 64,000 acres, in the back country. 
1453. These lots are frequently put up to auctioi, and no person bids for them? Just so. We ourselves 
hold a number of runs in the back country of the Albert District with the idea of occupying them at some 
future time; but we have paid rent for them for a number of years without occupying them, because so 
far we have not been able to get fresh water upon them. 
1454. Would it not be better for the country as a whole if this land were let, even at no rent at all, to 
persons who would occupy it with stock, than to be lying idle? It would be better; but to induce persons 
to make the improvements that would be necessary before it could be occupied, it would have to be let on 
some longer term of lease than that now allowed—say for fourteen or twenty-one years instead of five years. 
No person will spend much money on the improvement of that country on a five years' lease; but give him 
a twenty-one years' lease and he will do so, because then he would be able to borrow the money even if he 
had not got it himself. 
1455. You are assuming that this back country could not be occupied without making improvements? 
Yes, that is the fact. It is a healthy country for sheep ; but there is not a drop of natural water. I 
have travelled in the back country of the Albert and the Lachlan, and between the Barrier Ranges and 
Cooper's Creek, and even in a wet winter have had to carry water on my saddle for three days. The soil 
is so porous that even when rain falls it very quickly escapes through the surface. Wells would be the 
only reliable source of water supply in that country, and perhaps you may sink several at great expense. 
before you get one sufficiently free from salt to be of any use. 
1456. Then, to cover the necessary expenditure, a longer lease than is now given would be requisite? Yes. 
1457. A&. R.odd.] Is there much land of that character lying unoccupied? I put a question on the 
subject to the Government in the House some three years ago; I speak from memory, but 1 think I am 
right in saying that there were fourteen or fifteen millions of acres of runs that had been taken up there 
and forfeited. A great many of these have been taken up speculatively since on account of the rise in 
the price of wool, with the idea of selling them. When there is a rise in pastoral produce all that country 
is taken up by pastoral speculators, as these back blocks then became of marketable value. 
1458. .2Jfr. Stewart.] But they are unfit for occupation unless money is spent in providing water? They 
cannot be occupied otherwise. 
1459. Mr. .Rodd.] If these lands were put in large blocks for sale by auction, what would you fix as the 
upset price? I do not think you could sell them at any price per acre now, when some of them are lying 
open to lease at a rental of £10 a year for 64,000 acres, being less than 4 per cent. on a penny an acre. 
I do not think that sort of country would be at all saleable now. The experience of most new countries 
is that the better class of lands lying nearer to the points of settlement get occupied and bought up first, 
and that as they get into private hands the outside country becomes saleable. I think you might put it 
down that at least one-third of the total area of our Colony would not find a sale at any price at which 
it would be for the good of the country to sell it. I do not know, for instance, what sum could represent 
the upset price of 84,000 acres for which an annual rent of £10 cannot be procured. 
1460. Mr. Stewart.] That is on a five years' lease ;—supposing the lease were extended to fifteen or twenty 
years, what rent could be got for it then? Then you might raise the rental in a much greater proportion. 
That applies to all pastoral properties. If the tenure were more secure the rentals could be raiseçl in 
proportion, and would be willingly paid. The fact of the present short date of the lease, and the whole 
of the run, except the reserves, being liable to be taken up by free selection, debars any appraiser from 
putting a high rent upon the runs. A higher rent would go along with a longer and more secure tenure, 
and would be much cheaper for the occupier to pay. 

1461. 
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1461. Chairman.] Would you consider a ten years, subject to conditional purchase, a much better tenure P. A. 

than at present? If it were subject to conditional purchase you would not be able to exact a pro- Jenmngs,Esq. 

portionately higher rental, but I think you could get something more. 4Dec]873 
1462. Would you not always expect a renewal of the lease? Yes; but that is a matter of custom rather 
than of law. 
1463. It is never refused? I never knew one refused, but it is not distinctly stated by the law that leases 
are renewable, and therefore, pro tanto, a ten years' lease would be better than a five years' lease. 
1464. i11. Stewart.] You would know what you had to pay? Yes. 
1465. Uhairman.] What is your opinion of the present method of ascertaining the value of runs by 
appraisement? As far as I have seen it seems to have worked very fairly. 
1466. Has it ever struck yoi that it varies very much at different times ;—that the value set upon a par- 
ticular run, or upon different runs in the same country is much higher in some cases than in others? I 
have noticed that. There is undoubtedly a difference. Of course something depends upon the time when 
the appraisement is made. Appraisements made in 1865, when wool and stock were at a good price, were 
of course higher than those made in 1869, when prices were lower. 
1467. Prices in 1865 were not so good as they are now? No. In 1865 I had several runs appraised, and 
the rental determined at £2 lOs. a mile; the price of greasy wool then was lid., and of sheep in propor- 
tion. In 1870 I had the same runs appraised at the termination of the five years' lease; greasy wool was 
then 7d., and sheep at about half the price they were in 1865. I am carrying the same sort of wool all 
through, and now in 1873 it is worth 14d. ; and the fat stock market is only bounded by the consumption. 
I paid the same rent in 1870 that I did in 1865 for several of the runs; but for the back country, which I 
had never been able to occupy, I obtained a reduction of rent in 1870. Without doubt there are many 
inequalities in adopting the mode of appraisement, owing to the different views men take, not alone of the 
country but of the circumstances affecting the laws of the country; but I have not seen any fairer mode 
all round of determining the rent to be paid. I think that anything that may be said to the detriment of 
the system of appraisement points rather to the fault of the persons that carry it out than to the system 
itself. I think that, if carried out by persons who have a full knowledge of their business and who are 
perfectly impartial, the system is a fair one. 
1468. You could not suggest anything better? No, I do not know of any better system. It is like most 
other human institutions; it requires to be carried by good men. 
1409. You are aware that in South Australia they adopted the system of appointing one appraiser, 
Mr. Goyder, the Surveyor General, for the whole country;—do you think that was any improvement 
upon our system? One objection to the South Australian system was that there was no appeal from 
Mr. Goyder's assessment. Any system in which there was a sufficient Court of Appeal would, of course, 
always carry a remedy for any injustice in its operation. 
1470. Do you think that, under the present system of leasing the public estate, the land brings a reason- 
able return to the public Treasury, all things considered? I think, taking into account the fact that the 
law permits conditional purchase all over these runs, it does so. If it were not for that law, of course 
the rents would be much higher. A person is called upon to pay the rent of his run twelve months in 
advance, but he may lose one-fourth, one-third, or one-half, it may be, of that run by conditional pur- 
chase before the end of the year. 
1471. Mr. Stewart.] Do you not think that the Crown tenants in some cass pay much more or much 
less than others for the same accommodation? There are undoubtedly those inequalities. 
1472. There is considerable disparity in the valuation? Yes, I admit that. 
1473. Chairman.] Have you had much personal experience in the local land offices in taking up land by 
auction or leasing? The only office I have had any great experience of is the Deniliquin land office. I 
have occasionally had transactions with some others, but very few. 
1474. You are aware that the administration of the Land laws in the country districts is very nearly 
wholly carried out by the local land agents? Yes. 
1475. Who are usually the Clerks of Petty Sessions also? As a rule they are. 
1476. Do you think the Clerks of Petty Sessions are generally appointed because they know anything 
about the Land laws, or the mode of carrying them out, or simply because they are good deposition clerks? 
I think it is undoubtedly the case that they are appointed in the first place as Clerks of Petty Sessions, 
and as being capable of that duty. The duties of land agent, and other duties are tacked on to that, 
perhaps because they are the only officers there to do the work. 
1477. Do you not think it would be wise, in a country where there is so enormous a public estate, that every 
person appointed as land agent should be appointed with a view to his fitness for dealing with so important 
a question? That is a proposition that no person could dispute. In the outlying districts, where there 
is perhaps a very fluctuating demand for land, I presumethe Government find the Clerks of Petty Sessions 
in many cases can do the work under ordinary circumstances; but when any unusual press or strain 
comes upon them a system of that sort is tried in a degree never expected or intended. 
1478. It has been stated to the Committee that there is a good deal of dissatisfaction with the manner in 
which the duties of land agent have lately been conducted at Deniliquin ;—has anything come to your 
knowledge which would lead you to suppose complaints are well founded? I have never heard any com-
plaint made. 
1479. Have you been in the land office at Deniliquin on land sales' days? Yes, on the days for taking up 
conditional purchases. I had some land surveyed for auction sale there lately, and on three days of con-
ditional purchase I was there. 
1480. Did the business seem to be carried on in a regular and methodical manner? As far as I saw, yes. 
1481. Did you notice how persons handed in their applications for conditional purchases--to whom they 
handed them? To the land agent, as far as I could ee. I was there on only one occasion when there was 
any number of persons present. 
1482. Did you ever hear the laud agent, in any instance, after an application for a conditional purchase was 
handed to him, read the application in open Court? Yes. 
1483. Did he ask if any other person present had an application for the same land P Yes. It may be as 
well to state the circumstances under which it was done. 
1484. What were they? I may say, with regard to the land office at Deniliquin, that the business 
transacted there was of a very limited character until about the month of September last, I think, when 

there 
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P. A. there was was a large quantity of land being measured for auction in the neighbourhood, and there was 
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unusual publicity given by a local paper to the fact that this land was measured for auction, and recom- t mending that those persons who with their families wanted to take up land could get this land already 
4Dec., 183. measured. There was also a very strong speculative feeling in Melbourne with regard to taking up the 

land round Deniliquin, and there was an unusual degree of excitement. I had about 5,000 acres of 
land, which I held under grazing rights in virtue of previous purchases, measured for sale by auction. 
(I am telling you this to explain the reason for my being at the land office.) This land I had endeavoured to 
get reserved, as it contained two cattle camps and an old sheep station; but the reserves were not allowed, 
and I got the land surveyed for auction. I was told by a gentleman, who had acted as superintendent of 
an adjoining run, that a sort of Joint Stock Company of about forty-seven persons had been formed in 
Melbourne, having taken some legal advice with regard to what could be done under our Land Act, and 
were coming to take up the whole of a run near Deniliquin, and I was also informed by another person of 
the fact of their noticing especially this proclamation of land for sale by auction on the run where I live—
Warbreccan. My first informant said, moreover, that he had been offered £800 a year by these persons 
to manage for them. For those reasons I paid unusual attention at that time to the land office days ; I 
attended, I think, on two or three of them running. One morning—I think it was the 25th September 
last—I went to the Deniliquin land office, and I found that at 10 o'clock it was filled with a number of 
people, who all laid down their applications at once before the land agent. Thli was a very unusual state 
of things. 
1485. Did he not refuse to receive them all at once? No. The question was what should be done to 
settle the question of priority, and as they were all put in at the same time he undertook to treat them 
as concurrent. It then became a question whether any of these applications were for the same land. 
1480. Who raised that question? The persons standing by. 
1487. Any person that had selected? Several of the applicants. It was known beforehand that a lot of 
people were coming to select. It was suggested by three or four persons, some of whom had come up 
from Victoria, who were said to be land agents, that the applications should be read, and that the land 
agent should ask if any person had put in a conflicting application for the same piece of land, in order 
that if it were so a ballot might take place. There were no conflicting applications for the greater number 
of the pieces, but I believe there was a ballot taken for some one or two. As far as I could learn, the 
reason why that course was taken—the reading out of the applications then before the land agent—was, 
that the persons who had put in applications for the same lots should have an opportunity of declaring 
that they had done so, in order that the ballot might be taken. That was the only time that I ever heard 
any application read out, and that was the reason. It was done, as far as'I could learn, at the request of 
persons interested, who thought there might be conflicting applications for the same land. The selections 
for which there were no conflicting applications were of course granted, and those for which there were 
conflicting applications were balloted for afterward. That was the only occasion on which I was present 
when there was any rush to the land office. 
1488. Did you notice the land agent on that day hold up a piece of paper and ask if any person, in the 
room had any to clash with it? As far as my memory serves me, the land agent read the description 
and asked if any other person had put in an application for the same land. 
1489. Do you not think it was his duty to judge for himself whether the application clashed or not, without 
appealing to the public? There seemed to be a sort of agieement among the persons who had put in 
applications, as far as I could understand. There were a number of persons standing around, and there 
were some two or three persons present who said that their applications were for the same land, and it was 
suggested by some person that the applications should be read. 
1490. And the clerk did as he was requested? Yes. As the whole of the applications came in directly 
the office was opened at 10 o'clock, it was decided to treat them as concurrent; and therefore it was 
necessary to ascertain if any of them were for the same land, in order that a ballot might take place. The 
whole of the circumstances were novel; I do not think anything of the same sort had occurred there 
before. The moment the office was opened all who had applications came and laid them down before the 
land agent at once, and as a matter of fair play they were treated as,  concurrent, and were read out in 
order to see whether any of them were for the same land. 
1491. The land agent could have decided to receive them one at a time? As far as I could see he would 
then have been liable to the suspicion of favouring one against the other. As far as my knowledge of the 
Deniliquin land office goes, the land agent there takes up this position: If you came to him with an 
application, and he is not in a position to inform you whether the land can be so purchased, he says, "I 
receive this application, and if it be all right you will get the land ;if there is anything wrong you will get 
the money returned." 
1492. Could he not give the information whether it has been already applied for? He ought to be able 
to do so, but in many cases he is not. 
1493. Does he keep no record? Yes, everything is recorded in a book as it comes in. 
1494. Cannot he tell in ten minutes that land with a certain description has been purchased? Yes, I 
think as a rule he does; but it not unfrequently happens that persons who Q  want to buy the same land do 
not describe it in the same way. The fact is he does not seem to be prepared to take the responsibility of 
not taking the money. 
1495. Does he, give information to intending selectors as to the land that is open for sale? I do not think 
he has any information, except laying the iaps before people. Every person has the same facilities 
afforded to him; but with regard to special information he does not give it, and does not undertake to give 
it. He says in effect, "There are the maps, and as far as I know this land is open for conditional purchase." 
1496. Does he not give any information as to lands that have been purchased but not charted—between 
the time of their being conditionally purchased and being charted? I think if he knew that an application 
for a conditional purchase was for the same piece of land as had been purchased before he would tell the 
applicant so. 
1497. It has been given in evidence that in order to evade the law, or burke conditional purchasers, 
persons have been in the habit of having any sort of descriptions for land written out and putting them 
in at the same time as a conditional purchaser, in order to force a ballot, and thus have the chance of a 

ballot, 

' N.B.—The meaning of land agent, as used here, is a person who assists the applications of conditional purchasers by 
preparing descriptions, &e. 
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ballot, although theyhave no proper right? I think where two persons want to get the same land, and P. A. 
know there is likely to be a ballot, they often prepare descriptions in duplicate, in order to multiply their je)1mg5, Esq. 

chances. 
1498. Did you ever hear of any complaint in that district of what is called double-banking—one man by 4 Dec., 1873. 
his agent putting in two or three applications for the same land that he knew a bond fide applicant 
wanted? I have heard of a ballot where they had on both sides two or three applications ; but I never 
had any experience of the balloting system, for I never had recourse to it. 
1499. As to dummyism in that district, what do you understand by a dummy, or what is locally understood 
by the term? It is a word I would be glad to have defined. I asked for a definition of it, and I under- 
stood that a dummy was a person who observed the condition of residence for a purchaser who wanted to 
buy land under the thirteenth clause—that is to say, a person whom another employed to get land for him. 
1500. A person who cannot reside and fulfil the conditions himself uses another? Yes. 
1501. It has been represented that in order to evade the law this has been done at the Deniliquin land 
office; that persons who wanted to purchase land at auction, owners of runs, knowing that between the 
time of their application to have it put up and the time of the sale it might be conditionally purchased, and 
in order to avoid that, have conditionally purchased it themselves through a dummy, so as to keep the 
land closed against bond fide applicants until they could purchase it at auction? I. never knew any bond 
jide selector to be so forestalled. I have had a block of land put up for auction, and being informed that 
Victorian speculators were coming up to select it, I have assisted to forward the selection by another 
party. 
1502. It has been stated that on Warbreccan Run six selections were made by dummies before the land 
was surveyed, and that the owner of the run, after the selection, had it sent to auction, and purchased the 
same land at auction, and thus shut it up between the time of survey and going to auction, by using a 
dummy;—is there any truth in that. In fact it has been said, respecting yourself, that you have used in 
that way a dummy by the name of Murray? Your question was as to shutting up the land from bond 
fide selectors. I will tell you the whole of the circumstances: I had 4 or 5,000 acres of land put up for 
auction, and a large Victorian freeholder, Mr. Octavius Palmer, came up with two of his servants— 
drovers—with the intention, as I was informed, of taking up (say) about one-third or one-half of this land, 
which was surveyed on my application, to make a fattening paddock of it. I was acquainted with a 
Mr. Murray, who had a family, and he took up the land just before Mr. Palmer. 
1503. Did he take up nine blocks? Yes; I think about nine blocks. Mr. Murray made these applica- 
tions about a fortnight before it was to be sold, and I facilitated his selections as a friendly selector rather 
than Mr. Palmer's, who could in no way be said to be a bond fide selector, and who stated to me personally 
that he had no idea of residing on the land; that his drovers had had information of the land from some per- 
sons in Deniliquin, and that he was going to supply the money for them to take it up. The circumstances 
in this case were peculiar. Mr. Palmer stated to me afterwards that he had been misinformed with regard 
to the provisions of the Act, and that he was very glad his servants or himself had not got the land, for 
he would have lost £700 by the transaction. With regard to selling by auction the same portions of land 
that had been previously selected, there was a land sale by auction on the 26th September, the day 
preceding that on which the lots selected by the Murrays were advertised to be offered, and I found that 
certain selectors of these lands had been permitted to withdraw their selections, and that the lands had 
been sold by auction upon their withdrawal. This was for the sale on the 26th. I thereupon telegraphed 
to know if withdrawals would be permitted at the sale of the following day, for which these lands selected 
by the Murrays had been proclaimed, presuming that what had been done on the preceding day would 
form a precedent. The withdrawal of the conditional purchase was allowed, and the lands were put up 
to auction and purchased by me. 
1504. Then what position did Murray find himself in? I do not know; I have never asked. I asked him 
if he would consent to withdraw, and I have had no further knowledge of how his case stands. 
1505. Are you aware whether he ever got a refund of his 5s. an  acre? No, he has not got a refund, as 
far as I know. 
1506. Did he apply to be allowed to select elsewhere? No, nor did he apply for a refund to my knowledge. 
1507. Is that land in his possession or yours now? The land was knocked down to me at auction, and I 
presume for that reason it belongs to me on payment of the balance of the purchase money. I may further 
add, that this gentleman, Mr. Palmer, wrote to the Lands Department (so he told me) stating that he had 
interfered with the sale of the land under mis-information, and that so far from being aggrieved he was 
desirous that the sale should be allowed to go on. I may further say, perhaps as a matter of justification, 
that I could scarcely look upon an application proceeding from a gentleman in that position, by his 
servants, to select, as a bond fide application. 
1508. Can you explain to the Committee how it was that the land agent, having received the money for 
this land from a conditional purchaser, afterwards put it up to .auction and sold it to another? The land 
agent did so on the 26th. I presume he had received instructions ;—that is to say, he put up lands that 
had been selected for sale on the 26th, and it was for that reason that I asked that the same thing should 
be done on the 27th. 
1509. Do you not think that displayed great ignorance on his part—what he had been doing before? I 
do not think he did it without authority, as far as I know. 
1510. Do you think he had authority? I think he was authorized. 
1511. To sell by auction what had been already sold? Whether it is the system to allow withdrawals I 
do not know. 
1512. The withdrawal had not been allowed on the day of the auction? Yes, before the day of auction. 
The land agent could not possibly sell without the withdrawal ha.ving taken place. 
1513. Was that sanctioned by the Minister for Lands? I presume the auction sale will be sanctioned. 
1514. Was the selector's withdrawal sanctioned—I wantto get at why he should sell land under the 13th 
clause, and then sell the same land under the auction clause? I think he was authorized to sell the land 
which the selector withdrew from, on the 26th, and I, finding that, asked if he would sell land if the 
selectors withdrew on the following day, and I understood he was authorized to do it. These were the 
only two cases in which the necessity for it arose. I will not say specifically he told me he had been 
authorized on the 26th, but I think he did, and then I said if you permit the withdrawal of these selec- 
tions why not allow it in other cases? The sale of the 27th was the one in which I was interested. Mr. 
Murray attended in person and withdrew in writing the applications of his family. 

1515. 
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P. A. 1515. With regard to the carrying out of the conditions of residence and other conditions required under 
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the law, do you think the appointment of an inspector of conditional purchases, well acquainted with the 
c-"--' districts, and furnished with all information respecting lands purchased from the Survey Office, would have 
4 Dcc,, 1873. any effect in preventing dummy selections-the land being forfeited on the conditions not being complied 

with? I dare say it would cause a. more speedy forfeiture of such lands. 
1516. Do you think it would be desirable to appoint such an officer, whose duty it would be to visit the 
districts periodically and report upon all instances in which the law had not been fulfilled? I think, if 
selection goes on at the present rate, it will be necessary to have an officer of the kind. As long as 
the selections were comparatively few, the work might be done by the surveyors, but if they go on at the 
present ratio of progress the services of an officer such as you state will become necessary. 
1517. It has been stated that Volunteer land orders have been used in a maimer calculated to pick the 
eyes out of the country;-do you think that has been the case? If I were the holder of a Volunteer 
land order for 50 acres I should certainly take the best 50 acres I could get, and no doubt every other man 
would do the same. I never bought but one of these orders in my life. We have preferred in the course 
of our operations to purchase land by auction. 
1518. As a general rule, what use are conditional purchasers making of land in IRiverina? The class to 
whom I alluded the other day, teamsters and small selectors, combine a sufficient amount of agriculture-
the growing of hay, and in some cases a little wheat-with grazing stock. The idea of the latter class of 
selectors is to go in for sheep farming. That is a feature which has turned up within the last few months. 
1519. Are not many of the farmers in Victoria selling out in order to select in New South Wales? Yes, 
a great many in the western part of Victoria, who selected in 1865, have now got their titles; and others 
are coming from South Australia into Victoria, and moving on from Victoria into this country. It is a 
question with those who crop the land and try to grow whea'i, whether it is not cheaper to work out the 
land, and then take up fresh country, than to endeavour to farm it highly. 

TtLESDAY, 9 .DEC,EMBRR, 1873. 

irzent 
MR. CREED, I Mn. STEWART. 

JAMES ATJGTJSTINE CTJNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 
Mr. Daniel M'Keown called in and examined :- 

Mr. D. 1520. Uhair'man.] You were employed in the Government service in the year 1866? I was. 
M'Keown. 1521. Under Mr. Commissioner Woore, Crown Lands Commissioner of the Albert District ? Yes, I was. 

1522. What were your duties? Acting as an attendant on the Commissioner of Crown Lands. 9 Dec., 1873. 1523. In what way ;-what had you to do? To attend on the Commissioner when he went out on his 
official business, and to carry out any orders he might give me. 
1524. How long did you remain in the service? From July, 1866, to January, 1869,-in all two and a half 
years. 
1525. Was there a Charles M'Keown employed in the service? There was. 
1526. Were you in the service together-at the same time? We were. 
1527. Were you employed generally as a public servant in performing the public duties appertaining to 
the Commissioner's office? No; I was employed most of the time in doing private work for Mr. Woore. 
1528. What were the specific duties you had to perform as Mr. Woore's attendant? We used to have to 
attend him on his journeys when he went into the back country to define the boundaries of runs. 
1529. Did you chain or mark the boundaries? 'No. 
1530. How did you do it then? It was done with a machine called a perambulator. 
1531. Mr. Creed.] is it a pedometer you mean? No. We used to call it a perambulator. 
1532. It is a machine which marks off the number of yards on a dial? Yes; exactly,-number of miles, 
chains, furlongs, and yards. 
1533. Chairman.] Did you mark the boundaries at all? Yes; we run this machine all round it. 
1534. But what I mean is did you mark any of the boundaries on the ground? Yes; we marked trees 
here and there. 
1535. How many men went out with the Commissioner? Three on one occasion and two in 1867. We 
were out seven weeks in all in 1867. 
1536. Do you mean that is the time you were out during the whole year? Yes. 
1537. During the rest of the year what duties where you employed upon? I was employed in building 
out-houses, coach-houses, and such like, and in doing rough carpentering for Mr. Woore. 
1538. Were these buildings that you were employed upon erected on Crown land, or on land belonging to 
Mr. Woore? On land belonging to Mr. Woore-land which he had conditionally purchased. 
1539. Did Mr. Woore conditionally purchase land? Yes; he took up a free selection. 
1540. Are you sure that this work was not performed for the Government? Yes ; I am quite sure 
of that. 
1541. Who then do you say it was performed for? For Mr. Woore. 
1542. For his own private benefit? Yes. 
1543. And do you mean to say that he kept you doing private work for himself instead of employing you 
upon public duty? Yes, I do. 
1544. And that during the year 1867 he employed you only seven weeks out of the fifty-two upon Govern-
ment work, and that during the other forty-five weeks he had you working for himself? Yes. 
1545. Who paid you for all this time that you were employed upon the private work of Mr. Woore? I 
was paid out of the Public Treasury. 
1546. In what way did you obtain your pay from the Treasury? We signed the usual monthly pay 
abstract, and that was forwarded down to Sydney to the Crown Lands Office. Then we gave Mr. Woore 
an authority to receive our pay for us, and the money was paid in to his account at the Bank, and he gave 
us cheques when we wanted money. 
1547. It was the usual printed Governnient pay abstract that you signed? Yes. 
1548. And you did this just the same when you were working for him as you did when you were doing 
your public duty P Yes. 1549. 
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1549. How were you engaged by Mr. Woore-by the day, or week, or year? Just from month to month. Mr. D. 
1550. And at so much per month? Ye. M'Keown. 
1551. How were you discharged-at Mr. Woore's will, or did it depend upon some other authority? 
No ; he discharged at will, and at a moment's notice. 9 Dec.,. 
1552. Were there any other men ostensibly engaged for the Public Service who were employed in the 
same manner as yourself? Yes. 
1553. Who were they? They were Michael Garra, Chas. M'Keown, Thos. Kelly, James Baxter, and 
Saml. Hy. Vernon.  
1554. Mr. Creed.] What was the greatest number of men you had employed there at any one time? Five. 
1555. And what was the smallest number? The smallest number we ever had at one time during my 
period of service was four. 
1556. At what time were the five men employed ? In 1868. 
1557. What were they employed at? They were all employed the same way for Mr. Woore's advantage 
-one was along with me building a coach-house, another was tailing horses, one was cooking, and the 
other man was gardening. 
1558. Were you out in the field with the Commissioner during the time the five men were employed? Yes. 
1559. How many times were you out in the field whilst you had the five men? Once we were out-that 
is all. 
1560. And how long for? For six weeks. 
1561. How long did Mr. Woore have these five men employed? I cannot say how long exactly. 
1562. A year? No; I think not so long as a year. 
1563. Was the extra man engaged just before you went with the Commissioner into the field, and for the 
purpose of going into the field? No ; he was engaged to stay at home at Moorabin-that is the name 
of the Commissioner's residence. 
1564. Chairman.] Was a new house erected there for Mr. Woore whilst you were there? Yes. 
1565. Was there a mason employed there over the stonework? Yes, there was. 
1566. Was he employed exclusively as a mason upon the erection of the house? He was. 
1567. And do you know whether he like yourself was paid by the Government? I know that he was for 
a time. 
1568. For how long? For about five months to my knowledge. 
1569. Was his name down in the official pay abstract as for work done for the Government, and used he to 
sign it in the usual way? Yes, I saw him fill up one pay-sheet myself, and I know that he signed others; 
but he came there previous to me coming. 
1570. Did he sign the pay abstract? Yes, he did. 
1571. Just the same as yourselves? .Just the same. 
1572. Although he was employed specially in building a house? Yes, he was employed specially to build 
Mr. Woore's house. Mr. Woore brought him over from South Australia for the purpose. 
1573. Then he was brought over from South Australia specially to build a house? Yes. 
1574. That house being the private property of Mr. Commissioner Woore? Yes. 
1575. And whilst so employed upon this private property of the Commissioner he was paid from the public 
funds? Yes. 
1576. 11&. Creed.] Whereabcuts is this residence of the Commissioner situated? It is about 3 miles from 
Wilcannia. 
1577. Was it he who put up that monument which was erected to the memory of Allan Cunningham, who 
was somewhere out in that direction? No. I do not know of any monument in that neighbourhood, 
except the one that was put up on Mount Poole by Mr. Sturt's party. 
1578. Is there any statement you would like to make, in addition to your evidence? No, I have no 
statement to make. 

Mr. Charles M'Keown called in and examined :- 
1579. Chairman.] I believe you gave evidence before this Committee in April last? I'did. Mr. C. 
1580. You have been resident in Melbourne since then? I have. M'Keown. 
1581. Do you consider yourself to be now a resident in Melbourne? I do. I am only up in Sydney on ,-'-.--- 
a visit. 9 Dec., 1873. 
1582. Have you attempted lately to conditionally purchase land in Riverina under the Crown Lands 
Alienation Act of this Colony? Last June I did; shortly after leaving Sydney, when I was here on my 
last visit. 
1583. You went to Riverina, I believe? Yes; to Moama. 
1584. With what object? I went for the purpose of conditionally purchasing land on the Moira Run. 
1585. Who is the owner of that run? Mr. O'Shanassy is the lessee. 
1586. What did you do? I went to the land office at Moama with a number of other persons who had 
the same intention as myself-to take up land on conditional purchase. 
1587. Did these parties who went with you also come from Victoria for the purpose of selecting land? 
They did, every one of them. 
1588. Proceed with what you were stating? I went to the land office at Moama, and saw the land agent 
there. 
1589. Who is the gentleman who fills the office of land agent at Moama? Mr. Maunsell, who is also 
Police Magistrate there. I saw him, and told him what was my object and the object of the others who 
were with me-that we wanted to take up land on the Moira Run. He told me that it was not land office 
day, and that we could not take up land except upon land office days. I answered him that I was aware 
of that, and that all I wanted from him then was information as to what land was purchased and what land 
was available for purchase, if he could give it to me. His answer to this was-i'-" This is not a land day, and 
I am not here to give information." I then told him that I had been in Sydney recently, and that I had 
understood from the authorities there that I could get such information as would enable me to know what 
land was available from any land office in the Colony-that every land officer could give me that informa-
tion in regard to the respective district of each office. He then asked me what information I wanted, and 

124-L I 
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Mr. C. I told him I wanted to see any tracings, charts, or maps he might have which would show me what land 
M Keown. had been conditionally purchased in his district, and what land was available for purchase in it. He then 

said that he had nothing but one old map, but that if I would come in he would show me that. I went in 
9 Dec., 1873. with him, and he placed an old map before me, showing a number of conditional purchases marked down 

on it, but all of an old date. Being a part of the country that I was well acquainted with I was in a 
position to know that these were all old selections, and that none of any recent date were marked down on 
the map. I asked him if that was all the map or .chart that he had, and if that was all the information he 
could give me. He said that it was; that that was all the Government supplied him with,—that he got no 
further information from the Government; and that his time was so much taken up, except on land days, 
that he was not able to bestow any spare time on the land business. 
.1590. Did he assist you in any way in ascertaining what land you could select? No, he did not, for he 
told me that to the best of his belief there was no land whatever on the Moira Run that was available for 
selection. 
1591. That there was no available land? No available land on the Moira Run. I knew that run well, 
and was anxious to select upon it. I asked him if he could point me out any selections recently made 
on that run, and he stated that he could not. After this interview with Mr. Maunsell I left the office, and 
went on about 9 miles on the road to Deniliquin; this was all on the Moira Run, the township of Moama. 
being on that run. 
1592. Did you find yourself at all enlightened from the interview and the explanations you had with the 
land agent at Moama? On the contrary, I found myself in a greater mist than ever, and I told Mr. 
Maunsell so. I told him that I thought there was a good deal of mist hanging over this run, and that it 
wanted some lights thrown in upon it. He told me that he certainly did not know anything about it; that 
this was all the information he had. I then went as I said about 9 miles towards Deniliquin, following the 
main mail road. When we got thus far we came to the first good land that is to be found on the line of 
road after you leave Moama. Finding this good land I turned in off the road with the object of searching 
through the country for good land which might also be available for selection. With this object I left the 
main road, but shortly after leaving it one of Mr. O'Shanassy's men came riding very furiously up to me, 
and demanded of me what was my business there, and did I know I was trespassing. I asked him if he 
could tell me where a free selector named Joachim lived? He answered no, and that I would have 
to find him; and that he would summons me if I did not clear off out of that, and go back to the road 
again. I took no heed of his threats in any way, but continued on till I found Mr. Joachim's place. 
When I came to get into conversation with Mr. Joachim, I pointed out to him the spot where this conver-
sation had taken place with Mr. O'Shanassy's man, and related to him all that had taken place, and he 
immediately exclaimed, ' Why, you were on my land." Mr. Joachim then took out a tracing of his pro.. 
perty and showed it to me, and I saw by that that the place where I had been spoken to was quite a mile in 
on his land. 
1593. That was where this man challenged you and threatened to summons.you? Yes. I remained with 
Mr. Joachim that day gathering what information IL could from him. 
1594. Information respecting what? Respecting land available for conditional purchase. 
1595. Land where you might select? Yes. Next morning I started to search the run, and then this man 
who had challenged me the day before again appeared. He followed me and the others during the day, 
but this time he kept at a respectful distance, just within sight, and did not in any way interfere with us. 
That night when we camped he left us, and I suppose went home; we again saw him early the next 
morning, after saddling our horses and starting from camp. He followed us during the whole of that day 
also. I then returned to Mr. Joachim's camp, and determined to wait there the arrival of Mr. Finley, the 
Government surveyor, who was daily expected down from the adjoining run, Mathoura, where he had been 
engaged surveying a conditional purchase. I waited for two days till 1 saw Mr. Finley, and that gentle-
man then gave me information as to where there was some land open for selection, land of the description 
we required, being suitable for both agriculture and grazing; and from that information we got from Mr. 
Finley, three of my friends succeeded in getting a selection each of such land as they were looking for. 
1596. Were these three of your friends who came from Victoria? Yes. 
1597. What quantity of land did they each select? 320 acres. That is the limit they are allowed to take 
up. They would have taken more had they been able. 
1598. Let me ask you now how long you were in search of available land before even these three could 
make sure of getting the land they required? We were ten days altogether. 
1599. It took you all that time to make sure whether you were on Crown lands or not? Yes; and not-
withstanding the very intimate knowledge I had of the run for many years. 
1600. And you got no information from the local land office to aid you? No. 
1601. Mr. Oreed.J Do you recollect the dates of the selections shown to you by Mr. Maunseji? No; but 
I knew they were all old ones, and I called his attention to them, and showed him some that I recognized 
as having been made on the Perracoota, the Thoole, and another run. It was only when I met Mr. Finley 
that I got any information, and then three of the parties who were with me succeeded in getting selections 
for themselves. I may here state, however, that before I saw Mr. Finley, some of the selectors north of 
Mr. Joachim's purchase told me that if I wanted land my best plan would be to do as they had done, and 
that was to employ a licensed surveyor to go with me over the land, so that I could point out to him the 
land I desired to conditionally purchase, and then he would inform me whether I could go on to it or not—
whether it was available for purchase. 
1602. Did they tell you that that was how they had done? Yes; and they told me the price they paid. 
They said that they had the surveyor out with them for a week, and that it cost them thirty shillings per 
day each. They had him travelling about with them for a week, and when they come across a likely 
piece of land he told them whether it was available or not. I think that is all of any importance that I 
have to say on that matter. 
1603. Uhairmam.] With regaid to yourself—how was it that you did not take up a selection when your 
three friends took up one each? Because there was not room for me where these three selections were 
without going into bad country. What I call bad country is heavily timbered country which would have 
required a great deal of expenditure for clearing. 
1604. Had you to return to Victoria without selecting? Yes. 
1605. Could you have obtained land in New South Wales would you have returned to Victoria? Only 
to fetch my wife and family. I should have come back again within the month prescribed by law.. 1800 
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1606. And are you now settled finally in Victoria? I am. Mr. C. 
1607. Are you aware whether there are many persons who have been in the same position as yourself? M'Keown. 
Yes, I am; there are large numbers whom I myself have seen returning to Victoria because they could t--- 
not get the land they wanted in this Colony. 9 Dec., 1873. 
1608. These persons were all Victorians? Yes. 
1609. Who came over to New South Wales with a desire to settle down if they could obtain land? Yes. 
1610. And why did they not settle down? Because they were unable to obtain the necessary information 
as to what land was available, and they were afraid to risk the money they had in hand upon land which 
after all might turn out to have been previously purchased. There were numbers whom I saw returning 
with the cattle which they had brought across the river with them—their much cows and such like to 
form their home with, and their furniture and farming implements, and all they had. They could not-find 
land that was available, and had to return to Victoria, many of them, quite disheartened. 
1611. So that not only did we not sell our land but we also lost a valuable class of settlers to increase our 
population? Yes, I am aware of a good many—one of these persons I could mention in particular. He 
told.me that he wanted to get possession of a large tract of country on which to work the steam plough. 
1612. Mi'. Greed.] Do you know his name? No, it has escaped my memory. 
1613. Had he a steam plough, or was he going to get one? He had the plough; I forget his name just now, 
but he belongs to the Western Districts of Victoria. There were several spots where he was dsirous of 
selecting, but he could get. no accurate information respecting them, and did not like to risk the invest- 
ment of his money. 
1614. Ghair'rnan.] What spots were these? They were just beyond the 40 square miles of reserve on the 
Moira Run within which the town of Moama is situated, between the Yellow Waterholes and Mr. 
O'Shanassy's wool-shed. He was unable to ascertain whether these places were already purchased or 
whether they were within a reserve. And with regard to these reserves I would remark that on the 
Moira Run they cross the whole run from one boundary to another, and in every instance take up the best 
portions of the run. 
1615. Are they not reserves for travelling stock to go to water? No, the road runs within a short 
distance of the water, so there is no difficulty about that; but these reserves cross the run from one 
boundary to the other and take up a great part of the good country; in fact it seems to me as if they 
have been taken up so as to reserve all the best of the run. 
1616. How many of these reserves are there? There are five of them. They are each said to be 2 
miles wide, though I find on measuring them on the map that they are a mile and a-half wide only, and 
they cross from one side, of the run to the other, a distance of over 13 miles. 
1617. With what intention were these reserves made? For various purposes—water reserves and such 
like; but the only one on the Moira Run of any use is the one on, which Mr. O'Shanassy's wool-shed 
stands. 
1618. The others are of no use as reserves? None whatever, exCept to keep off conditional purchasers 
from the run. 
1619. And would these be free-selected if they were open to conditional purchase? Yes. 
1620. Would the sale of these reserves be calculated to injure the back country by cutting off access to 
the water? Not in any way. If they were sold it would of course be with a provision for roads. Even 
as they are now they cut acros the main road. They must of necessity do this, as they extend from one 
side of the rur to the other, and there is no access to the public, except by the road. 
1621. Are you aware whether these reserves are open to the public to graze travelling stock upon or to 
take stock to water? They are most decidedly not open to the public; for I have travelled with stock 
there myself, and I am therefore in a position to speak with certainty. Travelling stock can get to water, 
because, as I said, the road runs along only a short distance from the water; but then by law you are not 
allowed to feed your stock beyond a half-mile on either side of the road. 
1622. Are the reserves so marked that you can tell when you ure on them and when you are not? No. 
Decidedly not. When you get back off the road a bit you cannot tell whether you are on a reserve and 
when you are not. The only way to find it out is, if one is anything of a bushman, to run a line roughly 
for himself to get somewhere near the mark. There is a beautiful piece of country on the reserve at the 
back of Mr. O'Shanassy's wool-shed that would be taken up within a few days if it were open to purchase. 
There is a number of selectors settled down on the north of that reserve. 
1623. Can these selectors graze their cattle on this reserve? No. If they attempt to do so the lessee 
of the run very soon impounds the cattle off it. 
1624. But surely the Crown tenants should have no right to impound off these reserves? They ought not 
to have it, but they certainly exercise it. I asked the question myself from Mr. Maunsell, and said that I 
did not think the lessee had power to impound off reserves; he said that the lessee had, and that if Mr. 
O'Shanassy or his agent prosecuted me before him, that he should decide against me. There was a decision 
recently given by the Supreme Court on this subject. That decision was adverse to some person who 
brought up a squatter for damages for impounding stock off one of these reserves. -. 
1625. With regard to Mr. Joachim, have you much knowledge of that gentleman? Yes. I have known 
him for many years as a cattle buyer, and as the owner of considerable property in Victoria. 
1626. Do you know whether he has selected this land for himself, or whether he is only the dummy put 
forward by some large capitalist? From the best of my knowledge I should say that he is a bond fide free-
selector on his own account. I know that when I was there he was carrying on more work and doing it 
in a more efficient manner than any other selector I met with. He was even ploughing when I was there; 
he had two teams engaged in ploughing. 
1627. It has been stated to this Committee that Mr. Joachim was not a bond fide selector on his own 
account but that he was said to be the dummy of Mr. Fisher, of South Australia? I do not believe it. 
I believe that he is working for himself as I know he has been doing for many years. No doubt he may 
have acted as agent for Mr. Fisher in buying stock, but if he did so he also acted for himself at the same 
time, and bought largely both in Queensland and in various parts of this Colony. And in speaking of 
Mr. Joachim, I may say that I witnessed some very arbitrary conduct on the part of Mr. O'Shanassy's 
agent towards Mr. Joachim. I saw them drive their sheep up to the door of his dwelling-house, and dare 
the children to come outside, as they would startle the sheep. 
1628. Did they use intimidation? All this was done to intimidate persons from taking up land on that 
run. 

1629. 
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Mr. C. 1629. I suppose as a warning to you and other intruders what you would get if you came there? Yes, 
M Keown. that was the idea. 
i - 1630. Who was the person who did this? I do not know the name of the person. He was a boundary- 
9 Dec., 1873. rider of Mr. O'Shanassy's I think. I afterwards saw Mr. O'Shauassy, junr., and Mr. Fitzgerald, the 

manager of the station. These two gentlemen followed me about one morning, but they did not come near 
or speak to me. I saw them also at the land office, but they did not say anything to me. 
1631. Upon what station was it that your friends took up their selections? I forget the name of the run, 
but it was between the Mathoura and the Moira Runs. If we had not learnt the position from the sur-
veyor we should never have been able to have picked out there ourselves. One selection was taken up on 
a plain outside the station fence, and two were taken up inside the fence. I believe that three more 
selections have been taken up there since by friends of the parties who first selected. In the first instance, 
we did not care about going on to the Mathoura Run, because people do not care about going further north 
than they can help, as they do not wish to get too far from the Echuca railway station. That is where 
Joachim is so well situated with his conditional purchase, being, as he is, within an easy distance of the 
Echuca station. 
1632. How does he stand for water there? He was excavating some large tanks there for the storage of 
water. He had fourteen men at work upon them with tip-drays so as to secure a good supply. Besides 
that he had each child living on his own respective selection, so as to comply with the Act in all particulars; 
and.yet, in spite of that, he has been told that his selections were forfeited. 
1633. Who told him that—the persons who represented the lessee of the run? Yes. 
1634. But in spite of that he still goes on with his improvements? Yes; and expressed his intention to 
me to go on unless the Government comes and turns him off. I advised him very strongly to stick to it 
as long as he could hold it, for I said I was sure if he went on honestly making his improvements the 
Government of New South Wales would stick to him. 
1635. Mr. Creed.] There were three men who made selections on the Moira Run, on what was said to be 
a reserve ;—do you know anything of them? Yes. Here are theii selections marked on the map, though 
as they are charted they do not appear to be on a reserve. I was speaking to Mr. Maunsell about these 
men, and he said that they would have to shift, for that they were on land not open to selection. He said 
the same to me about Mr. Joachim, that he would have to shift. I was speaking to these three men about 
their selections, and about the difficulties which were being raised, and they all expressed their determina-
tion to stick to the land as long as they could, being assured that the Government would do them justice, 
1636. Where are they situated? On the edge of reserve No. 91—on the north side of it. 
1637. Chairman.] You found then that you could not get information at the land office at Moama because 
the land agent had not in his possession maps of a date to give you the information you required? Yes. 
1638. You also experienced inconvenience from there being no marking on the ground of either reserves 
or conditional purchases? Yes. 
1639. And you also complain of the undue interference of persons in the employment of the Crown lessees 
with people who are in search of selections? I do. I may also state here that what I consider to be a 
great grievance is that the paddock fence of the Moira Run comes down to just within a short distance of 
the dense forest that covers the flooded ground of the Murray River, and that the fence encloses all these 
reserves. 
1640. You do not mean to say that the Crown lessee encloses these reserves? Yes. The fence runs in a 
straight line across them, just as if they were an ordinary portion of the run. 
1641. So that these reserves for grass and water to travelling stock are fenced in in such a way that drovers 
cannot avail themselves of them? They cannot avail themselves of the back of them, but of the frontage 
to the water they can. 
1642. So that fully one-half of the reserves is taken away from the use of the public? Much more than 
the half of them. The road runs down near the water, and stock are only allowed to feed within half a 
mile of the road. 
1643. Then you have only the right of grazing that is given you under the Land Act? Yes, quite so; 
but when you are not allowed out on the back of the reserves where is the use of making them. 
1644. And the more especially if they are fenced in? Exactly. It seems as if they were only reserved 
for the use of the Crown lessee, and to keep off the conditional purchaser. 
1645. Mr. Creed.] The Crown land agent at Moama gave you all the information in his power? Yes, 
certainly he did. 
1646. He did not attempt to thwart you in any way? No; but then, on the other hand, he did not offer 
to facilitate my object in any way. In fact he told me in the first instance that that was not a land day, 
evidently under the impression that I would leave when he said this, the same as others had done previously. 
1647. How was that? He perhaps fancied that when I saw I should have some considerable difficulty 
over the matter that I should give it up as a bad job, as many others had done. 
1648. How do you know that others had done so? Because they told me. They told me that when they 
went to the land office the land agent informed them that the office was not established there to give 
information but only to take money, and then only on land days, and that it was no use for them to go 
there upon any other day. I was told this by many parties whom I met returning from New South 
Wales after a vain attempt to conditionally purchase. 
1649. Chairman.] After a vain endeavour to select such land-  as they wished to settle upon? The parties 
who spoke to me were quite disheartened at being able to obtain no information as to what land was 
available and what was not. - 
1650. Have you any statement you would desire to make in addition to the evidence you have already 
given? No, I do not think I require to say more than I have done. I would merely impress on the 
Committee that these reserves form the main ground of complaint, and that the way in which they have 
been made and are now managed seems to me to be a most scandalous affair altogether. 
1651. And I suppose you do not see what object there can be in having them if they are to be fenced in? 
I can see no object at all, except to keep off the conditional purchaser. 

Mr. 
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Mr. Frederick William Ratter called in and examined :- 

1652. Chairnu-m.] You produce a map of Moama and the surrounding country? Yes; I produce a map F. Mr. 
of Moama and the County of Cadell. 
1653. .Do you see the Moira Run marked there? Yes, I recognize the Moira Run on it. 
1654. And the reserves? Yes, I recognize the reserves for water and for other purposes which have been 9 Dec. 1873. 
made upon it. 
1655. Will you give us a description of those reserves? The first is reserve No. 143 and its extension, 
reserve No. 89 and its extension, reserve No. 90 and its extension, reserve No. 91, the Murray River 
Forest reserve, reserve No. 95, and reserve No. 318, reserved from sale until surveyed. There are other small 
reserves on Moira not spoken of, and not shown to the Committee. I spoke from memory as to reserve 
No. 95 being within Moira Run. From search lately made I find it is not on that run, but just within 
the a4joining run of Tataila. 
1656. Could you inform the Committee whether these reserves were made on the recommendation of some 
officer of your department, or whether they were made on the application of the lessee of the run? I 
could not say from whom it was that the recommendation first came—whether they were made on the 
recommendation of some officer of the department, or on the application of the lessee of the run; I 
cannot say who it was, but it must have been the one or the other. It must have been either the district 
surveyor or the Crown lessee; but I should rather think it must have been the district surveyor, though 
I will not be certain about this. 
1657. Will you make inquiry, and when your evidence is sent to you, will you let us know who made the 
application for these reserves? I will. Reserve No. 143 was applied for by the lessee of the Moira Bun—
B. J. Glass. Its extension was recommended by the Surveyor General about the same time that Mr. 
O'Shanassy (the lessee of the run) applied for it. Reserves No. 89, 90, 91, were made on the recommendation 
of Acting Surveyor General Davidson, for the purposes mentioned, and their extensions were notified, 
it is believed (the papers 65/23,098, S.G., being missing), by the present Surveyor General, about the same 
time that Mr. O'Shanassy applied. Reserve No. 318 was made, it is believed, upon the recommendation 
of the present Surveyor General (papers 65/21,988, S.G-., missing). The Forest reserve of 162 square 
miles, at Moira, was made upon the recommendation of District Surveyor Wood, subsequently supported 
by the then Member for the Murray—P. A. Jennings. 

MOHDAY, 22 DECEMBER, 1873. 

jtz%ent 
Mn. MACLIEAY, Mn. IIODD, 
Mn. J. ROBERTSON, Mn. STEWART. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CUNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

David Griffith Jones, Esq., called in and examined:- 

1658. Chairman.] You have resided, I believe, for many years in the Riverine District? About eighteen D. G. 
years. Jones, Esq. 
1659. During that time have you had much experience of the working of the Land laws in that locality? 
Yes, a good deal; I have made it my constant study for fifteen years. 22 Dec., 1873. 
1660. Mr. J. Robertson.] I would like to know what you mean by the Riverine District? I do not call it 
the Riverine District; I call it the south and south-western districts of New South Wales. They generally 
go by the name of the Riverine Districts; but my evidence applies to that part of the territory west of the 
mountains, which is commonly called the salt bush country—between the rivers Murray, Murrumbidgee, 
Lachian, and Darling. 
1661. Have not these places names, for instance Deniliquin? There is the Police District of Deniliquin, 
which is included in the country I refer to. 
1662. Do you include Albury? No, Albury is on the east side of the country to which my,  evidence will 
refer. 
1663. Do you include Wagga Wagga? No. 
1664. Or the district about Hay? Yes. 
1665. And the Darling? Yes. 
1666. What Police District is that? I do not know that they call ihem Police Districts; but the districts 
I refer to are the squatting districts, called on the mapsof--the Colony, Darling, Murrumbidgee, Lachian, 
and Albert. What is termed the Riverine District has no specific boundary in law; but it is generally 
recognized as lying between the Murray and the boundary of Queensland and the boundary of South 
Australia, and on the east by about the 147th parallel. 
1667. Are you aware who gave it the name of Biverina? I believe it was Dr. Lang, some ten or twelve 
years ago. 
1668. Chairman.] Will you be good enough to state to the Committee the opinion you have formed as to 
the working and administration of the Land law in the districts you refer to? I have had upwards of 
sixteen years experience of the operation of the Land laws of this Colony, namely, about nine years before 
the present Land law was applied to the southern district in 1860, and about seven years since that period. 
During all this time I have been connected with the Press, and for fourteen years, excepting about eight 
months, I have been proprietor and editor of the Pastoral Times newspaper, published at Deniliquin. The 
operation of the present Land law has been with me a special study. I consider that on the whole the 
present Land law worked moderately well for settlers, great and small, until the decision of the Supreme 
Court, which was given, I believe, a little more tbj&two years ago, ptonounced that minors and persons of 
tander age could take up land. I except the comnMdation in this respect, that by permitting selectors 
to take up land over all the unalienated Crown lands, the principle has been opposed to education for 
ecular and for religious purposes. I think that to a very large extent the freedom thus given to select 
has tended to promote crime and to increase the cost of governing the districts to which I wish my evidence 

to 
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D. G. to apply, namely, the south and south-western districts of the Colony. Since it became known that minors 
Jone8, Esq. could select, or that an opinion to that effect, by a majority of the Supreme Court, had been given, the effect 

on these districts has been adverse to settlement there on a large scale, where the climate and peculiar physical 
22 Dec., 1873. 

features of the country demand large outlays of capital. The great areas are unwatered from natural causes; 
consequently large sums have to be laid out to supply the defects of nature. The absence of and irregular 
supply of rain, the dry and and nature of the climate generally, and the Ihet that the indigenous grasses 
and herbage are peculiar in themselves, the result of the soil being thoroughly impregnated with salt, all 
point to improvements, to become effective, as very costly and demanding large outlay. The capitalist's 
protection consisted mainly in the general unfitness of the soil and climate for land improvements by men 
of small pecuniary resources. I think the districts specially referred to would have been more rapidly 
improved, and more generally improved, if the principle of free selection had not been applied to them for 
five years subsequent to 1868. I am of opinion that had a proper fencing measure been passed when the 
Land Act became law, it would have been of immense service to the country at large, and to the south and 
south-western districts in particular. Until within the last six months the operation of the Land law was 
exemplifying itself in one particular way, in a manner mostly advantageous to the permanent settlement of 
the country. The Government had been asked to measure off considerable portions of the runs between the 
IRivers Murray and Murrumbidgee in blocks for sale by auction, and the leaseholders there were becoming 
large freeholders, especially the leaseholders who had large families, most of the members of which had been 
born and bred there. But this has at length had a disastrous effect on their interests, as the Government 
permitted the land so measured to be taken up by selectors and speculators in land. The result has been 
to alarm the leaseholders who, from having resided in the country for so many years, have given proof of 
their permanent attachment to it, and a desire to live with their families there. The consequence is; that 
they are offering their leaseholds for sale in every direction. I am now referring particularly to the country 
between the Murray and the Murrumbidgee. I consider it absolutely necessary for the general as well as 
for the individual interest, that land so measured for sale by auction should be reserved specially for that 
purpose—the Executive having, I presume, the power to do so by the Land Act. I consider it is of per-
manent importance to the country that the following should be encouraged :—Capitalists on a large scale 
to redeem Crown waste lands; that the large leaseholders should be allowed to become freeholders in pro 
portion to their means; and that medium and small freeholders should have all reasonable facilities granted 
to them. It is an abuse of the Land law which has produced most of the evils. People had got on very well 
with the present Land law for many years. 
1669. Have any abuses come under your notice? Yes. The principal abuses have been in shutting up 
the high roads to market, by allowing selectors to take up land on the reserves for stock travelling to 
market. A very large quantity of travelling stock pass from Queensland to Victoria through the southern 
districts of New South Wales, and by the Land law a reserve has been proclaimed on the main roads of a 
mile in width for the accommodation of travelling stock. On these reserves Government has permitted 
settlement in almost every instance where it has been applied for. That applies principally to the Murrum-
bidgee down to the Murray. 
1670. Are there any particular lines of road that you could indicate? From Hay to Moama; that is the 
principal road leading into the interior from Victoria. 
1671. How was it that the officer in charge in the localities where these lands were selected did not inform 
the selectors that they were selecting on reserves? The officer in charge has generally been a mere Clerk of 
Petty Sessions who did not understand the maps and had no knowledge of the country, I presume, and he 
generally accepted from the applicant the description of the land and the money, and sent them to head 
quarters. I have no remembrance of a case where the Government have refused land when applied 
for on these reserves. 
1672. Do they allow a selector to remain on a reserve;—would they not cancel the selection? They do 
not do so. It is a constant cause of irritation between those who are travelling with stock and those who 
have selected on the highways. Many of the selectors have levied black mail on the travellers. I should 
think more than half the land lying between the Edward and the Murray, an extent of 50 miles, has 
been shut up in this way—that is, the highway to market for 50 miles. 
1673. What uses do the selectors put the land to? They fence it in and use it as paddocks. Some 
occasionally carry on a little agriculture, but generally the land is used as paddocks, and persons in charge 
of travelling sheep or cattle have to pay these persons who have settled on these reserved areas for allowing 
the cattle or sheep to locate in the paddocks. 
1674. Mr. Stewart.] Are these reserves let? They have been conditionally taken up. 
1675. Then of course the reserves must have been revoked? The reserve was first proclaimed, and I do 
not remember any revocation. 
1676. Were they allowed to be taken up before being revoked? I think so. One man at South Deniliquin 
has taken up 3,000 acres, which has been the means of half ruining the town. 
1677. Chair?nan.] What might be his name? Taylor; he has taken up 3,000 acres south of Deniliquin. 
1678. What reserve did he take up? On the line from Deniliquin to Moama. He took it up for miles; 
and the consequence is there is only a narrow fenced road for all the travelling cattle and sheep to go 
down. The Government has tried to make the road through, or on the side of Taylor's selections, at an 
expense of something like £1,000 a mile. 
1679. Are you aware whether these reserves have been charted? (Mip laid on the table.) This, the road 
leading from Deniliquin to Moama, is one along which more than half a million of sheep, and perhaps 
20,000 head of cattle have to go every year. 
1680. Mr. Stewart.] What is the width of that road? About as wide as from here to the houses on the 
other side of Macquarie-street. The reserve should be a mile wide. At one place, the Yellow Water-
holes, the mail coach has to come through the paddocks of one of the selectors, and has to pay continually, 
and so do other people. In some cases the squatter has fenced in the reserve, and the road there is a mile 
in width, but the selector has come between the squatter's fences. 
1681. I do not see how anybody can settle upon a reserve that has not been cancelled? It has been done. 
1682. Mr. Macleay.] Are these selections along the road taken up with a view of making charges upon 
travelling stock? Yes, some of them. 
1683. Then, in reality, the only people who suffer are those who are travelling with stock. It does no 
injury to the district of Deniliquin? Yes, because the road gets very bad, and all the coaches and private 
vehicles have either to go through all the dangerous places, or pay for going through the paddocks. It 
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increases the cost of carriage very much. For a ditance of 40 or 50 miles the cost of carriage is in D. G. 
winter £3 or £3 lOs. a ton. Jones, Tsq.  
1684. You say the squatters used to fence up to the road before the selectors came there? The squatter 
left a mile wide, but the selector came in between the squatter's fences. The squatter fenced for his own 22 Dec., 1873. 
protection when so much travelling stock were passing through his run, giving them the mile in width 
which they were entitled to. It has been the principle down there for the land agents to take the money 
whenever they could get it. The Government do not seem to exercise any check or control. 
1685. Chairman.] I suppose the land agents are generally Clerks of Petty Sessions? Yes. 
1686. And they are appointed more with the view of being good depositiontakers than with any view of 
understanding the maps, charts, or Land laws or regulations? I do not think they know anything about 
the charts or maps or surveying. 
1687. Is not a good deal of difficulty likely to arise under these circumstances? Yes; they do not exer-
cise any discretion; they send the application and the money to head quarters, as a rule, leaving it for the 
principal officer to do what 'he thinks fit. 
1688. And the parties interested to fight it out? Just so. It generally 'ends in the selector getting the 
land. 
1689. Mr. Rodd.] Has this been the case during the last twelve months? I 'am speaking of the last seven 
years, since free selection has been applied to the south-western district. If the land had been open along 
the road, we should not have required the railway to Deniliquin; but the high road is blocked up in many 
cases for miles. The narrow passes that are left are'in many places so cut up in wet weather that cattle 
get bogged, and persons in charge of them have to apply to the selectors on either side to go through their 
paddocks, and of course they expect something for it. The result of this abuse of the Land law has been 
a good deal of demoralization; grog-shops have been established all along the road at different distances, 
and they have been a centre for a good deal of the crime that has been committed there. 
1690. Mr. Macleay.] Within the last few months has there been in that part of the country a system of 
squatting upon squatters? Yes. 
1691. Have you considered what the effect of that is likely to be on the revenue? It will reduce it very 
considerly. 
1692. Is there not one way in which it immediately becomes detrimental. Is not the charge made for 
taking up land under pre-emptive lease—three times the quantity purchased—only £2 a section,—a great 
deal of the land, previously in the hands of the squatters, having been leased to them at a much higher 
rate? Yes; some of the runs have been paid for at the rate of 2d. or 3d. an  acre. The selector has not only, 
taken his quasi freehold of 320 acres, but he has taken up three times that area, under pre-emptive lease, 
at £2 a section, for .which the squatter pays a much higher rental than the selector. For instance, the 
selector pays three farthings an acre where the squatter pays 2d. or 3d. an  acre. 
1693. So that the revenue must be suffering very much? Yes. I may say the selector takes up this 
land at 5s. an  acre, after it has been measured off, for which the squatter is ready to pay at least £1, which 
is a great injustice and has evoked much bitterness among the leaseholders. Some twelve months ago a 
number of the leaseholders, having had good times and having accumulated money, were anxious to become 
freeholders, and they applied to the Government to have blocks of land measured off on their stations, 
with the view, I believe, of settling these lands on their children. They paid 6d. an  acre as a test of their 
boni.fldes, that they would buy the land when offered at auction, or if they did not buy it then the Govern-
ment would charge the 6d. an  acre for the survey. A large quantity (say), scores of thousands of acres, were 
measured off by the Government and some of them have been put up at auction, but some have not, because 
they have been taken up by conditional purchasers in their measured condition at 5s. an  acre, whereas 
if put up to auction they would have fetched at least 20s., that being the minimum; so that the Govern-
ment is losing in that way 15s. an  acre. Of course, I am aware that the conditional purchaser, if he 
fulfils the law, has to pay £1 an acre before he can'get his title, but he need never do it, unless he chooses, 
so long as he 'pays 5 per cent. interest. He has also to expend £1 an aci'e on improvements; but all 
that the State receives at once, or may ever receive, for the land it parts with, is the 5s. an  acre, paid when 
it is taken up. 
1694. Chairman.] You are aware that under the Land Alienation Act the maximum quantity allowed to 
be conditionally purchased is 320 acres? Yes. 
1695. There is a wide difference of opinion as to whether the maximum ought to be increased or not;—
what is your opinion on that matter? I think it would be better to do away with the grazing right and 
give liberty to select a square mile-640 acres—on condition that it was fenced in. I think fencing would 
be the preservation of the Crown property. 
1696. Do persons generally avail themselves of the grazing right so far as it has come under your know-
ledge? Yes; they never fence in their grazing right, and it has been a constant source of irritation between 
the leaseholder and the conditional purchaser, which has been more than any other matter the cause of the 
ill-feeling that has been so general between the two classes. 
1697. With regard to conditional purchase by minors, do you think that is very often because the parent 
of the minor cannot legally purchase as much land as he wants, and therefore he, as some people think 
illegally, uses his children's names. Have you formed any opinion whether increasing the minimum that 
could be conditionally purchased would check the purchase by mitiors,—that is, if persons could take as 
much land as they wanted themselves under the law, would they cease to avail themselves of subterfuges 
by dummying and selecting by minors? It might in cases of non-speculators; but I think a considerable 
portion of the new-corners are come to speculate in land. I can give you an instance which occurred a 
month or six weeks ago, which is strongly illustrative of that: A certain person on the Murray has been 
for years engaged in "felling" timber on the Murray, and had some saw-mills there. He had cut all the 
timber he could get, and took up selections along the river for nothing but the timber, and eventually he 
cleared a good dea1 of the river of the fine timber belonging to this Colony, and sent it to Victoria. Some 
of the Crown tenants applied to the Government to stop what they cilled this spoliation of the public 
estate. On one person in particular, a leaseholder, the owner of these saw-mills thought he would revenge 
himself, and about six weeks ago he took up about 4,000 acres of the run of this leaseholder, who had 
complained to the Government. This land had been measured for sale by the Government, and the 
Government had received the six-pence an acre deposit. Just before the auction day the saw-mill man 
came and took up these 4,000 acres, and as soon as he could consistently he went (within a week or two) 
to the leaseholder, and offered to retire from the land if he would give him, the selector, 2,000 guineas. 
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D. G. The leaseholder said, "No, I will not give you 2,000 guineas, but if you get the land at auction, which I 
Jones, Esq. have paid the Government for measuring, I will give you £100 for your trouble." The consequence has 

22 D' been that the leaseholder has completely hemmed him in on these 4,000 acres. The leaseholder has taken 
ec.,18 • 73. 

up, as I am informed, in the names of minors and others, the whole surrounding country, so that the grass 
rights are gone. That is the constant practice that is going on. One man selects in the names of minors 
and what they call dummies, and the other selects in the same way to circumvent him (the speculating 
selector). There is constant war between them. I wish to impress upon the Committee that it is very 
desirable to put a stop to this, because the Crown is losing its revenue, and there are an unlimited number 
of law suits hanging to these cases. The case I have mentioned may be an extreme one, because it is on a 
large scale, but the same thing is constantly taking place. 
1698. Mr. Macleay.] When persons take up land in the names of minors and dummies how are they alle 
to make a claim to the land two years afterwards, as having fulfilled the conditions of residence? Many 
of the nominal selectors are children in arms, and they are carted from one selection to another to sleep 
there. They are carted wholesale, and a tent put up on each selection, and the children are taken there 
in charge of the mother, or the father sometimes. They are, in fact, perambulating families. They 
do that in order to try to respond to the law. 
1699. They must improve to the extent of £1 an acre? I consider it never could pay them to improve 
to that extent in our pastoral country. 
1700. ahairman.i With regard to improvements, have you considered whether the law should continue as 
it is or not? I think there ought to be improvements, but I think £1 an acre an absurdity in a pastoral 
country. I may tell you that the cost of an outer fence of large stations would be about is. an acre, and 
the subdivisions altogether would perhaps bring it to 3s. an  acre. I am speaking of station property. I 
may state, for the information of the Committee, that I have taken great pains in ascertaining what are 
the improvements on some millions of acres of squatting runs in the southern districts, and I find they 
range from 2s. Gd. to 5s. an  acre between the Murrumbidgee and the Murray. At 5s. an  acre a station 
would be very highly improved. I will give you the cost of improvements on some stations from memory. 
On Illiliwa, Messrs. M'Culloch, Sellar, & Co.'s station on the Murrumbidgee, £40,000 have been spent on 
improvements. Of course it is a large station. On Togalmain, of late belonging to Mr. George Macleay, 
about £35,000. On Warbreccan (Shariahan and Jennings' station), which is one of the most highly 
improved stations in our district, the improvements have been at the rate of 4s. Gd. to 4s. 9d. an  acre. 
Messrs. Landale Brothers have spent about £40,000 in improvements ;—this includes sums spent by their 
predecessors, from whom Messrs. Ihandale bought. These sums do not include the purchase of land,, but 
merely the cost of improvements—fencing, wells, reservoirs, stockyards, woolsheds, and all things that go 
to make up a station. As an average of squatting property in this district, for every 100,000 acres 
£10,000 have been spent in improvements. I want to impress upon the Committee how unfairly selection 
by minors and dummies acts in the case of men who have made these large outlays for improvements. 
When a swarm of these persons comes upon a run, who will not pay a tenth of the value of the improve-
ments, a station is ruined, perhaps in one day; but the country is not benefited either by bond fide 
settlement or by an adequate payment into the Treasury for the land taken up. That is where the shoe 
pinches so much when the system of selecting by dummies and minors is resorted to. 
1701. Could you inform the Committee what is understood in the district, among practical people, by a 
dummy?All persons whose names are used to improperly alienate, or try to alienate Crown property, 
are dummies. 
1702. With reference to improvements under the Alienation Act, do you think it advisable they should 
be enforced or not, under the 13th clause? I do not think £1 per acre could be advantageously spent in 
improvements in the country to which I refer, on pastoral areas. The large leaseholders, who are generally 
wealthy men, improve as far as they can, and they,  find 5s. an  acre as much as they can use. If the land 
were freehold perhaps they might increase the amount spent in improvements to lOs. an  acre as a 
maximum. 

1703. With regard to the condition of residence, do you think it still advisable to enforce that on those 
who purchase under the conditional purchase clause, or to make improvements alone satisfy the require-
ments? I should prefer improvements' to residence, because it is so easy to evade the residence clause. 
I look upon improvements as the best test of bond ficles. Improvements would be certain; you can always 
find them if you appoint a proper man to inspect this property. That would put a check to a vast amount 
of the speculation in land which is now going on by persons who desire to evade the improvement and 
residence clauses, as well as to a great deal of false swearing in making declarations. People go and 
swear they have improved property to the extent of £1 an acre, when in some cases scarcely any improve-
ment at all has been carried out. 

1704. Do you think it would be for the public interest that an inspector of conditional purchases should 
be appointed, whose duty it should be to periodically visit and report upon selections, specifying particu-
larly those who had not fulfilled the conditions? I think such an appointment would be of immense 
service to the country, and would check much of the speculation in land which is now going on. I do not 
know of anything that would be of greater service to the public interest than to have every selection 
examined. 

1705. Do you think the expense of the office would be fu]]y warranted in the interest of the public? 
Certainly. I do not know an appointment more to be desired in connection with the Lands Department, 
I am certain, because I have witnessed it, that in scores of instances people have taken up land and have 
not improved it according to the Act. 

1706. With regard to that part of the Act under which sales by auction are permitted at an upset 
price of not less than £1 on acre, do you think all lands ought to be put up for the same upset price, or 
;should a difference be made between inferior lands and superior ones in classification? • The land has 
improved so much from stocking, between the Murrumbidgee and the Murray, that I hardly think the 
Government would be justified in lowering there the price of land; but in the Darling District I do not 
think half, or a fourth of the land, would reach lOs. an  acre. In the Lachlan and Lower Darling Districts 
there is a smaller rain-fall, and the land is more in a state of nature. It takes a larger area to keep a sheep. 
I think the land between the Murrumbidgee and Murray would fetch £1 an acre; but the country between 
the Lachlan and Lower Darling would be well sold at lOs. an  acre. But inferior lands, by stocking, 
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become greatly improved. The land between the Murray and Murrumbidgee fifteen years ago would not D. G. 
have fetched 5s. an  acre, but now I believe it would be sold at 20s. Oas5 Esq. 

1707. It has been represented to this Committee by some witnesses that at present the auction system is 
calculated to injure the remaining portion of the public estate, because the land is bought in such positions 22 Dec., 1873. 
as to give the key to the surrounding country ;—has anything of that sort come under your notice? I did 
notice that at first, but it has been checked by the Government, and now they will only measure off land 
in such forms as are approved of by the Surveyor General. The Act will not allow them to sell more 
than 320 acres at one fall of the hammer, but they will measure off 5,000 or 10,000 acres on a station, and 
they leave roads all through these blocks to protect the public interest; so that nothing of the kind you 
speak of is done now; but sometime ago it was done. 
1708. Do you think any larger blocks than 320 acres should be allowed to be sold under the auction 
clause? I think the limit might very well be increased to 1,000 acres. I wish to impress upon the Com-
mittee—and in fact it was my main reason for coming here to give evidence—that I think it would be of 
the greatest benefit to the country to allow the leaseholders to buy very largely, which could be done 
without injury to the public interests. I would let them buy as much as their own interests or their 
means would dictate. I know a gentleman whose sons and daughters want to settle in the district where 
they were born, and who is willing to buy land for them as a freehold to enable them to do so, but they cannot 
live and utilise profitably their capital on 320 acres. I conceive that there, can be no more legitimate object 
in a Land Act than settling such persons on a freehold. It is an absurdity to restrict them. They have lived 
there, and have been excellent colonists for very many years, and they naturally want to buy as much 
land as will enable them to live upon it, by the pastoral pursuits they have been accustomed to; but they 
cannot get it under the conditional purchase clause; and if they cause large blocks to be measured for 
auction they are invaded by speculators before the day of sale. If you could settle such persons on the 
land in freehold occupation the Land Act would confer an immense benefit on the country. In some 
cases which have come under my notice within the last six months, some leaseholders, who have redeemed 
their holdings from a state of nature, are in perfect terror of their prospects now. They ask to have 
certain areas measured off on their stations, and as soon as they are measured off speculators and others 
come in upon these lands, and the station is virtually ruined. 
1709. You are aware that at present the aimual value of runs is ascertained periodically by appraisers 
appointed for the purpose? Yes. 
1710. Is that method of arriving at the rental to be paid generally satisfactory? I do not think so. 
1711. You are aware the estimates of different appraisers vary very much? Yes. I do not think it is a safe 
guide. I think it is next to impossible that the principle can be carried out. 
1712. Could you suggest any improvement upon it? If it were possible to begin again I should fix upon 
a minimum rent when a Crown leaseholder takes up land in a state of nature, and add 10 per cent. 
periodically (say) every three years. That is a principle he would thoroughly understand, and it would 
enable him to make his improvements year by year. It appears to me that the principle of appraisement 
is wrong altogether. The more a leaseholder now improves the more attractive he makes his run for other 
persons to jump the land. - 
1713. Have you noticed the state of the maps and charts in the local land offices—whether they are such 
as give the public all the information they might expect? No, they are very defective. They cannot 
make them out. Within the last few months there have been added to the Deniliquin land office, which 
selectors have been crowding into lately, a surveyor and a draftsman. It is much better now than it was 
before, but even now the difficulties are considerable in consequence of the back work not having been yet 
brought up. Selections taken up for the last five or six years up to August last were not marked on the 
maps. The result is that two or three persons may have taken up the same selections, and it has led to a 
great many disputes between selectors and leaseholders. 
1714. We have been given to understand that in many cases different persons are paying rent for the 
same leased land? Yes; that is done in a great many cases. The leaseholders suffer a great deal in that 
way. 
1715. It has been complained that the local offices generally have no printed forms for the use of persons 
who want to lease or purchase land? There have been complaints at Deniliquin, but I believe that was 
in, consequence of the supply of forms being exhausted by the rush in August last. 
1716. With regard to a Fencing Bill, do you think it would be advisable to make some provision for 
fencing in any improvement of our Land laws? Yes, decidedly. 
1717. Would you insist upon all persons who purchased land fencing it? Yes, every one of them. I 
think a man has no right to have land unless he fences it in—that is a freeholder, or a person trying to make 
a freehold, should fence it. He kills the squatter by not doing so. A.s an instance of that, a man went into 
a paddock of 10,000 acres the other day and took up a selection in the centre of it, which made the whole 
paddock of no use to the leaseholder. If he (the selector) had dummies or minors in whose names he could 
select, he could take up the whole paddock already fenced in for him. 
1718. You are aware that a Fencing Bill was formerly brought under the notice of the Legislature? 
Yes. Why it was not passed I could not understand. It would have averted an immense amount of evil 
from the country—crime and everything else. 
1719. You are aware that under that Bill fencing was not compulsory, except upon notice from one party 
to the other? Yes. I would make a man fence in his land within a given time of taking it pp. That 
would put an end to dummies and minors selecting. 
1720. You would make it one of the conditions of purchase? Yes. I think fencing would have the most 
conservative and beneficial influence with regard to land. It is ruinous to the squatter, and not productive 
of benefit to the country, to allow land to be taken up in the way it is by dummies and minors fbr specula 
tive purposes without being fenced. Fencing would prevent all such violations of the law, because they 
could not afford to take up large areas for such purposes if they were obliged to fence. 
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John Woisten Ellis, Esq,, called in and examined :- 
J. W. Ellis, 1721. Chairman.] You are an officer in the Survey Department? Yes. 
Esq. 1722. Do you produce a map showing the country on the main road between Moama, on the Murray, and 

- (- Deniliquin? I produce a map of the county of Townsend, which shows the main road from Deniliquin 
22 Dec., 1873. to Mathoura.* 

1723. Are there any reserves proclaimed on that line for the use of travelling stock? Yes. 
1724. To what extent? 12a mile on each side of the road—from Deniliquin via Mathoura to Moama. 
The reserve was notified in the Gazette of 2nd December, this month. 
1725. There was no reserve there before? Not for travelling stock. There are other reserves for water 
supply, for the beneficial occupation of the back country, in that part of the country. 
1726. Is the main road from Deniliquin to Wanganilla shown on any of the charts before you? Yes—
county of Townsend. (The witness produced several charts) 
1727. What extent of reserve was made there? a mile on each side of that road (the Gazette notice of 
the 2nd of December reserves a mile on each side of the road), from Deniliquin via Wanganilla, Thirty 
mile Pines, and Hay, to Booligal, on the Lachlan—couuties of Townsend and Waradgery. 
1728. Were any other reserves made? As given in former part of evidence that reserve extends to Moama. 
There is a stock reserve proclaimed on the road from Deniliquin by Conargo, up the Billabong, vid Urana, 
and on to Wagga Wagga, 12  a mile on each side of the road. 
1729. Was that also proclaimed in this month? Yes, 2nd December. 
* The map of the country between Mathoura and Moama was with the Select Committee during the evidence.—J.W.E. 

FRIDAY, 16 JAHUARY, 1874. 

tE8ent 
Mr.. LUCAS, I Mn. STEWART. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CUNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CIIAIR. 
Philip Francis Adams, Esq., Surveyor General, called in and further examined 

P. F. Adams, 1730. Chairman.] I believe you wish to make some statement respecting the evidence given before the 
Esq. Committee by Mr. Mayger, in reference to the survey of land in the IRiverine District, as to the quantities 

16J i84 
surveyed in particular blocks? Yes, I have been told that a witness has stated that two of the surveyors 

an., have been influenced by the squatters in getting the measurements made to suit their own purposes, to 
the evasion of the Act. 
1731. 2F&. Lucas.] Are you referring to that portion of the evidence which says that blocks are surveyed 
in portions of 161, 162, or 163 acres, so that two of them will just exceed the quantity, 320 acres, allowed 
to be taken up by free selection? Yes, that is the statement that has been made, I believe. I do not so 
much object to that as that the witness has attributed impure motives in a case in which I am convinced 
there was nothing of the sort, as the matter has been explained to my satisfaction. 
1732. Chairman.] Are you aware whether it is a fact that blocks in any great number have been measured 
in such quantities? Very few. When Mr. Mayger called upon me and read an extract from a letter he 
had received, he supplied me with the information he was in possession of. I had the plans brought 
in and showed him every plan that was in the office touching the locality he referred to, and we could only 
find two portions that could be brought in that category at all. 
1733. Mr. Lucas.] Out of some thousands that have been measured? Some hundreds, perhaps. 
1734. Chairman.] He could not point them out to you? We could not find any more than two portions 
so measured in the locality indicated in your question. I sent for and questioned Mr. Donkin, whose 
name has been used as one of the surveyors who have been guilty of this sort of thing, and he told me 
there was a block of five or six portions which had been subdivided by his direction. A design was 
prepared by him, and he had sketched four or five lines across the vacant block, and directed the surveyor 
to cut it up in that way. The surveyor was Mr. Burgess. It was the first work he had had. He had 
recently come from Tasmania, and being unaware of the construction that might be put upon it, measured 
the block in portions of from about 170 to 200 acres, just dividing the block in the way sketched out by 
Mr. Donkin. That is the case that Mr. Mayger referred to, but the plan had not then arrived in Sydney. 
I am certain there was no impure influence or anything of the kind. It was purely accidental. Such a 
thing is likely to occur in any large subdivision; but as, a rule the surveyors are very careful not to make 
the measurements in such a way. I think out of all the measurements that have been made in that district 
not more than seven or eight portions so measured could be found, and many of them are unavoidable. 
1735. In these cases do the surveyors survey the blocks because the Government wish to sell them, or on 
the application of some person who wished to purchase at auction? On application to purchase at auction. 
1736. If a person wishing to purchase at auction applied to have blocks of 161, 162, or 163 acres measured 
for sale, would your surveyors, as a matter of course, measure them in the quantities required? Certainly 
not. We do not refuse to do so in every case, but we are very careful not to allow such a thing to prevail, 
because it would be an evident evasion of the Act. 
1737. Are you aware whether many persons have applied to have blocks surveyed in these quantities? 
No; but they would very likely try to induce the surveyors to do so. The area of each individual portion 
is not expressed in the application. The areas of individual portions rests generally with the surveyor. 
1738. But suppose a Crown tenant or anybody else on a particular creek applies in either contiguous or 
different parts of it, to have several portions of (say) 162 acres measured, unless it interfered with water-
rights or privileges would the surveyor refuse to measure it in that way? He would, because it would 
show an evident wish to evade the Act, in order to obtain a monopoly, which is quite against our method 
of administration. 
1739. .lWr: Lucas.] Is there not great difficulty with reference to the descriptions given by the selectors as 
a rule. Are not a great many mistakes made for want of knowledge how to describe the land they wish 
to take up? Yes; and it is not as well understood by the land agents as it ought to be. The land agents 
are not, as a rule, sufficiently trained in their business to know when a description is definite or not. 
1740. Supposing that instead of requiring the selector to give a definite description, as is now the case, he 
was compelled to place four posts as corner-posts of sufficient size, say 6 or 8 inches square at the corners 
of his selection, and when making his application merely to mention the locality, and state that he had 
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placed four corner-posts on the piece of land which he intended to take up—of course these corner-posts P. F. Adams, 
to be moved when the surveyor goes to survey the land in accordance with the Act, as to the points of Esq. 

the compass, and to bring them within the proper areaand the regulations ;—do you not think that would 
be far better than asking persons who can have no idea of giving a definite description; and also would 16 ian., 1871. 
it not meet your objection to the present land agents not knowing how to assist in giving a definite 
description? It is, I believe, the original intention of the Act. If the Act had been rigidly administered, 
these marks on the part of the selector might have been insisted upon, and would have saved a very great 
deal of difficulty. Certainly the difficulty in the early part of the working of the Land Act through that 
cause was not serious; but within the last few years, since the evasion of the Land Act has become so 
prevalent, it is matter of regret that the Act had not been more strictly administered from the first. A 
regulation made under the Act as it stands would carry out what you suggest. 
1741. You think it would be an improvement on the present system? A very great improvement. What 
is required really,  to make the Act work almost perfectly is a technical description, but that is a thing we 
never have been able to demand, from the difficulty the selec.tors have in getting professional assistance. 
1742. The class of persons who select could not possibly get a technical description? I think if it had 
been insisted upon at first a class of people would have sprung up in different parts of the country with 
sufficient education to have gone out on the ground and given technical descriptions that would have 
avoided a good deal of the annoyance that has followed. 
1743. Nevertheless, now, this plan I propose would counteract a great many of the difficulties that now 
arise from want of definite descriptions? Yes, that have lately arisen. I have another suggestion—a 
revival of an old proposition of Mr. Robertson's, about two years after the Land Act came into operation— 
to have an officer well up in the matter appointed as Inspector of Land Offices. That fell through through 
some misunderstanding in the Assembly as to the nature of the office, and no officer of that kind was ever 
appointed. It is matter of great regret that that has never been done. There should now be two 
inspectors; and.they ought to be constantly travelling. Their duty would be to instruct, and, as it were, 
drill the land agents thoroughly in their business. The Treasury and the Post Office each have 
inspectors; and with the enormous interests and revenue at stake under the Land Act, the public inconve-
nience caused by the want of direct supervision, and the want of knowledge on the part of 'the land 
agents, I think such officers would be extremely valuable. 
1744: With reference to the grazing right, are there not frequent difficulties as to how that is to be taken? 
Yes, it is an undefined quantity. 
1745. Do you not think there should be some regulation showing how this land should be taken up. For 
instance, supposing a man takes up 40 acres fronting a road or creek, do you not think he should be 
compelled to take his grazing right round it, to form a square, if possible., Say he has 20 chains frontage 
to a creek by 20 chains back, do you not think it would be advisable, where there are available Crown 
lands, to make him take another block of the like quantity behind, and then a block on each side of half 
the frontage, 10 chains by 40 chains back, which would give him 3 acres ofgrazing right for 1 acre of 
free selection, and that would throw his holding into a square. On the north of his selection he would 
have a piece 40 chains deep by 10 chains frontage; on the south, 40 chains deep by 10 chains frontage; 
and at the back of his land another block 20 chains square—which would throw it into a square as nearly 
as possible. Do you think some regulation of that sort should be made to apply where there is Crown 
land on each side? It would be better to have a regulation, no doubt, because then, if the usual 
complaint is made that we have not located the grazing right as the selector wanted it, we can meet it at 
once by the regulations. 
1746. Where there is not land all round, could not the regulation go on to state that the grazing right 
should be selected so as to form a square as near as possible? Yes. In fact, 99 out 'of 100 are provided 
in that way, but it is not a matter of regulation or law, and if the selector makes his complaint, and is able 
to support it, we often alter his lease. I think it would be better to have a regulation. 
1747. There would be no difficulty, you thiok? No. 
1748. If that were the rule, directly a free selection was surveyed then any person could measure the 
grazing right, and show where the proper boundaries were? Yes. The regulation might be made to 
limit the distance to which a grazing right should extend from the conditional purchase in any one direction, 
as long as there is vacant land round it. 
1749. Do you not think it would also he advisable to make a regulation that when a free selector takes up 
his free selection he should also take possession of the grazing right by markiig it in the same way as I 
propose he should mark his selection. Where is the necessity for applying to the head office, in Sydney, 
for a grazing right, seeing that he takes up the fee simple at the local office. If there were proper regula-
tions, why could he not take up his grazing right at the same time by paying the required rent. Would 
not that save a great deal of professional difficulty and trouble in sending backwards and forwards from 
your office to the local land offices? I think that while the grazing right is such an indefinite quantity as 
it is, and liable to be invaded at any time by another conditional purchase, any special rule for marking it. 
would not be desirable, because it could not be adhered to. If it was a definite fixed quantity and inde-
feasible for a certain period, as a squatting lease or any other lease it would then be desirable not only 
for the selector to mark it but forthe surveyor to mark it as well in laying out the conditional purchase. 
1750. Do you not think it would be desirable to allow the selector, if he chose, to pay the surveyor a cer-
tain fee for surveying his grazing right at the same time as he was surveying his conditional purchase? 
That would require some consideration; I have never considered it. 
1751. At the present time many free selectors complain that they cannot get possession of their grazing 
rights for twelve or eighteen months after they take up their selections. What I propose is, that directly 
a man takes up his conditional purchase he should also pay a fee at the land office and have the same right 
to take up his grazing right, and that when the surveyor comes to measure his—conditional purchase, by 
paying him a fee he should be able to get him to measure his grazing right according to the regulations 
passed by your Department? No conditional purchase is certaiu till it is charted. 
1752. Is there any greater difficulty in taking up a grazing right than in taking up a conditional purchase? 
The difference is that the conditional purchase is indefeasible from the first and the grazing right is not; 
and the grazing right is made to depend upon many other conditions- when the survey of the conditional 
purchase comes to be charted. - 
1753. Ghairmax.] Is there anything else you wish to refer to? I have been told that a witness or witnesses 
have recommended the extension of the limit from 820 acres to 640 acres as the maximum area attainable 

under 
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P. F. Adams, under the Land Act. That principle would apply to the salt-bush or purely pastoral country, but as far as 
Esq. my experience goes I should not recommend the increase in a purely agricultural country. 

1754. For what reason? I think for agriculture 320 acres are sufficient for the requirements of the Act. 
16 Jan., 1874. 1755. Do you not think that now, because they cannot legitimately take up a larger quantity than 320 

acres, many persons evade the law by taking up land in the names of minors and dummies? Certainly 
they do. But the limit I think should apply in its present form to purely agricultural lands, where I do 
not think it is desirable they shall be liable to any greater monopoly than at present. Where the country 
is more suited for pasture than agriculture, and where the two can be combined together, I think the 
present area is too small. If the limit were extended throughout the Colony I think it would be the 
means of monopolising a larger portion of the truly agricultural land than would be desirable. 
1756. Do you not think it a desirable thing in a country like this to have a class something between the 
very small freeholder and the very large squatter—a yeomanry class? Decidedly. 
1757. Do you not think that if persons were allowed to possess themselves of farms of a section or two, 
we should be likely to get that class, which are now remarkable for their absence in this country? Yes, 
certainly. It would be advantageous both in the agricultural and in the pastoral country, especially in 
the pastoral country. 
1758. Is there anything else? It has been stated that the lithographs have not been supplied at Deniliquin, 
where the pressure has been so great by the land being selected almost before it is measured, and during 
the measurement that we have for the present abandoned sending lithographs, in many cases, because of 
the delay in lithographing. We cannot make the lithographs fast enough. 
1759. Could not lithographs be got ready in time for all auction sales? As a rule they are; but sometimes 
the land is taken up by conditional purchasers, after being measured, before the lithographs can be pre-
pared; sometimes even before the measurement is completed. And frequently land surveyed for auction 
sale is so urgently required, either by the applicant or by the public as conditional purchasers, that we do 
not delay the necessary fortnight or three weeks for the preparation of the lithographs. 
1760. How many lithographs are generally sent up? I think about fifty. There is always the sale tracing 
in the land agent's office. 
1761. It has been stated to the Committee that those who apply to have the lands offered at auction have 
all the information as to where it is situated and so forth, but the public, who might wish to compete with 
them, can get no information? If the lithographs are not there the sale tracing is open to every one. 
1762. Do you distribute the lithographs? They are sold for is. each. 
1763. It is complained that lately some of them did not arrive till a day or two before the sale? I believe 
in one case, through some mistake in sending it away, the sale tracing did not arrive until only one land 
office day before the sale. They generally arrive two or three land office days before the sale. Of course, 
if we delayed the day of sale we could have plenty of lithographs, but if we did that the land would be all 
selected, and there would be nothing to sell. 
1764. That would be all the better, would it not? Not the better for the revenue. The sales by auction 
bring in the most money. 
1765. Mr. Lucas.] What is the cost of lithographs to show (say) 2,000 acres of land for sale? About £6 
or £7 would supply 250 copies. 

TUESDAY 3 REBI?UARY, 1874. 

Present :— 

Mx. CUNNEEN, Mx. J. ROBERTSON. 
Mx. STEWART. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE OUNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAnt. 
John Archer Broughton, Esq., called in and examined:— 

J. A. 1766. Chairman.] You are land agent at Deniliquin? Yes. 
Broughton, 1767. You have requested to be examined before this Committee? I have. 
Esq. . 1768. You have come all the way from Deniliquin for that purpose? Yes. 

1769. What object have you in being examined? Self-justification. I wish to speak to the evidence of 
3 Feb., 1874. the two gentlemen who came as delegates from Deniliquin, so far as it contains what seem to be charges 

against me. I am prepared to admit the truth where I know their evidence to be true, but to deny what 
I know to be false. 
1770. The Committee will be glad to hear your statement? The first charge made against me is that I 
went home to dinner on a land office day, and stayed away two hours, and that during those two hours 
something took place at the land office that ought not to have taken place. I did go home to dinner, 
but a mistake in the time has arisen in this way: I went at nearer 2 o'clock than 1, and I returned at 
nearer 3 o'clock than 2; I have been in the habit of going home to dinner every day for eight years, and 
I did so on this day in perfect good faith, and as a matter of course. 
1771. Mr. Stewart.] Without any purpose of serving any party? Yes. 
1772. Mr. I?obertson.] Was there any pressure of business at the land office when you went away that 
day? No. The insinuation was, that during that hour there had been collusion between Mr. Jennings 
and myself; and that Mr. Jennings was enabled through that collusion to come into the land office 
before some other man with applications for conditional purchase. The facts are these: I got back to the 
office and proceeded, as usual, to write out receipts and attend to other matters between one selection and 
another, and while I was so employed Mr. Jennings put in his applications. While putting in his appli-
cations—he put them in one at a time—some man, I believe of the name of Palmer, came out from an 
adjoining room and said, "You are a smart fellow, Jennings—you have bested me." The second charge is 
with regard to a case of clash, that went to a ballot. It is stated that the descriptions were so distinctly 
different that there was no necessity for a ballot. In the hurry of business that day I could not see the 
difference, and I deemed it the safest plan to put it to the ballot, because in any case it could injure no 
one. The descriptions, are in existence and will speak for themselves if necessary. 1773. 
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1773. Have you brought them here? No; I suppose they are in the Survey Office. It resulted in this J. A. 
way, I believe, since—that each man got his own. It has since been found that the applications did not Brghton, 
clash. q. 

1774. You mean that each man has got the piece he applied for? Yes. That was suggested to ie at 
the time; but I cannot say by whom—some one who kindly helped me in a time of great difficulty. 3 Feb., 1874. 

There was something said about the way I balloted,—that I drew out the cards myself. I was quite 
justified in that. The parties were shown the cards with their names \vritten. on them, and were invited 
to put them into the box themselves; but they did not put them in; I think I put them in. 
1775. That was wrong? No; if they did not chose to come forward and put them in I was obliged 
to do it. 
1776. The same person may not put them in and take them out too? I think you will find that if the 
parties themselves do not put them in the Land Agent must do so. How else are they to be got in? 
1777. You mean that they refused to put them into the box? Yes; they had the option, and certainly 
they had no right to put their hands in the box afterwards. It appears to have been said, with regard to 
the ballot, that I drew out on two occasions for the squatters. Now, there has been only one case during 
the period referred to, and there have been only two cases of balloting for the eight years I have been 
there. Then it has been said that on the day of this great crush in the land office (the 25th September), 
I held up a paper to Mr. Landale. Now it would be impossible in the crowded state of the room, for if I 
held it up, Mr. Landale could no more have seen into the paper than any other person, and there were some 
forty or fifty present, perhaps. The fact is that there were a great number of applications that had come 
in simultaneously, and I was about to read them out, so that it might be seen whether any of them 
clashed; and if I held up any paper at all, it was with the object of announcing that I was going to read 
it for that purpose, as it was my intention to do with all the rest, in order that the persons who were 
present and had put in applications, might be able to say whether they had applied for the same piece of 
land. 
1778. Chairman..] Under what regulation are you bound to read out the descriptions publicly? I do not 
know that there is any regulation, but it was by the Surveyor General's directions. 
1779. Had you any written instructions? No, it was a verbal direction. It was insinuated that some 
gentlemen present had papers in their hands, or in their pockets, with a view of putting them in that they 
might clash. That is false. It could not have been done, because such applications could not have been 
treated as simultaneous with those that preceded them. But the same witness (Mr. Jameson) also says: 
"All applications are laid upon the table, and the land agent takes them up one by one, and reads the 
description." That is true. Here he says: "Squatters packed the room, bringing out applications at 
any time." That is untrue ; it never was done. No application was 6ver entertained that was not on the 
table simultaneously with the others. They may have had applications in their hands, waiting to put them 
in when those that came in at sharp 10 o'clock were disposed of; but they could not come into competition 
with those last-mentioned. 
1780. 2LVr. J. 1obertson.] You transmit these applications as a record to head quarters in Sydney? Yes. 
There is a statement that there is a constant patrolling of Justices of the Peace through and through the 
land office, and a packing of squatters. No doubt the squatters help to pack the room on all occasions; 
but there are three times as many people there who are not squatters. 
1781. You mean that the squatters are there the same as other people? Yes; they are no more packed 
in the room than other people. As far as I am concerned they are just as the others are. With regard to 
the patrolling that Mr. Mayger complains of, they were no more patrolling on that occasion than 
Mr. Mayger and his people; he passed through and through from one room to another, looking at maps, 
and writing out descriptions, and the squatters did the same. There is a complaint about Mr. Rose's 
conditional purchase having been sold by auction—that having taken the man's money as a conditional 
purchaser I afterwards sold the same blocks by auction. In that case they were on a reserve, and I got a 
telegram giving full authority to sell these pieces. It is said I told some one to mind his own business. I do 
not think I did; that is not my habit; I may have said I knew my own business, and knew what I was doing. 
It is also complained that I did not give explanations of everything I was doing. I do not think I was 
called upon to do so; it would only have led to discussion, and perhaps to unpleasantness. Perhaps I was 
a little irritated from the hints thrown out, and I may have given shorte'r answers than usual. 
1782. You mean that the lands you have just referred to were ordered for sale by auction by telegram? 
Yes; they could not be taken by conditional purchase in consequence of being on a reserve, I believe; 
but I am not sure about the reason; and having been advertised for sale by auction they were sold in 
that way. Then there is a statement that a Mr. Robertson conditionally purchased some pieces of land, 
and that I sold them by auction because they were together over the quantity of 320 acres. It is asked, 
how was it the land agent did not know this man was applying for more than the law allowed? It was 
in this way: His application stated that he wished to conditionally purchase numbers 11 and 12 to be 
offered at auction on such a day; but he put in the wrong quantities. The quantities stated in his appli-
cation did not amount to more than 320 acres, or I would not have accepted it. It was only when the 
land sale map came up afterwards, and I was going over it in order to mark off any pieces conditionally 
purchased that I came across these lots, and found that the man had selected the wrong quantities. There 
was no such acreage as that stated by him upon the map. I do not think the map was in the office more 
than a day before—it may have been the very morning of the sale. 
1783. You took upon yourself to do this? Yes; I saw there was no such quantity upon the map. His 
application was for less than 320 acres, and the map showed that the lots he applied for were together 
more than 320 acres. Then there is a statement that I showed free selectors' papers to Mr. Landale and 
Mr. Peppin. That I have no remembrance of; but I think that if any one had come in and asked me to 
let him see the descriptions before they were entered in the book, I would have shown them; in another 
hour they would have been written in the book and open to the public. 
1784. Chairman..] When persons apply at the office in your charge to conditionally purchase lands, are 
you in a position to point out the land that is open to conditional purchase? No, not thoroughly. In 
fact until a surveyor has been there and the maps have been charted up no one could do it. 
1785. You cannot assist them in any way by indicating what land is open and what is not? No, except 
by referring to the register and reading over the descriptions, which I have occasionally done; but no 
one but a surveyor could plot off the selections. I can show them where the reserves are if they have 
been charted. . . 1786. 



0S4 

9-4 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE TEE SELECT COMMITTEE 

J. A. 1786. Can you point out the reserves to them directly they have been proclaimed in the Gazette? No; 
Broughton, only as they appear on the maps sent up to me. I may say that I am now better able than before to point 

out what lands are open for conditional purchase, for within the last three or four months the land office 

3 Feb. 1874. at Demliquin has been provided with a surveyor, who attends every Thursday, and there is also a drafts-
man in the map office, where the selections taken up are plotted off, and all old selections are plotted off 
also. That was not the case previously. 
1787. There are but few. land offices that have a surveyor attached to them? None but mine, that I 
know of. 
1788. Has the surveyor to assist in the administration of the Land law? When I read the descriptions he 
undertakes to decide what clashes and what does not—a thing which no one but a surveyor could do 
thoroughly. That is the principal help I receive from him, except that he keeps the land office open 
when I take the money to the Bank in the middle of the day, if I have more than I like to keep in the 
office. 
1789. Then the fact is, that your maps and charts are in such a state that no person going to the office can 
ascertain from them where the lands are situated that are actually open to conditional purchase? They 
were in that state previously; I should not like to say that is so now, because I believe that with the 
assistance of the surveyor and draftsman, all new reserves and fresh selections are plotted, off as they are 
taken up. 
1790. Does it ever happen in your office that the same land has been sold to different parties—con-
ditionally purchased, and afterwards sold by auction or otherwise—the land being sold twice, in fact;—
has any case of that kind occurred? Yes, the land was conditionally purchased by Mr. Landale and Mr. 
Jennings, as agents for others. - 
1791. Do you think it was a case of dummying? I could not undertake to say. They were living indi-
viduals, at any rate. 
1792. Mr. Landale and Mr. Jennings acted as agents for others, you say? Yes. 
1793. Is that their business ;—do they keep an agency for others? No. Any one can act as an agent. 
They either sign the applications as agents, or the principals sign. them, and the agents put them in. 
1794. What did they do in this case where the land was sold by auction after having been conditionally 
purchased? They bought the same land at auction. 
1795. How did it come to be put up to auction after being conditionally purchased? The instructions of 
the Minister to me, by telegram, were, that upon receiving the written request of the conditional purchasers 
desiring to forfeit their selections, I could carry that land to auction, as advertised. 
1796. Could you state about the time this land was conditionally purchased? I think about the 25th 
September. It may have been the 18th. 
1797. .31r. T. Robertson.] Were you instructed to sell the land without its being advertised again? There 
was nothing said about that. 
1798. You acted upon advertisements already published? Yes, and on the written statement of the free 
selectors that they desired to forfeit the land. 
1799. Are you quite sure you had instructions to that effect? Yes, quite sure. 
1800. Have you brought these instructions with you? No. 
1801. C'hairman.] Is the case you refer to that in which a family named Murray conditionally purchased 
nine blocks which. were afterwards sold by auction? Yes, that was one case. 
1802. Are you aware of another case in which a man named Rose conditionally purchased five blocks, and 
two of those blocks afterwards went to auction? Yes; I had instructions to sell these in the same way. 
I think because they were on a reserve. 
1803. Mr. J. Robertson.] Because they were on a reserve? I am not quite clear whether that was the 
reason. 
1804. Chairman.] Are you certain these lots went to auction after having been conditionally purchased? 
Yes, according to instructions I received. 
1805. Mr. Stewart.] Was the deposit money returned? I do not know. It was forwarded by me to the 
Treasury. 
1806. if these parties did not get back the deposit money, they paid, in addition to the upset price of Li 
per acre, 5s. per acre for the free selection, so that the Government got 25s. an  acre for the land? Yes. 
Chairman.] Has any case of this sort happened at your office, after land has been measured and passed at 
auction, and then been conditionally purchased, has it after being conditionally purchased been sold to 
another party, and a deed issued as land that had passed at Li an acre at auction, and taken from the 
possession of the conditional purchaser and handed over to the second buyer? I am not aware of it. 
1807. With regard to applications that clash, it has been stated that when bond jide selectors put in appli-
cations, you encourage the Crown tenants to put in applications to clash with these, and that you do it in 
this way: That when applications from selectors go in by reading them publicly in the room, you invite 
squatters to put in applications to clash, and you take their word that they do clash? That could not be 
the case. Applications cannot clash unless they are put in simultaneously. As a matter of fact there 
have only been two clashings in eight years; so that the encouragement I am said to have given the 
squatters could not have had much effect. One of these was four or five years ago. 
1808. Did you ever hold up an application in theland office, and ask Mr. Landale if he had an applica 
tion to clash with it? No; I have explained that. The thing is done in this way :I am sitting with 
perhaps 20 or 30 applications before me, which have all come in as soon as the land office was open, and 
I announce that I am about to read them. I take up one of them folded, and with the money inside, just 
as it came in, and say, I am going to read this description. Neither Mr. Landale nor any other man could 
tell what the description was, and no application could clash with it unless it was already on the table. 
1809. Do you judge for yourself from the applications before you, whether they clash, or do you take the 
word of others if they state that they clash? I judge for myself. As I have stated, there have been 
only two instances. 
181.0. You do not allow others to influence you? No; the statement is absurd, for only in two instances, 
one of which hapened several years ago, has there been a ballot. If, when applications are read, the 
parties state that they clash, I decide after reading and comparing the two descriptions. They must first 
of all intimate that they clash. 
1811. Would you not ascertain that for yourself? They do not give me time; the applications are read 
out one after the other. 

1812. 
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1812. Did you ever send applications to the ballot where one applied to purchase land on the east side of J. A. 
a reserve and the other on the west side? This is the same case as we have before spoken of. I think you Broughton, 
will find that one of the applicants himself admits that both applications were east of a reserve. (Vide 
Mr. Mayger's evidence.) The applications themselves do not say one was on the east and the other on 
the west of the reserve, but that both were on the east. The applications are in existence, and can be 3 Feb.,187 4. 

referred to. The descriptions being vague, and there being a distinct statement that they did clash, I was 
obliged to take a ballot. This was the only case of late years. 
1813. Are you quite sure you did not send a case to ballot where the land was described in one application 
as being on the east of a reserve, and in the other on the west? I am certain that did not appear dis- 
tinctly in the descriptions. 
1814. However, you state it as a fact that there have been only two ballots in eight years? Yes; one 
four or five years ago, and this one which has been spoken of. In some instances where there was a clash- 
I think in one or two perhaps, one of the parties withdrew; of course they can do that. 
1815. With regard to Volunteer land orders, is there much land taken up in your office by means of 
Volunteer land orders? Yes, a good deal. 
1816. They can take 50 acres for each order? Yes. 
1817. After that, do they apply for additional quantities under the 22nd clause, treating the 50 acres as .a 
freehold, so that they can actually take up 320 acres on account of each land order? Yes. 
1818. They must reside on the land if they do so? Yes, I believe so; but I cannot say whether they do 
so or not. 
1819. If you became aware that they did not would it not be your duty to inform the Minister? it 
would. That rests more with the surveyor. 
1820. If you had a suspicion that a person who had taken up land in this way was not residing upon it, 
would it not be your duty to point it out to the surveyor in your office? He would be in a better position 
to know it than I. 
1821. .211r. J Robertson.] Could you. tell us who have taken up land in this way? Mr. Peppin is one; he has 
taken up land by means of Volunteer land orders at different times; I think he has taken up as many as 
six lots in one day. 
1822. Has he taken up additional land for any of them? For some of them he has. 
1823. How many? About half. 
1824. You must have known it was impossible he could reside on them all? I felt that he could not. 
1825. Did you write to the Minister about it? No. 
1826. Did you not feel it to be your duty to do so? No, I did not think so. 
1827. Cha;irman.] You have had very large quantities of land put up to auction? Yes. 
1828. Before the land goes to auction, have you any tracings in the office to distribute to the public? No, 
only one map. 
1829. Do you not think it would facilitate business if there were tracings to distribute, the same as private 
proprietors have of their estates? Certainly it would. 
1830. Have you had complaints that the tracings have not, been at the office in time? Yes, frequently. 
1831. Where does the blame lie? I suppose in the Survey Office or the Lands Office. They usually 
come up a very short time before the days of sale-sometimes within a single day. 
1832. Have you in your office blank forms for sale, so that persons may fill them up under the different 
clauses of the Act? Yes. During the rush that took place recently I ran out of them on one or two 
occasions, but I got one of the newspaper offices to print me some more. 
1833. Had you any suspicion that there was a run made upon them on purpose to clear you out? Yes, I 
had; people came who wanted six for use, and for some reason asked for twenty. I know three times as 
many papers went out as came in. 

WEDHESDAY, 4 1'EBRUARY, 1874. 

tent 

MB. GARRETT, I M. STEWART. 

JAMES ATJG-TJSTINE CTJINNEEN, ESQ., IN THE CHAIR. 

Mr. James Litchfield called in and examined 
1834. Chairman.] You are resident in the Maneroo District? Yes. Mr. J. 
1835. Have you been long residing there? Twenty-one years. Litchfleld. 

1836. Have you availed yourself of the present Land Act by purchasing under it in any shape? Yes. E_A_ 

1837. Under what particular clause? Both under the conditional purchase and auction clauses. 4 Feb., 184.. 
1338. What is your opinion of the policy of the present Act? My opinion is that the area of land for 
conditional purchase .is not sufficient. 
1839. You believe in the principle, but the area allowed is not sufficient? Just so. 
1840. Do you think that the limitation of the area induces people to evade the Act by taking up land in 
the names of their servants and children, whereas if the area were greater they would take it up legiti 
mately? They have been compelled to do so, because they cannot take sufficient under the Act. 
1841. This requirement is from bond jide settlers, who wish to take more? Yes. 
1842. You would simply extend the area that might be taken, maintaining the same conditions of improve- 
ment as at present? Yes; but owing to persons being deprived of their grass rights I believe the im- 
provernents ought to be reduced to lOs. per acre. 
1843. Are you in favour of enforcing residence, or do you think it would be better to insist only upon 
improvement, and not enforce residence?.  I am of opinion .that there ought to be residence to settle the 
country. 
1844; Mr. Stewart.] . In what way do conditional purchasers now obtain more than 320 acres? With their 
families; they obtain more by taking up 320 acres in each child's name. 

1845. 



MINUTES OP EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFOEE TILE SELECT COMMITTEE 

Mr. J. 1845. That is the only way in which they get more in your locality? Yes. There are times when we 
Litehilcid. have opportunities of purchasing land by auction, or selecting after it has passed the hammer, by paying 
'-'--' down £1 an acre. 
4 Feb., 184. 1846. Has the Lands Office generally required that the residence of these minors should be attested in 

any way? A declaration is made at the Lands Office and accepted. 
1847. (Jhairnan.] By whom is the declaration made? By the agent of the child, or on some occasions 
by the child itse1f.  
1848. Mr. Stewart.] That has been accepted as sufficient? Yes. I do not recollect any investigation 
being made respecting the declaration of a minor. 
1849. You are one of a deputation that came from Maiieroo to wait on the Minister for Lands ? Yes, 
from the Free Selectors' Association. 
1850. What is the object aimed at by the asspciation? Complaining of the forfeiting of selections made 
by minors and adults. 
1851. On what grounds? Respecting residence. 
1852. The non-residence of most of these minors, I suppose? Yes. 
1853. Are they not as much resident now as they were for years back? Precisely the same. 
1854. But the administration of the Act is different now? Yes, more stringent. 
1855. When did the change in the administration take place? We first discovered it about the 12th 
December last; at all events my selections in my child's name were forfeited at that time. 
1856. Ohairnzan.] I understood you to say you were in favour of residence? In favour of residence with 
the area extended, so as to allow the parents to take up sufficient without using the names of their 
children. 
1857. Do you complain of the land being forfeited because they do not reside? I complain of that 
certainly. I complain of the land being forfeited because they do reside, not because they do not, because 
they perform the conditions of residence to that extent which has apparently been recognized by the 
Government as sufficient, and accepted by them in all cases. 
1858. Still you are in favour of residence? In favour of residence with larger areas. 
1859. Why do you complain of forfeiture because they do not reside? They do reside as they have done 
hitherto, but that is not sufficient for the present Minister for Lands. 
1860. Has any land been declared forfeited where they have resided? They have resided, but not con- 
tinually. 
1861. Have they resided according to the law? Not as Mr. Farnell lays it down, they have not. It has 
never been carried out in the way Mr. Farnell lays down the law to us. 
1862. You are aware that dummyism has been very prevalent of late? There is a wide difference between 
dummyism and minors' selections; one is taken up to obstruct settlement-the other to settle the country. 
1863. Are not infants used sometimes as dummies? They are on some occasions. 
1864. Mr. Garrett.] If I understand you, a stricter interpretation of the term "residence" is being 
required now than previously? Yes, stricter than there has been heretofore. 
1865. Before the last few months an ordinary residence by a child upon the ground has been considered 
sufficient to entitle them to have a conditional purchase granted? Yes, it has been accepted in former 
years-in fact from 1861 up to the 12th December last-by the Lands Department. We have laid the 
present cases before Mr. Farnell. 
1860. Have you ascertained upon what grounds the Minister has proceeded to make these forfeitures? 
Upon the report of the surveyor. 
1867. Do you know of any cases where the se]ectors have tendered statutory declarations from themselves 
or others, to the effect that the conditions of improvement and residence have been fulfilled, and the 
Minister has refused to revoke these forfeitures? In my own case I resided on the ground sometimes a 
week at a time, but was often called away elsewhere to erect improvements. Last winter, for instance, I 
could not get men to erect a paddock, and I had to do it myself with thy children. Of course we could 
not be on the ground during the whole time. We could not get men, owing to the gold, tin, and copper 
mines. We had the material on the ground, wire and wood, but could not get any one to put the 
fence up. 
1868. When the surveyor came, what condition was the land in? He reported that there was a place 
there worth £10-a residence. 
1869. Did he make any report as to fencing? The fencing was not on that ground; it was on the ground 
in my daughter's name. 
1870. What was the nature of the improvement? Wire sheep-proof fencing, and a residence to the value 
of, I think, £10. I am not certain that was the surveyor's report, but something like that. 
1871. How was the residence fulfilled? Her residence was not continual. 
1872. How did she perform the act of residence? By going on the ground occasionally. 
1873. What do you mean by occasionally? Perhaps once or twice in a month. 
1874. Did she stop there all night? Yes. That is the way residence for minors has been hitherto ful- 
filled, and that has been accepted. 
1875. Is your daughter at school? She is at home; her mother is her teacher. 
1876. How long had this been going on-when was the selection first taken up? On the 23rd May, 1872, 
11th July, 1872, and 11th July, 1872,-three selections of 320 acres. 
1877. These were recommended for forfeiture by the surveyor, and notified as forfeited by the Minister? 
Yes. 
1878. What was the nature of the improvements? Sheepproof fencing. 
1879. Was it all enclosed? Yes. 
1880. The whole 320 acres? Yes; although the fence was not on the boundary as measured by the 
surveyor, 320 acres were enclosed in a paddock. 
1881. What was the value of the fencing?,  It cost me from £95 to £100 a mile. 
1882. How many miles? Somewhere about 3 miles; I should say rather more. 
1883. £300 worth of fencing? Yes, quite that: 
1884. No other improvement? No; excepting the hut that I mentioned before, which appears to be 
omitted in this answer. 
1885. C7iairman.] Was the fencing put up after the land was conditionally purchased, or before? 
Afterwards. . 1886. 
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1886. You did not purchase with a fence? No. Mr. J. 
1887. Mr. Garrett.] It was done in the name of your daughter? Yes. Litchileld. 

1888. Had you any previous selections in the names of minors? Yes. 41874 
1889. Have any of them completed their three years? Yes. 

Feb.,  

1890. In this case did your daughter perform as much residence as was performed in the other cases 
where you got the purchases granted? Yes, equally the same ; and that has been the guide for us 
since 1861. 
1891. These had been accepted without any question or doubt whatever? Without any question what- 
ever, except that in some cases the surveyor reported non-residence. 
1892. And still the selections were granted? Yes. 
1893. This having been the administration before, you took up the selections, thinking they would be 
allowed in the same way as the others? Yes, by any Minister for Lands; we had no reason to doubt it. 
1894. You think that has created an impression amongst the selectors that So strict an application of the 
law would not be enfbrced as regards minors' selections as for those made by adults? Yes, that has been 
the general impression. I cannot say we have any reason to think that the Government have been more 
lenient to minors than to adults. The general impression was that the forms of proof of residence were 
sent by the Government merely to ascertaia whether the land was taken for bonflde settlement or not, 
and when the condition of residence was reasonably carried out the form was.fllled in as required, and 
returned. This has been the guidance both for minors and adults. 
1895. Under that impression a great many selections have been made in the names of minors? Yes. I 
would not have made mine had the present ideas been stated by the land agent to every person that took 
a selection for a minor. They could not perform the residence as now required. It would have been 
gross cruelty to leave a child three-quarters of a mile away from her parents' home. 
1896. Do you think there are many cases similar to your own daughter's case? I should say about 
eighteen out of twenty. There may be exceptions where perhaps the parents have taken a selection and 
are living on the ground with the child; otherwise, I should say eighteen out of twenty have acted as 
I describe. 
1897. In eighteen cases out of twenty of the selections by minors the conditions are fulfilled in the way 
you endeavoured' to fulfil them in your daughter's case? Yes. From what I have heard I am led to believe 
the same. The general opinion is, and has been, that once a month is sufficient for residence; it has been 
customary since 1861. 
1898. Mr. Stewart.] And never questioned? And never questioned, except by sending the forms to be 
signed by two respectable persons. 
1899. Mr. Garrett.] Under this system people thought themselves safe in selecting by minors? Yes, and 
also adults. - 
1900. The improvements have always been made to the full extent, as far as you can speak? Yes, I can 
speak for some but not for all; but it is a very hard struggle for any one when the grass right is taken 
from them. 
1901. You have a pretty extensive knowledge of the district? Yes. I may tell you that the Govern-
ment have been in the habit of sending forms to be signed by two respectable persons, and they have been 
signed, and accepted by the Government as a proof of residence. 
1902. Mr. Stewart.] What is the nature of the form ;-does it certify that the selectors have resided? A 
letter comes to the selector worded to the effect that the Government have reason to believe that the 
person named has not complied with, the conditions of residence, and requesting that the enclosed form 
may be signed by two respectable people as evidence that the conditions have been fulfilled; and when 
that has been done it has been accepted. 
1903. Although, in point of fact, it is mere matter of form? Yes. 
1904. The persons who sign know that the child has not resided? I do not see how it is possible for them 
to know; they do not live near enough to know whether the residence has been continuous. In fact it 
has been considered a matter of form. 
1905. There is no difficulty in getting this form signed? There has been no difficulty. 
1906. .21&. Garrett.] Has the Minister declared all these selections forfeited in which there has been non-
residence? All those complained of by the deputation, with the exception of one or two. All of them 
where he has received a report from the surveyor as to non-residence. There was one case-Sherren's 
case-where he was on the ground drawing fencing when the surveyor was measuring the ground, but the 
surveyor reported him non-resident. He resided on the ground occasionally, and was drawing fencing 
stuff from the bush. The material has to be got from some distance, perhaps 20 or 30 miles, where. 
selections are on the open plains of Maneroo. I have to go now 10 or 15 miles. How then is it possible 
for a man to be on his land every night P At all, events this man was there when the surveyor was there. 
1907. Was there a residence on the ground? Yes, it cost £6 or £10. 
1908. What took place when the surveyor came there that day? He measured the ground. 
1909. Did he see anybody there? He must have seen him there:-he could not have escaped seeing him. 
1910. Do you know whether he spoke to him? I cannot say. 
1911. Have you been in the residence yourself? Yes. 
1912. Is it a good ordinary bush residence? Yes, habitable at any time. 
1913. What quantity of fencing was he preparing to put up? He was putting up sheep yards at the time. 
1914. Was there any fencing up at the time? No, he was getting it ready. 
1915. The surveyor reported non-residence? Yes. 
1916. Had that been the man's ordinary residence since he selected? Occasionally; he was not always 
there ; he was drawing stuff for improvements on the land. 
1917. And except at the times he was so occupied it was his residence? Not at all times. 
1918. Chairman.] Had he a wife and family? No, he was a single man. 
1919. Where did he reside generally? He was working at my place. 
1920. Is he a relation of yours? Yes-brother.in-law. 
1921. He had no other abode of his own but that one? No, except that he was at my place. As I said 
before, he was residing on the ground as the generality of selectors there resided on it. 
1922. How many nights in a month would he reside and sleep at your place? I could not say. 
1923. Did he oftener reside at your place than on his selection? Yei; but when I consider the past 

124-N administration 
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Mr. T. administration of the law I cannot see why his selection should be forfeited; it has for the past 
Litchfield. eight months been continually resided on; this has been since the land was surveyed. The cottage and 

improvements are worth eighty pounds (80). 
4 Feb., 1874. 1924. Mr. Garrett.] The selection was not ready,  for permanent residence? No. 

1925. Did he reside on the selection in the ordinary way of which you have spoken within a month? 
Yes, and resided on it occasionally afterwards. 
1926. He had no other selection, had he? No. 
1927. Was he your servant? Yes. 
1928. Was he your servant after he took his selection? Yes. 
1929. Did he take it in his own interest or in yours? In mine, I believe. 
1930. Was there an arrangement that he should give it up to you? Yes, at the expiration of three years, 
if I required it. 
1931. Chairman.] That was very much like a dummy, was it not? We have been compelled.to  select in 
that way to secure the grass rights. 
1932. .Mi. Stewart.] And you have hitherto been allowed to do so? Yes, we have not been pushed so 
sharply. 
1933. Chairman.] The G-overnment are trying to prevent dummyisni? We are told such-and-such a person 
is going to take up our grass right, and we try and secure it with any name we can get. 
1934. Mr. Garrett.] What has been the practice with regard to grass rights in Maneroo up to the present 
time? They were not acknowledged for a long time, until Macaulay and Chisholm's case. 
1935. After that? We held them by paying £2 per section. 
1936. Were you interfered with? No, except in the way of selections being taken on them. I believe some 
have had a great deal of trouble with their grass rights in regard to their not being acknowledged by the 
lessee. 
1937. What was the nature of the selections taken on your grass rights? Similar to those I am taking 
now; and when a residence has been erected and improvements made the declaration has been tendered to 
the land agent and accepted. 
1938. In whose interest? We could not tell. 
1939. Did the parties generally take possession ad go on improving? Shepherds have generally taken 
selections out of the grass rights, and we cannot'tell whether they are for themselves or for the lessee of 
the run. 
1940. Are these selections generally improved and resided on? No-forfeited. 
1941. Are they taken with that intention? Yes. 
192. To drive you off the grass right? Yes. 
1943. In order to meet that, as I understand you, you have had to resort to selection by minors? And 
any person we could get. 
1944. So as to retain sufficient land to support your families? Yes 
1945. That is, you have had to meet this real dummyism by a species of dummyism under which more 
improvement is done than by the other? Yes, but I do not consider any selection a dummy where it has 
been resided on and improved, whether taken by a selector or a squatter in the name of a minor or an 
adult. The generality of the bond jide selectors have taken up the land to improve it, but a shepherd 
makes his selection, and it is reported he has taken it for himself ;-how do we know otherwise? There is 
a selection taken there in thename of Freebody; I asked that man if he ever resided on the ground, and 
he said no, and the land is forfeited; that selection was not taken with the intention of settlement. 
1946. It was taken to frustrate settlement? Yes, certainly, to withhold the land from settlement. 
There are several cases of that kind, where the land has been taken up and forfeited. That is what we 
have to contend with and fight against; in fact since the year 1861. I may state that when the surveyor 
made the first report as to the residence condition not having been complied with in the early Cases, we 
were rather astonished at the report not being taken into consideration by the then Minister for Lands, or 
by the Government, and of course that was what we have been guided by since that time. 
1947. The Minister not having strictly enforced the law then, you thought you could take it for granted 
that the same sort of residence as had been performed then would be accepted in future? Certainly; 
that has been our guide since the year 1861, as to residence. We would not have taken up the land if we 
had known otherwise. 
1948. What will be the effect of this indiscriminate forfeiture of selections made by minors, under this 
new interpretation of the residence condition? The ground will have to be given up; people will have to 
abandon their homes. 
1949. Because the land the parents hold themselves will not be sufficient to maintain sufficient stock to 
support themselves and their families? It does not now; if it was not for carrying and working for 
different parties they would not be able to live upon the ground. 
1950. What will become of the selections? Of course the lessees of runs will purchase them. 
1951. I mean the bon4Jide selections, resided on by the parents? Of course they will not give them up 
until they are compelled. 
1952. Do you think the effect of this sudden change in the administration of the Land law will be to 
induce people to abandon their real bonâjlde holdings? I do not see how they can live upon them. Owing 
to the great panic they have had to take up this land to secure their homes. They have a very hard 
struggle now to improve their selections. 
1953. With the aid of these additional selections? Yes, because they are on the grass right. Perhaps a 
selector has taken up 320 acres, and in virtue of that he is allowed three times the area for a grass right; 
that grass right is no sooner granted than it is pounced upon by some one and destroyed; there is only the 
bare 320 acres left, and that, if the conditions of the Act are fulfilled, costs the purchaser £640 at least, 
at the rate of £2 an acre-1 per acre more than the land is really worth without the grass right; so that 
he could not make a livelihood from the land, if he was depending upon the land alone. 
1954. Chairman.] You think he ought to be allowed to take more land? Yes, and do away with the 
selections by minors. I would allow the parents to select up to eight sections, or 2,560 acres, and not 
permit them to make another selection for ten or twelve years, to prevent monopoly; and not to sell or 
transfer to any person until the expiration of the said term or terms, which would prevent dummyism. I 
am of opinion that this system would encourage the bond fide settler. 

1955. 
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1955. Would you insist upon the conditions of residence and improvement as now? Yes. Mr. J. 
1956. If the conditional purchases made by minors were permitted, by an alteration of the law, to be Litchfield. 
amalgamated with those made by the parents, and required te be improved to the extent of £1 an acre, do 

4 b 1 4 
you think that would cure the evils that have grown up under the present system? I think it would. 

e 

1957. Do you think that would in any way play into the hands of monopolists? I think not;.  the improve- 
ment required would prevent that. 
1958. Do you think persons other than real bond fide selectors' have done any selectors in the names of 
minors on Maneroo? There are some who have taken up selections merely to make something out of 
them; they have taken them up in certain spots where they know they can prevent the stock of those who 
have settled down from feeding, and they know they must be eventually bought out. 
1959. Have these people used the names of children to do it? Not that I know of. 
1960. Are you aware whether there is wide spread dissatisfaction on account of Crown tenants dummying 
with their shepherds and other servants, in order to obstruct bond fide settders? I am. 
1961. Mr. &ewart.] Are there any licensed surveyors resident in your neighbourhood? Yes, there are three. 
1962. Do you know whether any of them are conditional purchasers of Crown Lands? Yes. 
1963. Which of them? Mr. Haylock and Mr. Balmain, I believe. 
1064. Any other? I do not know of any other. 
1965. Do they reside on their conditional purchases? I could not say; Mr. Haylock is iiving 10 miles 
from where I am. 
1966. Is he living on his conditional purchase? I do not know. 
1967. Mr. Gerrettj Where is his conditional purchase? On Mr. Ilyrie's run. 
1968. Mr. &ewart.] Is he a married man? Yes. 
1969. Where does his wife live? In Cooma. 
1970. Is his conditional purchase far from Cooma? About 5 miles. 
1971. Do you know what he does with it? He is improving it-fcncing it. 
1972. Do you know how long it is since he made that selection? I do not; I do not think it is two 
years, but I could not say. 
1973. Mr. Gaftett.] Where is Mr. Balmain's conditional purchase? On the Cooma Creek Run. 
1974. Does he live there? Occasionally; he is all over the country. 
1975. Is he a married man? No. 
1976. How long has he had his conditional purchase? Somewhere about twelve months I think. As to 
a surveyor residing upon his land, as is now required, it is an impossibility. 
1977. Are many selectors in your district carriers? Yes, a great many. 
1978. And they have to be away for months' at a time? Yes, three months, sometimes. 
1979. Are their selections forfeited because they are not there when the surveyor goes? Certainly not. 
1980. Chairman.1 Are the conditional purchasers generally in favour of pre-leases? Yes. 
1981. Are they satisfied with their tenure of them? They would rather have a fixed tenure with the option 
of purchase at a fixed price, (say) lOs. an  acre, so that they might purchase the back land and improve it. 
1982. AIr. Garre.] If they had an increased area they would not want any prelease? No. May I state 
that if these selections are fbrfeited and abandoned those who may buy them afterwards will be able to 
command a great deal of the back land which has no water upon it, so that the Government for years 
would not be able to sell it. It will be of very little use to any other than the parties that own these 
different selections. They command hundreds of thousands of acres of back land. 
1983. If these selections were abandoned and afterwards bought by capitalists the Government would not 
be able to sell the back land? No, they would be the property of the capitalists as long as they like to 
hold them. These parts are useless, except as shelter for stock and campingplaces on dry ground. I 
mean in some localities. If the area was increased the present holders would buy the back land. 

T1TU2SDAY, 4 JUI%TE, 1874. 

1zsnt 
Mn. STEWAET, I Mu. TUNKS. 

JAMES AUGUSTINE CUNNEEN, ESQ., IN THE OHAIR. 
William Blackman, Esq., called in and examined :- 

1984. Cltairmanj In July, 1872, you were requested to furnish the Committee with certain returns about W. Blaekma., 
pro-leases ;-are you now in a position to furnish them? The returns will be completed in about a fort- 1Esq. 

night from the present time. Perhaps you will allow me to explain how it is they are not ready now 
After the Committee asked me for the returns, I informed the Under Secretary for Lands that it would June, 1874,  

be impossible to prepare them without extra clerical assistance. There was a great rush of work at that 
time in the department, and assistance could not then be given; but it was given as soon as it could be 
spared, and the returns are now in hand. They are not completed, and it will take quite a fortnight to 
complete them. At the time I speak of, the rush of work in the department was in fact so great that it 
was fbund absolutely necessary to put the Leasing branch entirely under the control of a single individual; 
and that gentleman is now preparing the returns which this Committee asked for. I thought they would 
have been ready three weeks ago but when some of the items came to be examined, it was found that addi- 
tional work would be required to be done; and that will occupy about a fortnight from the present time. 
1985. After the lapse of nearly two years since the returns were asked for? Not two years, I think. 
1986. Two years within a month; they were asked for on the 24th July, 1872? The facts are as I have 
stated them. 
1987. They were asked for again on the 27th of January, 1873. Is it impossible that they could be 
furnished to the Committee within a week? Well, I will endeavour to get them ready in that time, if it 
is a matter of great importance. By making extra exertions the returns might be ready in a week's time. 
1988. You are aware of the precise nature of the returns required? Oh yes-quite aware. 
1989. I may mention that it is highly desirable that the returns should be completed and furnished within 
a week? If it is possible by any means to prepare them in that time I have no doubt they will be 
prepared. 
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APPENDIX. 

(A.) 

[Handed in by Mr. Broadribb, 9 October, 1873.] 

W. A. Broadribb and others to The Secretary for Lands, Sydney. 

September, 1873. 

WE the undersigned, Licensees of Crown Lands in the Colony of New South Wales, are desirous respectfully to draw your 
attention to certain abuses connected with the operation of the "Crown Lands Alienation Act of 1861," which, are highly 
prejudicial to public interests and to the equitable rights of the pastoral tenants of the Crown 

1st. Dummyism. 2nd. Conditional selections in the names of minors. 3rd. The permission of selection upon 
Crown Lands, the survey- of which has been directed in consequence of special application or of selection during 
the period of advertisement for sale by auction, viz., for one to three months, in accordance with clause 23, the 
survey of such land having been actually obtained by the deposit of sixpence per acre several months previously 
by the person applying to have said lands brought to auction. 

Dummyism, or selection by agents who do not comply with the conditions of residence and improvements, has been 
practised to an alarming extent; indeed, it is well known that organizations are being set on foot to free-select the entire of 
certain runs in Riverina for speculative purposes and not for bond fide settlement; we would beg leave earnestly to urge upon 
the Government the necessity of a searching investigation into all suspicious cases, and where the conditions of improvement 
and residence (see clause 18) have not been complied with, would submit that the land should be declared absolutely forfeited 
and brought to auction. The present practice of allowing the forfeited lots, after having been advertised for sale by auction, to 
be conditionally selected again up to the day of sale by the friends or agents of the former applicant, only perpetuates the 
original sham selections. 

In cases where selections have been made in the names of minors we would also urge the adoption of a similar course to 
that recommended in the case of dummies, and an actual sale by auction of the forfeited lots, without any right of ro.selection, 
prior to such sale. 

Permitting conditional selection up to the day of sale upon country lands advertised to be sold by auction is a very 
serious hardship to the applicant, who deposited in advance sirpence per acre for having such lands surveyed, and thus gave a 
guarantee of his intention to pay at least the upset price of £1 per acre if brought to the hammer. The public 
Treasury is also in the meantime a loser to the extent of 15s. per acre, when one man is permitted to select surveyed 
land at 5s. per acre for which another is willing to pay 20s. per acre. If both parties are desirous to get the same area the 
Government should let them decide the matter in the auction-room. 

The privilege of re-selecting forfeited country, or of selecting up to day of sale country lands surveyed and advertised to 
be sold by auction, is not provided for in the Act of 1861, or in the Regulations of 1st November, 1861, framed for carrying that 
Act into effect, but ari8es from a subsequent modification which does not appear to have been originally contemplated in the 
scope of the Act. 

This being at the utmost only a "reguiation," it is to be hoped you will see the justice and expediency of causing it to 
be speedily cancelled. 

We have, &c., 

W. A. Broadribb, Lachlan. 
James Cochran, Widgiewa, Murrumbidgee Districtt, 
George Dill, Eli Elwah, do. 
W. B. Lorker, Burragorang, do. 
James Osbourne, Momalong, do. 
H. Creswick Diewab do. 
Walter Williamson, Yanga, do. 
J. B. Godfray, Pervency, do. 
Wm. Peterson, Jerilderie, do. 
J. M. Gibbs, Cobran, do. 
George Williamson, O'Brien's Creek, do. 
William Williamson, Gunabil, do. 
Henry Osbourne, Momalong, do. 
For F. & J. Learmonth, G. Mair, Gungal, do. 
W. B. Virgo, Mathoura, do. 
John Blyth, Tuppal, do. 
M'Farland Brothers, Barago, do. 
John Cochran, Burrabogie, do. 
R. &. A. M'Farland, Melangerin, Lachlan. 
John fore, Albury or flume District. 
J. F. Jeffray, Murrumbidgee. - 
William Sloane, do. 
M. Loughnan, do. 
James B]ackwood and Charles Ibbotson, Wanganella North. 
Samuel Wilson, Yaneo. 
Thomas Jillott, Lachlan District. 
Hebden & Sons, Murrumbidgee District. 
G. Macleay, Togamain, do. 
John O'Shannassy, Moira. 

[Handed 
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Ap1'ElqDIx. 101 

[Handed in by the Hon. ,Tokn O'S1thnacsy, 16 October, 1873.] 

B. 

SCHEDULE A. 

Application for License under Part II of "TJee Land Act, 1869." 

I, of* do hereby solemnly and sincerely declare, on oath, 
that on the day of at - o'clock, I placed conspicuous posts or cairns of stones, 
with notices thereon, at the corners of the allotment for which I hereby make application, under Part II of the Land Act, 
1869, as more particularly described hereunder; that I have not taken up a pre-emptive right; that I have not selected under 
any previous Land Act or Acts the maximum number of acres allowed by this Act; that no selection made by me under any 
previous Land Act or Acts has been forfeited or cancelled for the evasion of the provisions of any such Land Act or Acts; and 
that the area I now desire to obtain would not, if added to the area already selected by me under any previous Land Act or 
Acts, exceed 320 acres; that I am not under eighteen years of age: t 
And I further declare as aforesaid that, with respect to this application, I am not an agent, or a servant of, or a trustee for 
any other person; that I have not entered into any agreement to permit any other person to acquire, by purchase or otherwise, 
the allotment in respect of which this application is made, or.any part thereof, or my interest therein, or the usufruct thereof; 
that it is my intention to reside thereon if the allotment be granted to me. 

And I make this solemn declaration, on oath, conscientiously believing the same to be true, by virtue of the provisions 
of the Land Act, 1869, and of the provisions of an Act of the Parliament of Victoria, rendering persons making a false 
declaration punishable for wilful and corrupt perjury. 

Signature ................................. 

Occupation .............................. 

Address.................................... 

Solemnly and, sincerely declared, on oath, at in the Colony of Victoria, this 
day of one thousand eight hundred and seventy- before me, 
one of Her Majesty's Justices of the Peace in the Colony of Victoria. 

Situation and areaDescription of the land applied for,. 
of allotment applied for, if previously surveyed, or forming part Report of Land Officer. Report by District Surveyor. 
if previously surveyed, only of a surveyed allotment. 

County 

Parish 

Allotment 

Section 

Date audhour of receipt of application Date when received from 
Land Officer. 

Amounti of fees deposited ... Report: 

Date of transmission of application to 
District Surveyor. 

Extent Land Officer. I District Surveyor. 

Office hours from 11 a.m. to 2 p.m.; Saturdays, 11 am. to 12 noon. 

No. 24. 
Lisco Acrr, 1869—(Section 19, part H). 

No. 7 / 
Date 

Received 

applies for acres roods perches, allotment 

District &erveyor'.e Report. 
Questions 

Is the land applied for, or any portion thereof, within the areas shown 
on plans as probably auriferous 2 . 

Has the land, or any part of it, been previously selected under sections 
7, 12, or,42 of the Amending Land Act, 1865, or any other Land 
Act? If so, give particulars 2 

13. Has the land, or any part of it, been at any time offered for sale at 
auctionP ........................................................................... 

4. Is it now, or any part of it, reserved, or has it been reserved at any 
time? If so, for what purpose > ............................................. 

section parish of 

Report. 

Circular No. ) Considered by the Local Land Board, held at on 
5 187 and recommended that this application be 

Licensed No. 
Issued [Handed 

* here state fully the place of abode and the occupation of the applicant. 
f If the applicant be a female insert (as the case may be) the words "That I am not a married woman," or "That I am a married roman, but 

that 1 have obtained a decree of judicial separation." 



4000 1 40()0 1 4000 1 4000 

J P B A 
14 10 9 5 

8 320 acres. 8 320 acres. 8 820 acres. 9 320 acre 
a a a 

4000 - 40.00 4000 4000 

K L M N 0 
15 16 7 18 13 

0 0 
320 acres. 8 320 acres. 8 32 0 acres. 320 acres. 320 acre 

233' 
P. A. Jennings, 
173 acres 2 roods. 

277 
P. A. Jennings. 
137 acres 1 rood. 

27a. 
P. A. Jennings. 
238 acres 2 roods. 

227 
P. A. Jennings, 
146 acres 2 roods. 
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102 APPENDIX. 

[Handed in by Mr. ,Tameson, 20 .November, 1873.] 

C. 

Parishes of Warbrcoan and Citgathen.—Plan A, showing 9 blocks taken up by the Murray family. 

8000 8000 

H 0 230 
9 12 9 7 P. A. Jennings, 

f3 110 acres. 

320 acres. 320 acres. 

I G D B 
13 11 8 6 

226 
8 320 acres. 8 320 acres. 9 320 acres. 9 320 acres. P. A. Jennings, 

a 183acres. 

40.00 I 4000 I 4000 I 4000 I 4000 

[Handed in by Mr. Mayger, 24 Hovember, 1873.] 

D 3. 
SuRvsvING PROCESS. 

A B 

160 acres. 163 acres. 

Total 323 acres-3 acres in excess. 

Reported style of surveying on Mathoura and on Boonook Runs, Nov. 15, 1873. 



APPENDIX. 

[Handed in by Mr. .3fayger, 25 .Yovem.ber, 1873.] 

D4. 

103 

W IE  

Plan to illustrate alleged "clashing" between Cheriton and Landale's selections. 

 

D 5. 

STYLE OP GRASS Rrnn!rs.—(To illustrate Rogers's case.) 

Cond. Purchase. 

a 

Grass right. Grass right. Grass right. Cond. Purchase. 

C 1, a b 

Cond. Purchase. 

C 

[PLANS.] 

Sydney: Thomaa Richards, Government Printer.-1874. 





08. 

[lb.Mr. .Tarne8ois'8 Evidence, 20 November, 1873.] 

RESERVE 89. MOIRL 

167 

I 168 89 90 91 104 

J. Joachim Sop. Joachim 

1411 &C?83 
06 
i gerald 

100 a. I P. 320 320 a. C . a I 
95  I 86 87 88 92 J. 

J. Allen  

169 166 165 Allen 94 

[ J. 
J. 

O'Shauassy Selina Joachim Ann Joachl Allen 

320 a. 30 a. C. I. 320 a. 64 o 79 ,,'I k.0 81 83 83 

122a 3r 119a. ir. 

74 / 
/ 

IOOa. 160 a. 

5 159 I 163 I 164 JO'S. / 4 02a  

J. Relly L Atkinsou* Palmer W. Joachim JaL Joachim 
- ________ 

65 66 68 PV77  80 82 84 rA 320 a. 320 a. 320 a. 320 a. 320 a. 

I 
a 2r J. Shanassy 160 a. 160 a. 

80a.1 
johmston  

I I 
80a. 80 0w. 

3 160 162 161 

64 6 I 1 / 4/7. 60 Cl 62 63 
11. Milla.ge' A. Atklnaon* I Gm. JoachimH. B. Joachim 

320 a. I 
146a. 2r. J.O'S. RF$RVE I ba. bOa. bOa. 160 a. 160 a. 

820 a. 320 a. 520 a. 320 a. 

80aj  

H / RESERVE No.90.  

RESERVE 

61 I 52 I 64 I 65 I 56 1 37 

H 

S 

Tracing of Joachim's selections and three others (marked 5). On the latter, htt., ai,nilar to iUutration were found on 10 Noenber, 1873. 



80 

R.&A.L 

-DI. 

(2 MJ{agei Evrdce)  94 .i1''v? Ió'7i} 

18 

320 acres F.&axsuEs OP M1DXWA AND COOXAGAB!. 

Showing five Condilional Purchases made by Mr. Aitken (Messis 

Landale's overseer), as agent for Charles Goverd,* John Blaekwood,t 

Donald M'Leod, Frank M,Kenzie,§ and John Smith,lI on Sep. 

tember 11, 1873, 'which were afterwards puichased at auction by 

I Messrs. Landale on September 26, 1873, 

. 11 1 1 
JJ 

10 

320 acres. I AIl. 320 acres. 

MM 
14 

220 acres. 

I LL 
12 

320 acres. 

25 

B. & A. Landale. 

820 acres. 

1 2 3 

150 acres. 6 sea. 320 acres. 

DD EE 
GG 

4$ Sf 

320 acres. 320 acres. 
6 

320 acres. 320 acres. 
Charles Goverd. John Blsckwcod. 

25 - 51 

B. & A. Landale. 303 2 320 acres, 
220 acres. 820 acres. 

163 acres. John Smith. 

acres r 

vv 

39 40 
BR SS T1 = , 120 acres. 

41 42 43 44 
xx 

20 

265 acres 2 roods. 306 aeg. 

acres. 273 acres 2 roods. 265 acres 2 roods 265 acres. 292 

 

47 

B. & A. Landale. Donald WIod. l'rank M'Kenzls. Jas. Hessian. Patrick Hessian. ww 
265 acres. 

2 

163 acres 1 rood. 46

20 acres, less road 

 

Road 3 chaIns wide. Mana Hessian yy 

36 85 34 33 32 31 
48 

292 acres. 

so 
I N N 

(3. 14} 



/) 

No 187'3.) 

}es cZ&7we ala' a& 

£77?í 2fO7o3zxz$sys 'a' 

(Szq. i,4) 



(' % ]f Mc7y9e? 7rweiwe £5 A'2 1974i 

e8&7vei .3O, cz 37 W7Z, cv Crowiz- cznd& 4ge7zz ]'Zziz- 

wole- 1i lzid' d ri'ed a esre YO2 th, 6cz,ei2e re17ed o. 

25 Gzzyi 80 a 8eZez t heoiz&serve 9O4'. 

D 75 Hrd79 i5e a2Zoved czj corre&. 

E. 7j dcZitm- ,iczrk..ecZ' err€YO, &'- mzcZe-o7z' 

JVe,wPZw?.' az 7z 3ho7i 

ZOTl.' th PZw- Guycer 3eZee.d /3o7n-' 

J4) 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

EAST MAITLANIJ RESERVE. 
(RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE OF TRUSTEES FOR.) 

Ordered by the Legielative Aesembly to be priited, 29 .Tauary, 1874. 

RETTJRN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 
South Wales, dated 14 November, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table 
of this House,— 

Copies of the Accounts of the Trustees of the East Maitland Reserve, 
"from 1st January, 1861, to 1st November, 1873, showing in detail the 
"Receipts and Expenditure of the Trustees." 

(2k1r. Scholey.) 

361— 
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lEAST MAITLAND RESERVE. 

A DETAirED Account of the Receipts and Expenditure of the East Maitland Park Reserve, to 1st 
November, 1873. 

Die. 

1861. £ S. d. 1861 £ s. d. 
31 Dec. ... 265 14 10 4 Nov. 164 12 10 To Balance .......................... By Fencing ......................... 

100 0 0 24 .......,, Clearing ground .............. 
Interest ........................ ..1 2 0 

9 2 265 14 10 265 14 10 

1862. 

3]. Dec....... 

1862. 
31 Dec. ... 40 0 0 1 Jan. 265 14 10 
31 ,, ... 245 1210 Interest ........................ 19 18 0 

To Rent ............................. 
 Balance .......................... 

2 

31 Dec...... 
By Balance .......................... 

£ 285 12 10 285 12 10 

1863. 1863. 

. .  

31 Dec. ... 36 0 0 1 Jan. By Balance ........................ 245 12 10 
31 ... 

To Rent ............................. 
 Balance ....................... 231 66 Interest ........................ 21 138 

£ 
31 Dec...... 

£ 267 6 6 267 6 6 

.. 

. .  

1864. 1864. 
2 2 6 By Balance ........................ 231 6 6 

2 Dec ,, ,............................ 2 0 0 
1 Jan. .... 

1 5 0 
28 Oct. .... 

24  85 0 0 
21 June ..... 
11 Aug 

, Advertising .................... 
1 6 3 

. 
31 232 0 3 

  .................... 
15 0 0  Fencing .......................... 
0 15 0 

,, ,.............................. 
Balance .......................... 

31 Dec 21 10 0 

To Rent ............................ 

£ 
Advertising .................... 

£ 271 2 9 

.  

271 2 9 

1865. 1865. 

 Interest .......................... 

- -  
3 Jan. ... To Rent ............................. 2 1 6 By Balance ............ ............ 232 0 3 
Feb. ...  ,. ........................... 2 0 0 20 0 0 
8 May ...  ,............................ 2 2 6 0 14 3 
8 June ...  ,............................ 2 0 0  Locks ........................... 
4 July ... 2 0 0  Repairing road ............... 

..0 4 6 

21 Nov. ... 0 18 0 

1 Jan. .... 

31 Dec. ... 

 Advertising .................... 

 Legal expenses 
..6 5 0 

9 15 6 
31 Dec. ...  ,............................ 9 15 6 

. .  

31 ,...... 24 14 0 
31 ,, ... 272 16 0 

. .   Gates .......................... 
.. 

£ 
, Interest .......................... 

£ 29313 6 

. .  

29313 6 

1866 

,, ,.............................. 

1866. 
1 Jan. ... 

,, ,.............................. 

25 0 0 

. .  

1 Jan. ... 272 16 0 
2 Feb. ... 

, Balance .......................... 

To Rent ............................ 
1 5 0 1 11 ...  Allowance to tenant for ............................... 
1 5 0 12 10 0 

1 May ... 15 0 0 31 Dec. ... 20 18 0 
210  0 

4June ... 

10 Mar.................................... 

,, ,............................ 1 5 0 
1 July ...  ,............................ 12 10 0 
10 ,, ... 
8Aug. ,............................ 

1 5 0 
1 5 0 

By Balance .......................... 

floods ....................... 

... 
10 Sept. ... 

,, .. ............................... 

,, ,............................ 1 5 0 

 Interest .......................... 

8Oct. ... 
,, ,............................... 

, ,............................ 

... 

. .  

1 5 0 
8Nov. ... ,, ,. ........................... 1 5 0 
iDec. ... 710 0 

.  

10 ... 
,, ,.............................. 
 ,.............................. 

. .  

. .  

1 5 0 
31 ,, ... 232 9 0 

.  

£ £ 306 4 0 306 4 0 

1867. 1867. 
1 Jan. ... 12 10 0 1 Jan. ... By Balance ....................1 232 9 0 
7 " 

 ,.............................. 

To Rent ............................. 
1 5 0 0 12 0 

,, ,............................ 1 .3 4 Mar.  11 4 3 
4 Mar.  1 3 4 June  Repairing fence 1 0 0 
6 Feb...... 

8 April 

" ............................... 
,, ,. ........................... 1 3 4 9 Nov....... 39 3 5 

1 May 

. .  

15 0 0 31 Dec..... 20 6 0 
6 ,, 1 3 4 
liJune ... 

 , .............................. 

.. ........................... . .  

1 3 4 

 Advertising .................... 

iJuly ...  ,. ........................... 

.. 

810 o• 1 " 
,, ,.............................. 

0 0 
9 ,, .. . 

 ............................... 
1 3 4 1 3 4 

 Making dam ................. 

19 Sept. ... 
................................. .. 

1 3 4 

, Fencing ....................... 
Interest ......................... 

12 Oct. ... 
,, , .............................. 

l2Aug. .................................... 

 ,............................ 1 3 4 ... 
7 10 0 

9 ,, . . . 
 ,.............................. lNov. .................................... ,, ,............................5 0 0 

9 ,, . . . ,, ,............................1 3 4 1 3 4  ... .31 
23 Dec. ................................. 

 alance........................ 227 3 0 
9 £ 
.. 
30414 8 30414 8 

Cx. 
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D. CR. 

1868. £ s. d. 1868. £ s. d. 
1 Jan To Rent ........................... 8 10 0 1 Jan. ... By Balance 227 3 0 

2 6 8 31 Dec. ... ,, Interest ........................ 19 14 0 
11 April  ,. ........................... 2 6 8 
8May 

,, , ............................... 
,, ,. ........................... . .  

20 0 0 
12June ,. ........................... 

. 
2 6 8 

4July 1 3 4 
16 ,, 710 0 
16 15 0 0 
5 August 1 3 4 

7 10 0 

, ............................. 

1 3 4 
13Oct 

 , ............................. 
,, , ............................. 

,. ........................... 1 3 4 
10 Nov. 

,, ,............................. 

1 3 4 

,, , ............................. 
710 0 

31 Dec. 

2 Sept. . . . . . .  

 ,............................. 
,............................. 

 ,............................. 168 0 4 

£246 

.  

.  

17 0 £246 

.  

17 0 

1869. 1869. 

4 Jan. 2 6 8 By Balance ........................ 168 0 4 

11 Feb..... 

8 0 0 8 March ,, Repairing fence 1 10 0 
25 ,, ,, ,........................... 7 10 0 ,, Interest ........................ 11 11 0 

1 3 4 
.  
.  

8March 1 3 4 
17April  ,. ........................... 1 3 4 

10 ...... 

21May  ,. ........................... 1 3 4 

14 ......,, 

16 June, 7 10 0 
17 ,, 1 3 0 

To Rent ............................ 

710 0 
5 July  ,. ........................... 7 0 0 
12 ,, 

,.............................  , ............................. 

, ..............................20 0 0 
22 ,, 

5  . . . . . . . .  

1 3 4 

9 Feb. ....,, 

13Sept. 

 ,............................. 
 ,............................. 

 ,. ........................... 2 6 8 
15 ,, 

,............................. 

 1) ........................... 12  0 0 
17 Nov. 

 , ............................. 
2 6 8 

23 ....... 

18Dec.  ............... . ............. 710 0 
31 ,, 

 , .............................
,, Balance ......................... 90 1 8 

1 Jan. ..... 

£ 

31 Dec....... 

£ 

.  

.  

.  

.  

181 1 4 181 1 4 

. 1870. 1870. 

3 Jan. ... 15 0 0 1 Jan. ... 90 1 8 
13 ,, ... 2 6 8 31 May ... ,, Interest ......................... 6 10 8 
1 March ... 7 10 0 31 Dec. ,., ,, Balance ........................ 2. 1 0 
28 ,, ... ,............................2 6 8 
9May ...  ,. ........................... 12 0 0 
9 ,, ... 10 0 0 

By Balance .......................... 

9 ,, .. . ,, ,............................. 7 0 0 
GJune ... 20 0 0 
27 Sept. ... ,, ,. ........................... 7 10 0 

. .  

. .  

19Dec. ...  ,............................ 710 0 
27 ,, ... 710 0 

To Rent ............................ 

£ £ 9813 4 9813 4 

1871. 

 ,............................. 
 ,............................. 

,, , ............................. 

1871. 

1 Jan. 

 ,............................. 

To Balance ........................ 2 1 0 7 March ... 5 0 0 
9 ,, 

,, ,............................. 

. 7 0 0 1 July ... ,, Allowance to tenant for 
7 Mar ,, ,. ........................... 15 0 0 ' 

By Slabbing dam ................. 
Hoods ........................ 7 0 0 

26 May  ,. ........................... 7 10 0 14 Aug. ... ,, Commission .................... 3 11 6 
12 Aug 

,, Rent ............................ 

,; ,. ...................... ..... 15 0 0 31 Dec. ... ,, Balance .......................... 53 9 6 
12 710 0 
4Nov  ,............................ 710 0 

710 0 lDec. ............................. 
£ £ 69 1 0 

.  

.  

.  .  

.  

.  

.  
69 

.. 

1 0 
1872. 1872. 

1 Jan. 53 9 6 8 Jan. ... 0 7 6 
14 0 0 9 ,, ... By Commission ................... ,, Legal expenses ............... 1 1 0 ,, ,............................ 5 0 0 1 May ...  Commission ................... . 1 10 0 19 March  ,. ........................... .25 0 0 2 Oct; ... 21 5 0 

18 June ... 
20 Aug. ... 

To Balance ......................... 

7 
7 
10 10 0 0 4 Dec. ... 

31 ,, ... 
,, Fencing ....................... 

33 
62 
5 11 0 0 

8 ,...... 
14 ...... 

11 Dec. 

, Rent ............................ 
 ,............................. 

7 10 0 ;, ,.............................  ,............................. 
£ 

,, ,, ....................... ,, Balance ... ....................... 

£ 11919 6 11919 6 
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DR. Ca. 

1873. £ s. d. 1873. £ s. d. 

1 Jan To Balance 62 11 0 4 Feb By Gate posts 1 10 0 
14 0 0 8 April ,, Improving ground 20 0 0 

28 April ... ,, ,. ........................... 6 15 0 9 ,, ... 21 13 4 
5 May ... 13 0 0 7 May ... ,, Gates ........................... .3 0 0 
11 ... 3 12 9 

. .  

9 ,, .. 27 3 0 
23 ... 

 Agistment....................... 
7 10 0 12 ... 

,, Fencing ....................... 

 Improving ground 12 7 0 

. .  

14 Feb..... 

15 July ... 

 ,. 
.............. ..... ..... ..... 

 Rent ............................. 
6 0 0 26 ,, ... 

,, Fencing.......................... 

11 12 3 

,, Rent ............................ 

12 0 0 ,, Legal expenses ............... 16 14 4 
1 Nov. ... ,, Balance ........................ 11 8 10 

,................................ 
17 .................................... 

£ 

2 Aug...... 
 Accountant .................... 

£ 125 8 9 125 8 9 

. .  

. .  

1873. 

1 Nov. ... To Balance ........................ . 11 8 10 

Sydney: Thomas Itichards, Government Printer.-1874. 
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- 1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

RESERVE ON BYRON RUN. 
(PETITION RESPECTING—FARMERS OF INVERELL,) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 31 March, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales, in Parliament assembled. 

The Petition of Farmers and others, resident in the district of Inverell, in the Colony of New 
South Wales,— 

HUMBLY Suowmru :- 

That it is the intention of the Government to subdivide and alienate the Reserve number 123, 
situate on the Byron Bun, in the district of New England. 

That a large number of conditional purchasers selected land on the north and west sides of the 
town of Inverell, adjacent to and adjoining the said Reserve, mainly for the purpose of securing a right-
of-way to waterthrough, and grazing their stock upon, the said Reserve. 

That owing to the fact of the whole of the vacant Crown Lands adjoining the said Reserve having 
been sold, if the intention of the Government is carried out the residents adjacent to the said Reserve for 
some considerable distance will have no turn out whatever for their stock, and the continued enclosures 
will prevent them from having any access to water. 

Your Petitioners would therefore humbly pray that your Honorable House will be pleased to cause 
the said Reserve to be proclaimed a permanent Common, or that such steps may be taken in the premises 
as to your Honorable House may seem expedient. 

And your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c. 

[Here follow 118 Signatures.] 

[3d.] 504— 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

* NE W SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVES ON ROAD FROM WILLOW-TREE TO NARRABRI.) 

Ordered by the Leqislative Assembly to be printed, 12 Hovember, 1873. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 

South Wales, dated 28th October, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of 

this House,— 

"A Return showing the number of Reserves on the Road from Willow-tree 

"to Narrabri, the extent of each Reserve, where situated, the date of 

"proclamation, and the purpose for which - dedicated." 

(Mr. Dangar.) 

217- 
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C1OWN LANDS. 

RESERVES on Road from Willow-tree to Narrabri, Pastoral District of Liverpool Plains. 

Gazette No. of Reserve. 

1 47 

502 

501 

Situation. Date of 
I Notification. I Furpose. 

Boramble Creek, Dury Run ...................22 Dec., 1865 Water supply, under 
A (1 T A Act 640 22 Dec., 1865 do. 

640 Quirindj Creek, Dury Run ..................... 22 Dec., 1865 do. 
3,840 

Coeypolly Creek, Dury Run .................. 

Nicholas Lagoon, junction of Quirindi and 24 Dec., 1861 
. 

do. 
Coeypolly Creeks. 

320 22 Dec., 1865 do 
940 Breeza and Coeypolly Road, 8 chains wide 21 Nov., 1871 Drift way for stock. 
1,430 

Dirty Lagoon, Walhollow Run ................

Mooki River and Breeza, and Coeypolly 24 Dec., 1861 Travelling stock. 
Road, adjoining S. Clift's 390 acres, and 

12,800 Breeza and Gunnedah Road, 42 chains wide 
20 Dec., 1872 
18 April, 1871, Drift way for stock. 
and 

840 Mooki River, Breeza Run (West and East) 
7 June, 1872 
11 Mar., 1868 Water supply. 

1,920 22 Dec., 1865 do. 
1,920 

Mooki River, Longpoint 'West Run ...........
Mooki River, Battery Reserve, Pullaming 8 May, 1868 do. 
Run. 

4,960 Mooki River, at Pullaming; this reserve 24 Dec., 1861 do. 
crosses the river. 

320 Mooki River, Gunnedah West Run .......... 3 Aug., 1866 do. 
Population reserve-27i square miles, temporary commonage, Gunnedah, Counties of Pottinger 

and Nandewar; notified 16 June, 1868, under Crown Lands Occupation Act. 
1,304 10 Oct., 1868, Water supply, under 4 Namoi River, Cowmore Run ................... 

and section C. L. A. Act. 

1,430 
1 Aug., 1873 
31 May, 1870, Refuge and water supply Namoi River, Dubbledah ...................... 
and 

1 Auo 1873  

40 
41 

County of Buckland ' 

44 
64 
*9 

-455 

292 
35 
330 

4 

184 

Area. 

acres 
640 

I- 
A 

of 

I1 720 Gulligal, part of Town Reserve .................24 Dec. , 1861 Extension of town and 

350 575 At 18-mile tree, Gunnedah and Narribri 29 June, 1869 

County of Pottinger. 
I 
417 629 

Road, Namoi River, Milchengourie Run. 
Namoi River, at boundary dividing Namoi 31 May, 1870 
Hut and Milchengourie Run. 

351 800 Namoi River and Cox Creek, adjoining 29 June, 1869 
southern boundary of Bogabri, Michen-
gourie Run. 

423 665 At Bogabri ........................................ 31 May, 1870 

352 274 Namoi River, between Bogabri and lugelow, 
and Halloway's 639 acres, Namoi Hut Run 

29 June, 1869 

104 2,560 Namoi River, near Rock Inn, Namoi Hut 26 Nov., 1867 
Run. 

337 472 Namoi River, between 7 and 8'mile tree 10 Oct., 1868 

1336 

from Bogabri to Turrawan, Henryandic 
Run, 

374 Namoi River, at 10:mile tree, Bogabri and 10 Oct., 1868 
Turrawan ,Road, Henryandic Run. 

332 758 Namoi River, at Oaky Point, Baam Ba 10 Oct., 1868 
South Run. 

333 190 Namoi River, at 17-mile tree, Bogabri and 10 Oct., 1868 
Turrawan Road. 

1 11 
424 

960 
711 

Turrawan, Namoi River, Turrawan Run... 
Adjoining southern boundary of Turrawan, 

24 Dec., 1861 
31 May, 1870 

Namoi River. 
County of White , 341 850 Namoi River, at the northern end of the 10 Oct., 1868 

I Broadwater, Turrawan Run: 
I 418 590 Namoi River, at the bridge crossing of 31 May, 1870 

Gunnedah and Narrabri Road, Turraw an 
l. Run. 
1259 80 Namoi River, at the bridge crossing of 5 July, 1867 
I Gunnedah and Narribri Road, Turrawan 

340 326 
Rnn, Terriaro Run. 
Namoi River, at the junction of Bullewa 10 Oct., 1868 County of Nandewar . Creek, Tiberenah Run. 

5,000 7 Aug., 1873 

384 960 

Temporary Common; Narribri ................. 

Adjoining Narribri population reserve, 1 Oct., 1869 
L Namoi River, Tiberenah Run. 
(468 4,800 Cisrlewis Swamp, Gunnedah and Breeza 19 Dec., 1870 

.ounty of Pottinger 
j 478 280 

Road. 
Between Breeza and Gunnedah new Road 12 Nov., 1873 
and Mooki River. 

No.—The reserves in the above schedule have been made under theprovisions of the 4th ee 
ienation Act of 1861 only, and, with the exception of those marked °, are still under pastoral lease 
The reserves marked * have been withdrawn from pastoral lease, but not permanently dedicat 

the 5th section of the Crown Lands Alienation Act. 
Temporary commons have been notified under the provisions of the Crown Lands Occupation 

[3d.) 
Sydney: Thomas Richards, Government l'rinter.-1873. 

water supply. 
Water supply. 

do. 

do. 

Pending appropriation 
for commonage, Bogabr 
Water supply. 

do. 

do. 

do. 

Water supply, under 4 
sec. C. L. A. Act. 
do. 

Town and water supply. 
Pending appropriation 
of commonage. 
Water supply. 

do. 

do. 

do. 

Temporary common, 
Crown Lands Oc. Act. 
Water supply, C. L. A. 
Act, 4 soc. 
do. 

Access to water. 

tion of the Crown Lands 

sd under the provisions 

Act, 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W, SOUTH WALES. 

CROWN LANDS. 
(RESERVES ON ROAD. BETWEEN WOLLOMBI AND WISEMAN'S FERRY.) 

Ordered by t1e Leq'islative Assenb1y to be printed, 17 December, 1873. 

RETURN to an Order made by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 

South Wales, dated 5 December, 1873, That, there be laid upon the Table of 

this House,— . 

"A Return showing the number of Reserves on the road from Wollombi 

"to Wiseman's Ferry, the, extent of each Reserve, and where situated." 

(lift. Cvmmeen) 

Reserve. Extent. . Situation. 

acres 

1,400 Mount Manning. 

For approach to Wiseman's Ferry. 

160 Adjoining north boundary of M'Donald's northern 
portion of 100 acres. 

No. 12 Reserve ........................... 

Reserve ...........................40 

Do 160 Mount M'Quoid. 

Village Reserve ........................... 

160 About 1 mile northerly of Mount Lockyer. Do ............................ 

160 About 1 mile southerly of Mount Lockyer. Do. .......................... 

. 160 About a mile northerly of ridge, eater1y from Do ......................... 
Mount M'Leod. 

Do ......................... 160 Snodgrass Valley. 

& 

{3d.J 310— 
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1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES. 

PARRAMATTA PARK. 
(RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE PROM 1865 TO 1872, INCLUSIVE.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be prisifed, 11 &pember, 1873. 

RETURN to an Order thade by the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New 
South Wales, dated 2 April, 1873, That there be laid upon the Table of this 
House,— 

A Return showing the amount of Rent and Agistment Fees or 
"Charges received by the Trustees of the Parramatta Park, in each year, 
"from the 1st January, 1865, to the 31st December, 1872, distinguishing 

the amount received for rent from that of agistment. 
A Return showing the expenditure by the said Trustees during the 

"above-mentioned period. 
A Return showing the number of Meetings called and held during the 

"years 1871 and 1872, and the names of the Trustees who attended the 
"same." 

(Mr. Taylor.) 

55—. 
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PAZRRAMATTA PARK. 

No. 1. 

STATEMENT of Receipts of the Parramatta Park. 

From Aug. £ s.d. 
202 14 5 Received Rent of stalls 

£s.d. 
0 15 0 1865, 

Received for agistment ................ 
 Rent of Old Govern- July, 1870 

............... 
92 16 2 

ii to 25 0 0 100 0 0 from Racecourse 2 0 0  from stalls 1 17 0 Jan. 1866W 
ment House .............. 

 from Acclimatisatjon 

,, for agistment .............. 

 Rent from Race Corn- 
2 15 0 up to 6 0 0 Society ..................... 

for agistment ............. 226 11 6  Rent from Old Govt. to July,  Rent from stalls and 
mittee ..................... 

48 15 0 1866 booths, £4 3s.; Govern- Jan., 1871 
House .................... 

 for agistment ............. 110 10 11 ment House, £25 29 3 0 

 by Govt. grant............. 
.................. 

 Rent from Old Govt. 
u to p 

129 17 8 50 0 0 
 fi-orn Racecourse Corn- up to 0 3 0 

2 5 0 ., Rent from Race Corn- Jan., 1867  Rent from Old Govern- 

House ................... 

6 0 0 
to 25 0 0 July, 1871 

 by Mr. Waich .............. 

98 8 11 
89 11 0 

mittee .................... 

 Rent from old Govt. July, 1867 

,, for agistment .............. 

mittee ..................... 

 Rent from Old Govt. 
 for agistment ............. 

45 0 0 
to 

ment House .............. 

25 0 0 up to  Rent from Race Corn- 

for agistment -------------- 

93 19 9 

House .................... 

6 0 0 Jan., 1868 
House .................... 

 Rent from Old Govt. 
mittee ..................... 

 from schools and stalls 0 15 0 
for agistment .............. 

25 0 0 Jan., 1872  for agistment ............. 122 7 10 
to 123 2 221  Rent from old Govt. 

Rent from Old Govt. 40 0 0 

House, .................... 
,, for agistment ............. 

31 5 0 ,, Rent from Race Corn- July, 1868  Rent from stalls 1 2 6 6 0 0 
43 1 0 up to 

House .................... 

100 0 0 

House ...................... 

Rent from Old Govt. 
mittee .................... 

 Rent from Cricket 
for agistment ............... 

37 10 0 

 by Govt. grant ........... 

5 0 0 By Govt. grant ............ 100 0 0  for training horses 110 0 up to  Rent of Cricket  fruit stalls, &c............ 1 10 0 

House .................... 

8 3 0 July, 1872 

Club ........................ 

122 0 3 Rent of Racecourse 

. 

3 2 0  Rent from Old Govt. 
Rent from stalls 0 14 10 40 0 0 Jan., 1869 

ground .................... 

 Rent from Race Corn- 

 for agistment ------------- 

6 0 0 6 0 0 mittee .................... 
97 19 2 up to 

House ................... 
 Rent from Race Com- 
mittee ..................... 

 Mr. W. Carey, for 17 
Rent from Old Govt. cwt. 1 qr. 14 lbs. o up to 42 10 0 13 19 6 

for agistment ............. 

Rent from Race Corn- 
. lead ....................... 
 from stalls, &c ............ 2 7 6 

House ................... 

6 0 0  by Govt. grant ............ ... . 100 0 0 from Mr. Giles ............ 11 5 0 Jan., 1873  for agistment ............. 168 11 7 July, 1869  Rent from stalls 2 5 0  from schools and stalls 1 5 0 

mittee ..................... 

77 7 4  by Govt. grant ............ . 100 0 0 

.. 

100 0 0  Rent from Old Govt. 
for agistment .............. 
By Govt. grant .......... 
Rent of Old Govt. up to 40 0 0 up to 51 10 0  Rent from Race Corn 
Rent from Race Corn- 

House .................... 

0 0 
6 0 0 

mittee ...................6 
,, from fruit. stalls 0 15 6 

.. 
Jan., 1870 

House ................... 

,, om hr. Carter, for 1 July, 1873  for agistment ............ 189 1 10 
mittee .................... 

ton 7 cwt of old lead 20 6 8 
.. 

3,297 14 012  up to  from Mr. Sheldon, for 1 £ 
ton 10 cwt. of old lead 22 3 0 

SuMau.Bv of Receipts and Disbursements from August, 1865, up to July, 1873 

£ s.d. £ s.d. 
Amount of Receipts .............................................................. . ................................. 3,297 14 0 21  

Disbursements.......................................................................................2,886 16 3 
Balance in the Treasurer's hands up to date ....................................... £ 410 17 9 

With the following Contracts now in hands :- 
Fornew Pavilion, &c . .................................................................................................................. 75 0 0 Fencing, £0., in connection therewith .............................................................................................75 0 0 
For new Lodge on the western side of the Park, and fencing therewith .................................................... 150 0 0 
For new causeway across the creek and approaches, and cutting escape drain for surplus water .....................5000 

£350 0 0 
Balancein hands...........................................................................410 17 9 Amount of Conti-acts ..................................................................... 350 0 0 

26017 921  
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No. 2. 

STATEMENT of Disbursements of the Parramatta Park. 

d. 
From Aug. Paid account book and stamped Paid Mr. Coates, balance of acct. 
1866, 0 13 4 12 0 0. 

Mr. Ring, timber-merchant 29 12 0 
cheque book .................... 

,, Mr. Burmiugham, surveyor, 

for palisading ...................... 
,, G-oodlet & Smith, for galvan- 

15 1 8 
1 5 0 up to 

ized iron ...................... 
,, Interest to Commercial Bank, expenses ...................... 

Mr. Ring, for fencing 7 0 0 for overdraft................... 0 3 3 
Cambell, Sainty, Sparks, sand ,, John Fraser, for putting on 
Dougherty ..................... 2 1 0 - 3 6 0 

up to ,, Mr. Gordon (Aslem's acct.) . . - 1 8 0 Jan., 1870 ,, Labour from July, 1869, up to 
J. Ratter, for meat, Acdlimati- . 113 16 8 

2 2 9 
35 0 0 132 0 0 

Mr. Win. Roberts, solicitor 15 15 0 

iron .............................. 

,, Mr. Houison, for specification, 
7 4 0 up to 6 12 0 

Jan., 1866 ,, Labour from August, 1865, t 4 0 9 
65 14 6 

&c., of pavilion .............. 

,, Mr. Coates, £74 2s. Gd.; Mr. 
up to ,, Acclimatisation Society a/c 22 13 2 

,, for capping iron ................. 

Honison, inspection, £3 lOs 77 12 6 
7 4 0 July, 1870 

,, Mr. Hart, for building pavi- 

,, Labour from January, 1870, 
July, 1866  Labour from January, 1866, 140 0 11. 

to July, 1866 .................. 99 14 7 ,, Mr. Chapman, for pulling 
70 0 0 down and patting up fences 7 9 4 

up to ,, Accimatisation Society 14 14 5 ,, Mr.. G. E. Crane, for drain- 
Hill, Maloney, and Rutter 2 11 8 3 0 0 
Denning, forshearing alpacas 0 7 0 up to ,, Mr. Beaumont, for roofing 

Jan., 1867 

sation Society .................. 
Mr. Booker, painter ............... 

,, Labour from July, 1866, to 

... 

18 5 0 

Municipal rates .................. 

79 11 7 

ppes ............................. 

,, Mr. Cambell, for Deers and 

January, 1866 .................. 

Mr. Dare, for maize & sharps 6 8 0 Angora goats .................. 20 0 0 

Municipal rates..................... 

Mr. Pass, 14s. 104d.;  Cam- ,, Chapman, for paling fence, £31 
1 2 44 12s; for plough, £2 lOs 34 3 .0 

Mr. Isaac Ring, for fencing 6 8 0 Jan., 1871 ,, Labour from July, 1870, up to 
Accimatliation Society, £5 2s. 111 9 6 
6d.; Brewer, for bull, £2 5s 7 7 6 up to ,, for Acclimatisation Society 2 7 6 

July, 1867 ,, Labour from January, 1867, to ,, Mr. J. P. Mackenzie 4 0 0 

u to July, 1867 ..................... 109 11 64 July, 1871  Labour from January, 1871,up 
for Acclimatisation Society 9 5 9 242 6 04 

Jan., 1868  Labour from July, 1867, up to ,, Stamp cheque book, 89. 4d.; 
January, 1868 ............... 107 17 24 interest on overdraft at 
Mr. Ring, for fencing and Bank, us. ..................... 0. 19 4 

,, M'Come, for saplings, £2 2s.; 
James Williams, allowance for wood commission, £1 12g 8 14 0 
fencing on Racecourse 14 0 0 ,, W. S. Friend & Co., for paint, 

up to ,, Mr. Elphinston, for repairing 

January, 1870 ..; ............. 

brushes, &c. .................. 26 7 3 
20 0 0 up to 

lion ............................. 

,, Mr. Ritchie, £4 7s. 3d. 
by error into Commercial 4 18 3 

10 0 0 ,, Mr. M'Manis, for horse, &c 9 8 0 
Mr. Reid, for 204 bushels o 

up to July, 1870 .............. 

,, to Race Committee, for train- 
2 16 7 

iron .............................. 

1 10 0 
July, 1868 

Mr. Ring, for fencing ............ 

,, Labour from Janunry 1868, up ,, Mr. Robt. Ritchie, for iron 
to July, 1868 .................. 124 14 04 gates, &c. ..................... 9 13. 6 
Mr. Chapman, for repairing ,, Commissioner for Railways, 

.. 
January, 1867 .................. 

7 10 0 3 15 0 

bell, 7s. 6d........................ 

for Acclimatisation Society 2 10 0 

January, 1871 ................. 

,, Mr. Chapman, for dray 4 0 0 

.. 

Mr. Chapman, for fencing 10 19 54 Jan., 1872 ,, Labour from July, 1871, up to 
up to ,, Mr. Coates, for palisading 30 0 0 

to July, 1871.................... 

January, 1872 ............... 124 7 2 
Cash advanced by Treasurer 

... 

20 16 0 ,, Tayton, for cart, horse, &c 5 5 6 

. .  

Mr. Eastway, for fish-trap, 

Byrnes' a/c., 11s. 3d......... 

,, Stamped cheque book, 8s. 4d.; 

timber.............................. ..60 4 0 

1 5 0 expenses on trough, 7s. 6d 0 15 10 
Rochester, for corn, £4 Gs.; 

.. 

up to 

ing horses ....................... 

,, F. Lasseter & Co., for gal- 

Bridge ........................... 

Baker, for bills, &c., £2 15s 7 1 0 13 14 10 

Bank .............................. 

Mr. Eastway, for wire, &c. 3 15 7 

for 300 sleepers .............. 

,, Mr. Rochester, £3 48.; Mr. 
Jan., 1869 

corn .............................. 

 Labour from July, 1868, up to 5 0 

.. 

January, 1869 ............... 137 2 0 July, 1872 ,, Labour from January, 1872, 

fences .............................. 

Mr. Carman, painter, £14 12g., . up o 

vanized iron .................... 

up to July, 1872 ............ 128 0 74 
Acclimatisation Society, &c.,  Mr. Chapman, for fencing 4 11 0 

22 18 0 Jan., 1873 

Henderson, £2 2s............ 

,, Labour from July up to Jan- 

£1; stationery, 58............. 

by Treasurer to Park credit 

.. 

125 13 4 
11 0 0  Mr. Saml. Burge, for cart 

up to ,, Acclimatisation Society 4 8 0 up to - 4 19 6 
Stamped cheque book, 8s. 4d.; ,, Mr. Reuben Rose, for a bull 

£8 Gs............................... 

Rochester's a/c. £5 11s. 9d 

.. 

6 0 1 

uary, 1873....................... 

harness ........................... 

,, Goodlet & Smith, for drain 

(advanced) ........................ 

Mr. John Pass, for iron- 

.. 

..ô 0 0 

6 5 0 
mongery, &c. .................. 6 13 7 July, 1873 ,, Labour from January, 1873, 

piping ........................... 

102 14 9 
July, 1869  Labour from January, 1869, 

.... 
up to July, 1873 .............. 

-  
up to July,  1869 .............. 102 4 34 £ 2,886 16 3 

No. 3. 
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4 

No. 3. 
NUMiIEE of Meetings of the Trustees of the Parramatta Park, from August, 1865, to July, 1873 

1st, on November, 1865. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Gooden, and Payten. 
2nd, on December 15th, 1866. Present :—Messrs. J. B. Sutter, Byrnes, and Payten. 
3rd, on 23rd December, 1867. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Payten, and Gooden. 
4th, on November 9th, 1868. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Suttor, Gooden, and Payten. 
5th,.on August 9th, 1869. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Suttor, Gooden, and Payten. 
6th, on November 8th, 1869. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Gooden, and Payten. 
7th, on February 21st, 1870. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes and Payten. 
8th, on August 20th, 1870. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Payten, Gooden, and Suttor. 
9th, on April 11th, 1871. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Payten, and Gooden. 

10th, on May 20th, 1871. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Payten, Gooden, and Fulligar. 
11th, on August 19th, 1871. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Gooden, Payten, and Fulligar. 
12th, on April 10th, 1872. Present :—Messrs. Gooden, Byrnes, and Payten. 
13th, on October 2nd, 1872. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Fulligar, Payten, and Goolen. 
14th, on January 24th, 1872. Present :—Messrs. Payten, Gooden, and Fulligar. 
15th, on May 7th, 1873. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Payten, Gooden, and Fulligar. 
16th, on June 27th, 1873. Present :—Messrs. Byrnes, Payten, and Gooden. 

Sydney: Thomas Rithards, Goyrument Printer.-1873. 



1017 

1873. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

FIELD OF MARS COMMON. 
(REPORT FROM MESSRS. RICHARDSON & WRENCH, AS TO VALUE OF.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 17 September, 1873. 

PlEaD OF MARS COMMoN. 

MESSeS. Richardson & Wrench invited to report- 
The present value of the Common. 
The value so soon as the bridges, proposed to be erected on the Common in question, have 
been completed. 
The prospective value, say ten or fifteen years hence, or from time of completion of the 
bridges referred to. 

27th February, 1873. 

MESSES. RrduulDsoN& WRENCH to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR Lrcns. 

SIR, 28 February, 1873. 

We have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your favour of yesterday's date, with instructions 
to make, as early as practicable, a valuation of the Field of Mars Common, which shall have our best 
and, prompt attention. For this object, will you please furnish us with a surveyor's description and plan 
of the land, the latter on a scale so as to include the position of the bridges proposed to be erected to the 
Common. 

The area of the Common is large (over 6,000 acres), and as, even to give an approximate valuation 
and report, it will be necessary for us to travel over and inspect the whole, we would respectfully request 
the services of a surveyor, or other officer of the Government, acquainted with the land, to accompany our 
Mr. Richardson on inspection and point out the boundaries. 

We would also be glad to have copies of reports, if any, in possession of the Government, as to 
the nature of the land and its relative natural characteristics. 

We have, &c., 

RICHATWSON & WRENCH. 

MESSRS. RICHARDSON & WRENCH to THE UNDER SECRETARY FOR LARDs. 

Field of Mars Common. 

DEAR SIR, 10 March, 1873. 

Referring to our respects of the 28th ultimo, we beg to inform you that Mr. P. Terry, the 
Mayor of Ryde Municipality, has kindly offered to point out the boundaries, and to render every assistance 
in his power to enable us to make a thorough inspection of the land. 

We therefore will only require a tracing or plan of the Common before proceeding to inspection. 

Faithfully yours, 

RICHARDSON WRENCH. 

65— 
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R. P. RICHARDsoN, ESQ., to Tin UNDER SECRETARY Ton Lcns. 

Field of Mars Uominon-6,235 acres. 
Sydney, 31 May, 1873. 

DEAR Sin, 
I have the honor to reply to the queries in your favour of the 27th February last, relative to 

the above, as follows 
The present value of the Common P-30,000. 
The value so soon as the bridges proposed to be erected have been completed P—If the pro-

posed bridges were erected and good roads formed through the land, the Common would be 
enhanced in value fully 50 per cent. 

The prospective value, say ten or fifteen years hence, or from time of completion of the bridges 
referred to P—Accessibility, increase of population, and improvements made in any locality 
have the effect of greatly enhancing the value of landed properties. All these benefits to a 
very great extent may be anticipated in the course of ten or fifteen years after the erection 
of bridges to Hunter's Hill (a suburban parish of the metropolis), but it is impossible 
definitely to determine even an approach to a prospective value. 

The vatuations above must be considered approximate, and are estimated on the assumption that 
the land is judiciously brought into the market as the demand arises, in such lots as will suit all classes of 
buyers, and that good roads are formed on the subdivision. 

With regard to the bridges proposed to be built, there can be no question as to the very great 
advantages derivable, not only to the Common land, but to the locality in the immediate neighbourhood, 
and even considerably beyond, in the northerly and north-westerly directions. The distance from Sydney 
would be materially reduced, and a continuous road open at all hours for passenger traffic and conveyance 
of produce, &c., direct to and from Sydney. These bridges would also render available a considerable area 
of the Common which (though rocky and unfit for cultivation), from its picturesque position and proximity 
to Sydney, would be purchased for suburban villa sites. 

Prior to coming to any decision with regard to this report, I may state that, guided by. Mr. Gollard 
(a respectable resident, who has lived all his life on or in the immediate vicinity of the Common), I inspected 
the land as minutely as circumstances would permit, and formed my rough estimate of approximate areas 
and qualities from such inspection; that the sales which have been made of land in the immediate vicinity 
of the Common for the last twelve or fourteen years have fluctuated to such an extent, and have been 
made under such varied circumstances, that it was with considerable difficulty, and after a deal of con-
sideration, I arrived at any distinct conclusion as to the present average value of the Common. I have 
however generally found that, when a fair quality of land has been sold at a low figure, it has arisen from 
sales being made in a depressed market, or in such areas and on such terms as prohibited small buyers 
from competing, and that good prices have been realized in more prosperous times, and when lands have 
been judiciously subdivided and sold as the demand has arisen, without forcing the market. 

I have, &c., 
R. P. RICHARDSON. 

Sydney: Thoma, Richards, Government Printer.-1873. 

[3d.] 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NEW SOUTH WALES 

FIELD OF MARS COMMON RESUMPTION BILL. 
(PETITION OF ISAAC SIIEPI{ERD, RESPECTING). 

Ordered by the Legislative Assernbliy to be printed, 3 Jzne, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales. 
The humble Petition of Isaac Shepherd, of Ryde, gentleman,— 

SUOwETU 

That your Petitioner is a landholder residing on the Parramatta River, Ryde. 

That several years ago your Petitioner, with other persons having a right to the Field of Mars 
Common, brought an action in equity against the then acting Trustees of the Common, and succeeded in 
the suit, when an order was made by the presiding Judge (the late Judge Terry) that all costs in the case 
should be paid out of the first money to be derived from the Common, and there is still a balance of one 
hundred pounds, with interest, due on account to your Petitioner. 

That your Petitioner having  heard that it is intended to bring in a Bill enabling the tJ-overnment to 
resume and sell the Field of Mars Common, 

Your Petitioner would most respectfully and earnestly pray your Honorable House not to sanction 
any measure that will tend to deprive your Petitioner from enjoying his right of Common, and also may 
prevent him from receiving the balance due in the Equity suit. 

And your Petitioner will ever pray, &c. 
ISAAC SHEPHERD. 

Ryde, 1st June, 1874. 

614— 



1020 



102]. 

1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

FIELD OF MARS COMMON RESUMPTION BILL. 
(PETITION AGAINST—LANDHOLDERS AND OTHERS INTERESTED IN.) 

- Ordered by the Legislative Assembly to be printed, 5 ,Tune, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales. 

The humble Petition of the undersigned Landholders and others interested in the Field of Mars 

and Eastern Farms Common,— 

SnowEril:— 

That your Petitioners are entitled to the said Common under a grant from the Crown. 

That your Petitioners have and still are deriving considerable advantages from having the use of the 
said Common, which, to be deprived of, would entail considerable loss and injury, nOt only on your 

Petitioners but on their families. - 

That your Petitioners view with alarm the attempt that is being made to influence your Honorable 

House to pass an Act enabling the Government to resume possession of the said Common. 

Your Petitioners, therefoie, humbly pray that your Honorable House will not pass any measure that 
may tend to deprive your Petitioners and their offspring from enjoying the use of the said Common. 

And your Petitioners will ever pray, &c. 

Dated at Ryde, this first day of June, 1874. 

[Here follow 200 Signatures.] 

[3d.] 620— 
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1873-4. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

NE W SOUTH WALES. 

COMMONS REGULATION ACT. 
(PETITION OF THE MAYOH OF NOWIRA, RESPECTING.) 

Ordered by the Legislative Asse'mbly to be printed, 8 April, 1874. 

To the Honorable the Legislative Assembly of New South Wales. 
The Memorial of the Mayor, on behalf of the Nowra Municipal Council,—

MOST HUME LY Saowrru 
That an Act "to enable Trustees of Commons in New South Wales to have perpetual succession 

and to empower them to regulate the use of such Commons and for other purposes relating thereto,"—
was passed by your Honorable House, and assented to 25th April, 1873. 

That, in the opinion of your Memorialists, certain sections of the said Act, which interfere with the 
rights and privileges of Municipalities, guaranteed by the Municipalities Act of 1867, ought to be repealed, 
for the following reasons :- 

That the powers conferred on Municipal Councils over Commonages by the Crown Alienation Act 
of 1861, and the Municipalities Act of 1867, are rendered thereby quite void and inoperative. 

That Municipal Councils being permanent and responsible institutions, and undoubtedly a reflex of 
the interests and opinions of the majority, by reason of their election under a strict system devised by 
municipal law, and elected by bond jide ratepayers (all having kindred interests), by vote by ballot, are 
more likely to inspire confidence and prove useful in the control and management of Commonages than a 
number of Trustees selected indiscriminately at an open meeting. 

That the Petition for the Incorporation of the Nowra Municipality was supported by many 
(including your Memorialist), under the inducement held out in the Municipalities Act, that the Council, 
on its Incorporation, would have the control of the lands dedicated to the public, which the Municipality 
is now dispossessed of by reason of the Commons Regulation Act referred to. 

That by reason of the said Commons Regulation Act no improvement can be made on the said 
Commons for the use and recreation of the inhabitants as originally contemplated, inasmuch as the Com-
mons Regulation Act prohibits the Trustees of any Common "to grant leases of portions of said Common 
for any term of years or for any purpose or on any condition whatever." 

That considering a great injustice has been unintentionally perpetrated on Municipal Institutions 
having the right, according to the Municipalities Act, of full control over the lands set apart for the use of 
the ratepayers,—your Memorialist, therefore, relying on your well-known desire to do justice to all, and in 
the fullest confidence that you will take the several reasons urged herein into your earnest considei'ation, 
humbly prays your Honorable House will consent to a repeal of that portion of the Commons Regulation 
Act of 1873 which interferes with the rights of Councils over lands set a.part for the use and recreation of 
the mhabitants, as being opposed to the spirit and principles guaranteed by the Municipalities Act of 1867. 

And your Memorialist, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 
Signed for and on behalf of the Nowra Municipal Council,— 

HENRY MOSS, 
Mayor. 

Council Chambers, 20 March, 1874. 
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